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The first amendment sou lition upon ulre y t 
determined upon; the second le a furtl l 
tional gift npon the same n. ol course f 
gentleman from Kentucky is actuated by friendship for ¢ ula. H in our fa 
too, like the g¢ ntleman from Texas, seeks to change the tariff system i , tried int 
of this country for what he believes to be the ultimate and pei mn ted to the rig 
benefit of our own people. Butif the gentleman from Kentucky! sd [ under C 
really been endeavoring to represent In this matter the interests of proved to have been in pr 
Dominion, and the gentleman from Maine had been representing t i lation of the treaty or of 
interests of the United States, their respective amendments might con- | gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. C 
sistently have been exactly what they in fact are. | Massachusetts before Mr. ] 
Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentlem from Kentucky | s eman if t : 
consists of two distinct propositions. By the first we give to Ca 1 | grounds I have ment 
a free market for Canadian fish as abonus forthe fulfillment by Canada Mr. LODGE. Iso understand 
of the duties which a decent regard for our rights and a decent regard} Mr. ADAMS. Here, then, ' e clair t 
for the obligations of civilization ought to induce her to fulfill without part of the United States and admitted by at least 
condition. By the second proposition Canada can have commercial | o! the Dominion, which are virtually en 
reciprocity with ourselves whenever she desires it. And mark that | the pending amendment 
these two propositions are not only distinct, but independent. Canada | So far as the treaty of 1818 is « ‘ I 
can at her option accept either or both. nate if not an ignominious surrender of valuable rights. Idon 
Canada can, therefore, accept the second proviso and reject the first. | who madeit. It took from our fishermen the right ish within 3 
The effect of that would be that Canada could enjoy the full benefit of | miles of the shore, a right which they possessed th« een 
the commercial reciprocity conferred by the second proviso without | suggested, assubjects of Great 5 hentheR 
abating one whit the tyrannical and barbarous persecution which she | out, and which they did not lo reason of that \ 
has visited upon American fishermen since the termination of the last | limitation on their rights was im} iS } 1 that t i 
reciprocity treaty. As for the second proviso, I do not care to discuss be subject to such regulations as would ] ent the abu f th ts 
it at length. If we are to adopt the policy of reciprocity or commercial | conferred by the treaty. 
union at all, it must come before us in a more complete and well-con- | The main contention between the United St 
sidered form than is given it in the pending proviso. And I can say | been as to whether the vexatious restrict i] ed on our fishe 
without hesitation that whatever may be the ultimate benefits to be | in Canadian ports have been reasonable regulations within the 1 
derived by the people of this country from the adoption of that policy, | of the treaty of 1818. We have insisted that they are not 
I can not believe that Congress will patiently discuss or even enter- | House is nota part of the treaty-making ] 3 dut to 
tain the proposition so long as the policy of the Dominion toward | take any action or us¢ y langua y ] l f é 
our fishing vessels continues to be guided by the narrow and illib- | surrender of the ground maintained by our diplomatists on b 
eral spirit which has heretofore characterized it. Still less can I be- | fishermen. Ihopetheamendmenttotheamendment e 
lieve that a patriotic American Congress can patiently accept the first | To me, Mr. Chairman, the ques 3 int 
proviso of the gentleman from Kentucky,which gives the American | local importance to the part of t country in v 1 J 
market to Canada for Canadian fish in consideration that Canada will | cause I believe, as other gentlemen hav d, that a 
grant privileges which we have always claimed as matterof right. We | tion, a question of national honor, 11 far above tl 
do not ask Canada to grant us favors in her ports. We insist that she | tariff question. Itis simply a qu 
ought to concede certain privileges as ours by right. | concede any advantage whatever to : t 
My colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] did not put the case too | tously conceded anything tous, but hasu 
strongly when he declared that the language of the amendment of the | way the rights they have andrights whi yd t} 
gentleman from Kentucky was a virtual surrender of the claims we | to extort from us important comm 
have been making for fifty years. True itis, as the gentleman from | _ I reserve the remaind my t 
Kentucky says, that we are not the treaty-makingpower. TheSenate| The CHAIRMAN. 1 gentleman 
and the President, he thinks, will take care of that matter, regardless | remaining 
of what we may do in this House. But the gentleman from Kentucky Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chair [ do: )} 
will certainly concede that what we do or say here in this House may | cussion of the rig] lL} 
have an important bearing on any negotiations that may hereafter be | t ter the( 1 ports f 
conducted between the United States and Great Britain with referen: by them. I simply desire to the 
to the fisheries question. True, there is a treaty now pending before | tion assumed by gent t} lesp 
the treaty-making power. What we do or say here can not change th man from Mair Mr. D1 y] andtl é 
terms of that treaty. But that treaty is notcertain to | ut yd Hitt] upon tl uestion w] 
deed, it is not likely to be, and ought not to be. clude Canadian vessels and f 1 OUr por l 
rhe treaty that is to settle this whole question on tert tisfactory | privileges were granted American fishermen by t 
to the interest and to the honor of the United States is yet to be made. | ment was under consideration in the F< I h Ce 
As the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL] ha ist id, | passed a bill providing that in case of t 
if the pending treaty fails another treaty will be made. Even if we | were claimed and had been enjoyed by « f 
have a war, or if the President uses the power which the Forty-ninth | Canada of purchasing supplies and bait and of sl 
Congress placed in his hands to retaliate upon the Dominion for the | President of the United States should | the 
wrongs of our fishermen, the end of it all will be a treaty of some kind | importation of Canadian fish and to ex le ( 
to settle the whole question. That is true. It is equally true that | rights in the ports of the United S i 
the negotiations. upon which any future treaty will rest will be affected | mittee on Foreign Relatio ) en t 
by what our public men say here and elsewhere, and by the action of | would be clothed with the po l 
this House even in voting upon the proposition of the gentleman from | cars of Canadian railroads from enté r our t o! t l 
Kentucky. | upon the other side objected to any amendment of that « 
Mr. HITT. It would be the declaration of a public body. ‘hey stated that the provisions of the S 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, it would be the declaration of the House of Rep- sired, and that was all they wished upon tl 
resentatives in Committee of the Whole, and our action and the lan- | They wanted no other commerce interfered with, t 
guage of the proposition upon which we vote couid not fail to have its any other class of products from Canada interfered 
effect. The gentleman from Kentucky says that he wants the Com- desired the enactment of this provision to pr t the port 
mittee of the Whole to adopt his amendment to the amendment of the | Canadian fish <clude Canadi s t 





il l ‘ t 
gentleman from Maine, and then wants the amendment so amended to be | ports which they denied to ours in theirs 
voted down. Isay it would be a public misfortune to have theamend-| Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit mé ? Theld 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky adopted even upon these terms. | the reverse of that, and the argument will v the position | ied 


I say it is a positive injury to the country even to have his proposition | Mr. BYNUM. It is true the p ns of t iw go furt 





presented here by so prominent a member as the gentleman from Ken- | include all other products; but it was substantially stated b 
tucky. We can not afford to have this House or any prominent mem- } tleman and others that oth ictions tl ! I 
ber of it give away the claims which we have been making against | bill only for the reason that when we should pro t the 


Canada for so many years in behalf of the rights of our fishing vessels. | of Canadian fish, Canada might retaliate by excluding from |} 
rn . . : ' ’ 7 ; 1 ; } 
hese claims have been strongly stated this afternoon by the gentle- | all American products, and in that event we should want to 


man from Massachusetts [ Mr. LopGE] and by others. Inmy judgment | same thing. I think it will fully appea 1 tl ebat 
they have not been stated quite so strongly as the facts warrant. Gen- | bill that all that the fishermen and their representatives « vas 
tlemen have said that we have always made ceriain claims for our fish- | the exclusion of Canadian fish and a denial to ¢ 1 of 


ing vessels under the provisions of the treaty of 1818. Their statement | the rights and privileges which they denied to u 
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I Ine ntleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGLEY] upon the subject said: 
1 pa ithe Senate with so entire unanimity, meets tl 
it bi ng to retaliation, but it is simply resp 
sive to { ae horizes the President to withdraw fro 
< sa Cana _ lucts aming fish as the article particu 
lar altho :all oth pr ts of the British N« American pos- | 














i stants y the same priv ges as are W 
} j t the privileges which wea l 
eve i fi ow en on condition that Canad: ! 1 
the ; ‘ 3s to Ameri if } r vessels and the fish cz wh 
ve j chooses to withdraw such privileges from our fishing vess« 
t ul from 1 
) ~ ne cor I t ais i ule 
J i iJ I bill pr s to go further than this and to authorize 
I Ww 1 Canada I regard thisas1 
! j Ca ‘ t discriminated again American lo 


j » her territory as vehicles of transportation. 
> if La 7 . 4 
lifferences between 
it for the interest of both to grant fu 









































But eri shall see that Canadian fishing vessels are denied the 
I * are denied them; if they shall see that Canadian fish arede- 
to our territory while rican fishing vessels are denied the 
I e « inding their fish in Canadian ports, they will be content and will 
willix 5 rthe increased inconvenience and expense caused them by being 
comp l to larger vessels and to carry more extensive supplies in order 
i } be under no necessity of entering Canadian ports for supplies or 
d j tof 
. ' ry 1 oe 7 es 
Mr. HI lhe gentleman quoted me a moment ago, and I ask that 
t] i 1 will do me the justice to read what I said in that con- 
ne I urged that the bill conferred power to exclude all their 
nrod 
- . 
\ UM I l e th leman’s own ua I ¢ 
I ’ : ind ¢  e 3 i p < 
( the eatn fo fist vess by exc 
all « adia essels, all their fish, and all their productions, if he chooses in 
to 
Vi 1 passed the Senate no party voice was heard, but all were an 
A ng upon that measure, are asked now to substitute tanew 
a provision which was rejected in the Senate by an overwhelm- | 
te, and which if adopted here is certain to cause delay and to endanger 
i * The Senate bill is one which attempts t ) do a tl 1ing in the 
v in which the experience of nations shows it ought to be done. It 
inswer to an inquiry by respon ive action and retaliates in kind. 
I call your attention particularly to the words of the gentleman from 
11] ‘ he ! nswer to an injury by responsive 
on and ites in ki 
other produ were and are in the law, tly 
clear from t language of the ‘gentleman from ie lan- 
g of t ntleman from Maine the power thus conferred was not 
to be used by the President in the first instance, but only in case Can- 
ada should, when her fish were excluded by us, retaliate by excluding 
other of our products from her territory. 
Mr. REED. Will the gentle: man yield to me for a moment ? 
1.’ 1 , * »; 
Mr. BYNUM. 1 will after quoting the language used by Mr. Rice, 
who at the time was a member from Massachusetts. 
Mr. Rice, speaking on the subject, used this language: 
A s really no vital matter that we shall go into the Canadian ports at 
all if they see fit to shut out of their ports our dc ep-sea fishi a 


ro there the purpose of buying supplies, upon the sale of which many of 
their poor people live, let them do it, We si ay the re is no treaty provision that 
we shall not go there; they say there is 

That is the question upon which the two governments have joined issue. 
But suppose that their contention is correct and that our vessels have no right 
there, st:l! we can get along without going there. But—and here let gentlemen 
of the House understand—Great Britain bas no treaty rights whatsoe ver with 


uson this point. If the Canadians can shut our vessels out of their ports we 
can shut theirs outof our ports. Weare under no treaty obligation to let them 
in. If they can shut our fishermen out of their ports, we can shut their fish out 


of ours, 

Mr. REED. Has that act been put in force? 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam not talking about whether it has or has not been 
enforced. I simply say that the gentlemen representing the interests 
of the fishermen said it was all the remedy they desired. The gentle 
man knows that a treaty is pending, and that an effort has been made 

» amicably settle the fishery troubles, and that that is the reason for 
its nen-enforcement. I have heard no complaints from the gentlemen 
who represent the interests of the fishermen because it has not been 
enforced 

Mr. REED. But has that remedy been applied? You can not com- 
plain that we are not satisfied with the operation of a remedy if it has 
never been applied. 

Mr. BYNUM. ‘There is a way to secure its application, but I am 
about that now. Gentlemen upon the other side said it 





w: rt n fact it is sufficient, because it in reality confers 
greater power upon the President than is asked for by the proposed 
amendment. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine 
provides that in case Canada does not accord to our fishermen the rights 
we claim for them, the present rates of duty shall be charged upon 
their lumber, while the law passed by the last Congress gives to the 
Pi lent power to prohibit the importation of the same. The effect 
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J 
| of the amendment is to reduce rather than to enlarge the retaliatory 
powers of the Government. 
| Mr. Chairman, I say that these gentlemen have here all the remedy 
| asked for, and the position they are taking now is simply for the pur- 
pose of embarrassing the passage of this bill and preventing a reduc- 
tion of the revenue. It is not taken because they need a more effi- 
nt rei for the maintenance of the rights of our fishermen. In 
ict ti i greater remedy than the one they are seeking to ingraft 
upon this bill. I do not want our difficulties and entanglements over 
| the fishery question with Canada to be in praftes {upon this bill; it will 
| only complicate them and embarrass the administration of both enact- 
ments 
Che admission of Canadian lumber is not solely a benefit to the Cana- 
dians, but a benefit to our own pe a e. It is tor the interests of six 


ions of people in the United Sta 


tes that we are asking the passage 
iis measure. We have given totl 


| 
i 
he olshermen of Maine, Massachu- 
Delaware, Maryland, and other coast-bound States all they asked 
or and all they desired. Now that we are trying to do something for 
| the people of the West, let them be generous enough not to attempt to 
| involve the interests of others in th sputes and difficulties. 
| 

| 





Mr. PARKER. Mir. Chairman, how much time is there remaining 


for tl se? 





side = the | Lor 
[The CHAIRMA) 
Mr. Somers. “Mr. Chairman, I do not know much about the fish 





Seventeen minutes. 


ery question. A resident of a prairie State, a thousand miles from 
the seacoast, is not required to know very much about it. But I do 
| know that the Forty-ninth Congress gave the President of the United 
| States ample power to settle this much-vexed question in accordance 


with the claims of this Administration as to American rights. I do 
know that in all our history the question of these fisheries has been a 
disturbing one, and I know alsothat this Administration has neglected 

l refused to exercise the power granted by the Congress; and it is no 





| answer to say that a commission was appointed to settle the question, 
| when that commission was appointed in direct opposition to the ex- 
| pressed will of Congress. 
| Mr. DUNN. Where do you find that expressed will of Congress? 
| Mr. ROWELL. The expressed will was found in the refusal to 
grant the request of the President of the United States for the appoint- 
i ment of a commission as proposed by his Secretary of State, and it 
was further found in the enactment of Congress giving to the President 
power to retaliate to the extent of maintaining the rights of the Ameri- 
an fishermen as claimed by the Secretary of State in all his corre- 
spondence with the British Government. I do know that in violation 
f that expressed will of Congress a commission was appointed, and the 
esult of that commission was to surrender the claims of the American 
All that it has obtained, if the treaty shall be ratified, 
| is the privilege of having our fishermen treated by Canada as all civil- 
| ized nations treat them. I know, further, that theamendment offered 
| by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is in further- 
| ance of the surrender of the American Government of its own claim 
| of right, and is a proposition to buy what we have from the beginning 
claimed, nd what this Administration has claimed, as a matter of 
| ri right. 
| Now, if the Democratic party want to stand by that proposition, if 
\ hey want to go back on the law passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, 
; if they want to surrender the rights that the American Government 
a claimed, and to obtain by purchase that which we are entitled 
lt 
} 


Government. 


| 


by law, let them stand by that record and vote for the pz oposed 

amendment brought in here by the gentleman from Kentucky in op- 

position to an amendment designed to obtain in another way that 

| which we mages «1 we had obtained when by solemn act we had in- 
structed the Executive to take measures looking to that end. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair,was in error a while ago in stating 
that there were seventeen minutes remaining at the disposal of the gen- 
tlemen on the left of the Chair. There were but thirteen minutes. Ten 
minutes now remain—five = which are to be occupied by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PARKER] and five by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]} 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, in the few words that I have to say 
I do not wish to refer to the partisan view of the subject under con- 

| sideration or to the fishery question. I wish to ask attention particu- 
larly to the last paragraph of this pending amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and its effect; that para- 
graph provides— 

That whenever the Dominion of Canada admits products, wares, and merchan- 
dise grown, produced, or manufactured in the United States free of duty, then 
the products, wares, and merchandise grow en or manufactured in s@id 
Dominion of Canada shall be admitted free of duty. 

Here is free trade in reality, but upon a small scale. I can not un- 
derstand why the gentleman from Kentucky offered this amendment, 
unless it was upon the theory that he wishes now to go beyond the 
present controversy and to throw the dark shadow of what he and his 
party friends intend as a coming event upon this debate, and thus at- 
tract the attention of the country. 

This certainly seems to be a project to establish free trade with Can- 
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would fin 
smelting works wo set up not only in Nova Scotia, b 
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of Ontario and Quel ‘ >» demand for charcoal-iron has becon 
the United States that it ircely besupplied. Thedeve 
and iron mines w l : : leulable benefit. That, 
proved, we can not! onably expect unless the great market 
States be opened to us. Our other mineral wealth would also 
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Despite duties meant to be prohibitory we sent to the Uuited Sta 


crude gypsum, 106,737 tons; of « *r ore, 5,224 tons; of plumbag 
dred weight: of salt, 384,288 bushels: of stone, 14,850 tons, and small 
manganese, silver ore, phosphates, et It is evident that what we 
small quantities, despite prohibitory duties, we would supply in 
ties were those duties removed. The high import duty system has 
pletely to develop our mineral wealth. The only means of dev 
wealth satisfactorily is unrestricte procity, which would 
mission to a market of 60,000,00u ] 


Certainly the Canadians know what they want and 
The strange thing about the matter is that they 

10 are ready and quick to serve them. 

Another effect of the proposed amendment if adopted will 
velop the shipping of the Canadians on the northern lakes 
ory of the Canadians is the same as that of Great Britain—th l 
ing up of their maritime strength. Wherever there has been an 
portunity, we have seen that this is their course. They would co 
the carrying trade of the lakes and the great rivers. By their 
now in force they not only compel us to pay tolls through their car 
and when our vessels are bound to American ports refuse the 
allowed to vessels destined fof Canadjan ports, but they go f 


Not only do they exhibit a jealous spirit in such matters as wre 

referred to by my colleague | Mr. NuTTING], but they permit the 
toms which represent ¢ dian shipping to come into and | 
ports for a whole year with only a single charge of 50 cents, | 
while the American bot 1s that go into Canadian ports ar¢ 
charges of entry fees cit i and other charges. They 
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» extrer ! isure, only to be resorted to as the last remedy before 
act hostiliti id from which much annoyance, loss, and irritation 
must res and most probably war. It was therefore wise and pa- 
triot tesmanship mn the Administration to exhaust all the resources 
of diplomacy before putting the provisions of that act into Operation. 
The thoughtful who desire honor with peace, who have only the in- 
terest of the Republic at heart, will approve this conduct; and those 
who for partisan or pecuniary purposes defeat a peaceful settlement of 
the irritating questions involved wiil find that they have blundered. 


The Republican Senate, in the blind partisanship preceding a Presi- 
dential election, may leave te the Executive no discretion, and may 


force non-intercourse. Isincerely deplore the drift that way, and be- 
lieve that it will cause loss to many. But the responsibility will be 
on that Republican majority. Gentlemen whosneer at the three distin- 
guished Americans who negotiated the treaty now pending do them- 
selves injustice; each one of those gentlemen is the peer of any mem- 


ber of either House of Congress, and a charge that they or either of 
them was either unpatriotic, cowardly, or unintelligent is only a re- 
proach to him who makes it. 

And to the gentlemen who have so hotly participated in this debate, 
the proper punishment to be inflicted on Canada is to make fish dear 
to the American consumer; that the honor of the flag is to be preserved 
only by increasing the cost of fish, and that true patriotism consists in 
increasing the prolits of the fishing-ship owners from their American 
fellow-citizens. 

he gentleman from Maine who preceded me, not my courteous 
friend [Mr. DINGLEY], but the leader of the Republican House who 


preceded him, said it was a mere parliamentary trick of mine to offer | 


this amendment, with thestatement to the House that when it was put 
on the amendment of the gentleman from.Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] it 
should be voted down. 

rhere is no parliamentary trick whatever about it. I am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, and I frankly say so. 
I am opposed to the introduction of that treaty and the questions in- 
volved into the House, and I am opposed to interfering with it in this 
connection. The gentleman has put his amendment in. Now, if the 
House entertains the proposition, I want to put in something substan- 
tial to relieve the American people instead of increasing the burdens, 
or leaving them undiminished. 

[ say, therefore, frankly to this House, to Democrats and Republic- 
ans alike, that what I have desired by the amendment, after consul 
tation with the chairman of the committee in charge of the bill, is that 
if the House shall see proper to adopt the Dingley amendment, to adopt 
it with some substance in it. And what we desire to see to-day is that 
the House shall vote the amendment to the Dingley amendment and 
then vote the whole thing down, leaving the bill jusfasitis. Because, 
Mr. Chairman, we think it is in the best possible shape now in which 
it can be put. We take the duty off of lumber not for the benefit of 
Canada, but for the benefit of the American people. If on the other 


side they look on the question of relief from taxation to our citizensas | 


a boon given to foreigners, we on this side look upon it as a benefit to 
the American people. They regard it as the highest effort of states- 


manship to succeed in putting some tax upon the people for the benefit | 


of some few classes, or for the benefit of asingle class, while we on this 
side | 
the relief of all the people. . 

Mr, Chairman, the purpose of this amendment was to demonstrate 
to the country that if we are going into the fisheries treaty at all, and 
if negotiations are to be had with Canada under this bill, then we are 
going to get something by it. When we do settle these questions we 
hope to see free fish, a wider market for our people, another country 
in which to sell our goods, and in the end that freedom of trade be- 
tween us and Canada that we have inside of our boundaries. So that 
we, who believe that our people are able to compete with any English- 
speaking people, we who have tried a protective tariff in competition 
with a protective tariff, believe that we can carry on that competition 
with the barrier on both sides removed. Not that we ask that; not 
that the bill goes that far, or that we want it to go that far now; but 
if the gentleman from Maine and his friends want to make a bargain 
with Canada and make this bill the vehicle of it on the fisheries ques- 
tion, we say to you gentlemen, all right; it is not the proper bill on 
which to do it, but if you will do so, we will write into the bargain 
some terms of advantage to the people who consume the fish and to the 
agriculturists who have some agricultural products to sell. That isthe 
whole proposition, Mr. Chairman. 

I believe the time has expired, and I now call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time fixed by the House for debate has ex- 
pired. 

The question is on the amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine, on which the gentleman from New York demands a 
division. 

Mr. PARKER. Since it has been suggested that the vote on the 
amendmentisanticipated upon the other side, it may as wellall be taken 
together, and I beg to withdraw the call for a division. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky. 


look on the removal of any tax as a step in the right direction for | 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 94. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered 

Mr. REED and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 98, 
noes 87. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment as amended, it was rejected. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I offer a further amendment to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That ifthe above-mentioned articles, or either of them, are 
the product of Chinese labor in the country whence imported, they shall be sub- 
ject to duty as now provided by law, under such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PARKER. Isuggest an amendment, after the word ‘‘ Chinese’ 
to insert ‘‘or convict;’’ so that it will read, ‘‘the product of Chinese 
or convict labor.’’ 

Mr. VANDEVER. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order upon the amendment. It 
can not be applicable here 

Mr. REED. But the Chair has decided the question that all argu- 
ment, after debate has been closed, whether on points of order or other- 
wise, is cut off. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires the gentleman to state the 
point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘The point of order is that it is not germane to this 
paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it is germane to the pro- 
viso of the bill which relates to products of foreign nations, and makes 
a reservation as to certain goods or articles that are excluded. The 


? 





| Chair will submit the amendment to the committee. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Imove toamend the amendment by adding, after 
the word ‘‘ convict,’’ the words ‘‘ or Canadian.”’ 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I should like to have a separate vote on the 
amendment relating to the Chinese question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask a separate vote in regard to the Chinese, 
and then the gentleman can take a vote upon the other proposition. 

Mr. MILLS. There is no debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed by order of the House, 


| but the gentleman asks aseparate vote. The Chair thinks the question 


is not divisible at this time, while the vote is being taken. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will withdraw that amendment of mine for a 
moment, at the suggestion of the gentleman from California, as he does 
not accept, as I understand it, the amendment to be voted upon as a 
part of the original amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia to accept the amendment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I want to withdraw that acceptance so as to 
have a separate vote on the first proposition submitted by me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman any right to amend his prop- 
osition when a division is about to be taken? I desire simply to save 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a right, the Chair thinks, 
before the vote’ is taken, to withdraw the acceptance of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do withdraw the acceptance. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to withdraw his amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will submit the amendment after action is 
taken upon the first amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 86. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. REED and Mr. MILLS were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 82—noes 
92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYNE. iI ask unanimous consent that a yea-and-nay vote be 
taken upon this proposition in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not make any arrangement 
of that kind which would bind the House. Under the Constitution, 
when the question is reached in the House the requisite number of 
members may demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And provided further, That none of the above articles manufactured either 
wholly or in part by convict labor shall be admitted except upon the payment 
of double the duties now imposed, and any person who shall import any such 















The question wa 
the Chair declared th 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask fora div 

The House divided; and there were 

So the amendment ¥ 


The Clerk read the next paragraph 


t le noes seemed t 


yas rejected, 


cs, barrels 
Ica a 
. Chairman, I n 

graph. Iti ‘half past 4 o’clock, « 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the Whole shall soon rise. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, now 
graph, I move that the commit i 

The motion was agreed to. 

tT Y +44 areardA - 

Che committee accordingly rose 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
he Whole reported that they had ha 
R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
lection of the revenue, and had come to no res 


ORDER OF BI 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speake r, Lé¢ I 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. 
to me to call up a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman for th ) 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous se} 
the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further cor 
tion of the bill which I send to the (¢ k’s desk, and that 
upon its passage. 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that consent 
for both sides, because I find it too often happens that « 
when the other side gets through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will st 
from Maine that this morning, according to the Ch 
nothing got through, nor did anything get through yesterda 
The Chair has tried to make the unanimous consents 
sides. 

Mr. REED. I know that theChair has tried to 
of course, commences on the other side of the House each 
result is a certain percentage of advantage to that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So far as the ¢ 
ilways been the custom to take thatcourse. The Chair rec 
it was the course taken in recognitions by the Speaker ot 
seventh Congress. 

Mr. REED. Iam not complaining of it at all, but 
attention to the result. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
by the gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. JOHNSTON | 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Allen Gunter. 

The SPEAKER pro ten pore. Is there obje ction to the 
sideration of this bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secr« ary of War is hereby dire 
name of Allen Gunter on the muster-rolls of Company B, of th 
ment North Carolina Mounted Infantry, of the war of 1861 to 18 
be mustered from the l4th day of June, 1864, and mustered out 
of August, 1865. 

The Committee on Military Affairs had recommended 
ment inserting after ‘‘ muster-roll,’’ in line 4, the word 
vate.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pa 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconside1 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the moti 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

W. A. LEMASTER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further 
the bill (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster, an 
upon its passage. 

Mr. GEOSVENOR. I ask that that bill be read bef: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Represent 5 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the 


I 

n } t 

hereby, directed to pay to W. A. Lemaster, of [conium wa, the e su! fil 
{ 


Jeutenant 


the pension due to George Lemaster, deceased, at t! Gs ‘ : 
’ po le evente ' 
George Lemaster, namely, June 23, 1873, said pension having bee rrom ly or the Seventeenth 
withheld from said George Lemaster from March, 1461, during and uy June | mustered into serv 
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| 
t mustered in at that time, but subsequently. When 
h lication 1 made to the War Department for pay for the six 
months ] » that t it was rejected on the ground that the ge 
Ba : | the recimen i wl Jaimed ne the nal 
tleman o1 i ti regiment and who Claime to be the colons | 
had broug ivainst him some charges of misconduct while raising j 
: | 
regiment, and was not recognized by the Department as the « 
y the actually enlisted and did service. 
I I tI pay p to the time they were mu 
I 
md iu, Ol ent ine proposition 1s to pay 1 en 
f t the re enlisted l actually entered the service up 
he tir y S rec } ‘ I 1] ne 
1 i 1 they were a2 iney e ac L1iy ¢ 
a ‘ tho montl 
h B) . Why is not I nant Travis th when the n 
y "1 1% 
y li Ae 
M TONE, of Kentucky. He was absent on detached duts 
r no objec { Hou ded to the considera ion 
) iich was ord ed to bee and read a third time: 
nerossed, if was accordin end tik > third time, and passi 
ON! n ved i caeenee the vote by which 
n i p » moved that the motion to re n er 
J on the ible 
| t ! } wzres to 
WILLIAM COLLIN 
\I Ii] KI I ask unanimous consen t the Co Littee « 
{ \\ e Hou a ’ i from the further consideration of the 
+} , y 
bill (H. 1 iJ for the relief of William Collin i that it be no 
p re 
| \ ead fo 4 
j it ) v,a 
t ed to pay mo t 
ted,to Willia fis! ’ d 
i i Lhe fishing vy n ¢ 
i ament report iQims W 
WSs 167 
The SPEA K ER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con 
eration of this bill ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report 1 ead. 
el rt by Mr. LANHAM) was cael as follow 
( tec on ¢ ns have considered Tlouse bill N i rel 
< \ ( ns, al -commend that it do pass with the follo 
! it the words ‘‘two hundred and forty dollars” an 
hu i ‘ ixty-seven dollars and eighty cents” instead 
3 was considered in the last Congress by the Committee on (¢ 
e fe ving facts were found 
Che ¢ 1ilttee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1030) for the 
r fof W » Collins, submit the following report: 
Vl minittee find thaton the 7th day of April, 1866, Will un Collins a citi 
{ i ites ithe State of Maine, took out a license to be e1 oye 
in eod-tis! r, as ow - and master of the schooner Sarah Franklin, burd 
{ t 3 At that tir | by virtue of existing laws, a bounty of $4 per ton * as 
a ved and paid to vessels of the class of the Sarah Franklin engaged in cod 
fis x dur a period of four months within the year. While said Collins was 
< 1 in cod-fishing, the laws relating to fishing bounty w pealed 
8, 1 ection 4), and Collins was never paid the bounty t h he was 
| | rh he completed the full period of four months’ cod-fishing within 
\ i th w prescribed, 
Mr. BYNUM. It appears to me the report does not present any 
ctory reason for the passage of this bill. 
MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will withhold his objection, I 
W make a statem 


Mr. BYNUM. Reserving the right to object, I will hear the gentle- 
man’s statement. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. The facts about this bill are these: In 1866 the 
Jaw provided that any craft engaged in cod-fishing on the banks which 
hould continue in that business for four months continuously should 
be entitled to a bounty of $4a ton. This man William Collins, an old 
iilor, went fishing in his vessel, and was engaged in that way for 
four months, complying entirely with the conditions of the law. But 
while he was gone the law was repealed, and when he came home the 
custom-ho authorities refused to pay the bounty. Now, as he en- 
gaged in good faith in cod-fishing for the term of four months, com- 
plying with every condition of the law, he is entitled, if any man ever 
was, to the bounty which the Government provided. in such cases 
small—$167; and it isa matter of justice that 
pay me! it, now yr dela Ly¢ “dl, should be made. 
Mr. BYNUM. Ido not think there was any vested right to the 
bounty under the circumstances described; and for that reason I ob 








The amount is vei 








i 
ESTATE OF DOUGLAS DALE. 
Mr. § ae of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee ¢ ae le House be discharged from the further considera- 


tion of - ec bill . R. 8141) for the relief of the estate of Douglas 
Dale, deceased, and that it be now put on its passage. 
Che bill Was re ead, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- | 
orize d and directed to pay to the executor or administrator of the estate of | 


douglas Dale, deceased, late of Cass County, Missouri, the sum of $274.95, out 


t) 
I 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse him 
for an income tax for that amount improperly assessed and collected in 1870 on 
his salary as sheriff and collector of said Cass County. 
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The SPEAKER prot 90) Is there ypjection o tl present con 

leration of t he bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MANSUR) was read, as mallows: 

Che Committ on Claims,to whom was refi 2. 8141) for the 

ef of the estate of Douglas Dale, deceased under con- 

a - the following 1 01 ” 3 do pass: 

rhe facts e as follows: In 1 ' Douglas and collector of 
t} yunty of Cass, in the State of Missouri, and t sssed by the United 
St n him for that year the sum of $274.95 as an income tax,and that the 








e 
same was paid to the Ur ited States collector of internal revenue for the fifth 
district of Missouri on August 5, 1870 
terward the Supreme Court of the United States,in a case from Mass 
eits (Collector vs. Day, 11 Wallace, page 113), y 
itis notcompetent for Congress, under the Con st itution of the United States 














to impose a tax upon the salary of ucicial officer of a State.”’ 
After t i nc rress passed a law refunding the money in such cases, 
rovided that application was made within two years from the adoption of the 
Dale w li gat asmall village int of the State, and did not 
of tl! »ASSA f th | r the expiration of the time for filing 


y lisa i € 
1ims under it had expired. J) x Dale was a gallant soldier, and died leav- 


ng but little property 
As the official re« 3 sh gal assessment and pay- 
ent of the monev, and the | tates has had the use of it for eighteen 
years, your committee think that justice require eturn, and they recom- 
mend that the bil) do pass. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I object. 
Subsequently— 
Mr. MILLIKEN said: As I understand that this bill is for the benefit 
widow of a soldier, I withdraw my objection. 
rhere being no further objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
the motion to reconsider be laid 


1 











bill was passed; and also moved t] 


on the table. 








The latte r moti ion Ww: 3 agreed to 
FISH COMMISSION DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, introd H. R 
10404) making appro i to supply deficiency for United Stat 
Fish Commission on account of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888; 
which ¥v la first and second time, referred to the Committ >on 





ns, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE, DECATUR, NEBR. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 8841) to au the ize the construction of a railroad 
bridge at or near Decatur, Nebr 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kent ucky. Read the bill. 

Che bill and amendment were read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. SHAW. I present and ask to have read a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

he Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having 

arrived, under previous order the House stands adjourned until 11 





o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


VATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
am : referred as in di cated below : 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10379) granting a 
An to Ephraim Petty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 10380) for the reliefof Samuel Lani 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 10381) to amend naval record of 
Francis Dawson, late gunner United States Navy—to the Committ 
Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 10382) granting arrears of pension to Henry Z. 
Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10383 for the relief f the Madison 
l ted atRichmond, Ky.-—to the Committee on War 





Female Institute, lox 
Claims 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A biil (H. R. 10384) granting 
Benjamin IF. Miller—to a Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 10385) for the relief of H. C. Jett— 
to the Committee on Milit a Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10386) for the relief of Harrison Barrett—to tl 
| Committee on eg Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10387) forthe relief of Mile 

mittee on W: are laims, 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10388) for the relief of Brice Patrick—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10389) for the relief of Samuel T. Jones—to th« 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10390) for the relief of Lucinda Holderby—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





3 M. Ward—to the Com- 


























mittee on Invalid 






















































Also, a bill (H. R. 10393) for the relief of Mary A. Maynard 1H. MIL x D 
Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10394) for the relief of John Brumley; : ro 
mittee on I d Pensior . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10395 t of Arch H 


! ee on War Claims tes the ‘ ‘ 
Also. a bill (H. R. 10396) for the relief of William Preston 
Committee on War Claims. id lie 
Also. a bill (H. R. 10397) for the relief of the estate of ] f The SI 
hart—to the Committee on War ¢ s 7 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of the est é 
Harris—to the Committee on War Claim 
By Mr. J.D. STEWART: A bill 
Kries —to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10400) f 
Thomas K. Torian—to the Committee on War Clai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and othe: 16 ves 3 ort 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10402) for the relief of Jol lations, ana ord . 
Jones—to the Committee on War Claims I : I “ 
By Mr. SEYMOUR (by request): A bill (H. R. 10403) f th The SPEAKER ‘ 
} ~ 





of Peter Trusel—to the Committee on Military Af a © 
ole : ‘ ito! 
I ‘ 
PETITIONS, ETC : 
The following petitions and papers were iaid on the ¢ 
under the rule, and referred as follows: The SPI ER » laid ‘ 
by Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Kaufman Count Se) to t 1(H { ’ 


for payment of claims of Indian depredations on the frontier—to th er the M ri Rix ‘ vs af ( es 
at 


Select Committee on Indian D« pred : 
By Mr. CARUTH: Papers relating to the contesting el mn 1im Mr. McSHANI W t the + 
of Samuel —to the Committee on Claims. The SPI — 3 
By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Clay County, Mi ul The ¢ read as f \ 
asking that the interstate-commerce. law be amended » ( 
nittee on Commerce. . 
By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the Board of Trade of ith ¢ 
ebr., for the passage of the Outhwaite bill—to the ¢ 


eo here bei 10 Ob t l i 
acifie Railroads 


ion Claims. Mr. CRI ’ I 





w 4 





By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of C Lewis, for reference of ] 
to the Court of Claim to the C ittee on War Clair The SPEAKER ) i before the |} 
By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Callahan Cou l o the bill (H. R 2) to 
Eastland County, Texas, for payment of claims for Indian depré tates courts in the district o I ta 
tions on the frontier—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Mr. NELSON. I ask. ast tes to « ’ 
Claims. the House non-concul { 
By Mr. LEE (by request Petition of Charles O. Embre ‘ te | mittee of « re 
of Tabitha A. Waugh; of William A. Bickers and John T. ] M L\.DAM : 
idministrators of James Bickers, and of Samuel A. Gr 1, of V Mr. NELSO 
ginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claim to the ¢ -iM 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. MILLS: Petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, for i ‘ 
ment of claims for Indian depredations on the frontier—to the S , 


Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. : ; 
By Mr. NEAL: Petition of David A. Cleage, administrator of David ee 
Cleage, of McMinn County, Tennessee, for refex or 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. > 
By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Charles C. West, of Catawba Island _ er , eee ss 









. . : : mittee ymnterer 1 that 
Ohio, for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ee ot 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of McCulloch County, Texas, | V¥® BOM-Concur in | 

of ta ‘ ‘ } Saw J 1 } 1 : } ’ , Mr RI } H I 

r payment of claims for Indian depredations on the frontier ) . 
select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims me! nent / 

> rhea » . . . man . ihe ST] rie { 

By Mr. STO of Kentucky: Petition of 94 citizen the First : 

district of Kentucky, for prohibition in the District of Co i—to | ‘ oe ago pa 
‘ ‘ . ’ . sie OnD 

the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafl : ; 





mn} 


By Mr. TAULBEE: Proof to accompany bill for the relief of Bi oa 
ittee on War Claims. e Seiten 


Patrick—to the Committ 


. ° 7 PARIS. ¢ 4 
n ior tne more elie lal pro mm oO 








ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to a 
Committee on Ways and Means tnorize the ra a + Ls 
By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Of citizens of Manhasset, N. 3 cep +-ietey —whet nmaney 


r the enactment of a 


ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis . 





The following petition, praying fi 


a ( 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: ; 
: - aoe ~ en < aie “ it i { 
J Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 70 citizens of Steele ¢ M 


The following petition for increase of 
postmasters was referred to the Committee : 
Roads: be, and the same is her 


By Mr. TAULBE 
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I d by said company, on Red River, at the most convenient 
cros f said river, at or near the point known as Hook's Ferry, a crossing 
< er from the south bank ef the same in Red River County, Texas, near 
thre { est corner thereof; therice in a northeasterly direction, in the gen- 
‘ tion of Hot Springs and Little Rock, Ark., to a point on the east 
} t Indian Territory in the Choctaw Nation, which is the west 
ft State of Arkansas, with the right to construct, use, and 
m ich tracks, turnouts, branches, sidings, and extensions as said com- 
i it to their interest to construct along and upon the right of way 
is herein provided for 
KA iat said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of 
nd for no other purpose, a right way 100 feet in width through 
said In i Territory, and to take and use a ip of land 200 feet in width, with 
a ik th of 3,006 feet, in addition to right of way, for sts Seen Sonaneue a Gainer 
‘ ad th the right to use such additional ground where there are heavy cuts 
or fills may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the road- 
bed,1 ‘ 1 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, oras much 
the i iy bell ided in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said 
dit of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no 
is herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
< i ind they shall not be used exceptin such manner and for such pur- 
pos ouly as shali be necessary for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line; and when any portion thereof 
cease to be used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians 
m which the same shall have been taker 
me Phat before said raiiway shall Le constructed through any I: 1ds held by 
individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of any of the In- 
dian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compensation 
all be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or damage done by 
reason of the construction of such railway. In caseof failure to make amicabie 
settlement with any occupant such compensation shall be determined bythe ap- | 
praisement of three disinterested referees, to he appointed, one (who shall act as 
chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to which said occu- | 
pant be gs, one by said railroad company, who, before entering upon the duties 


of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a district judge, clerk of a 
district court, or United States commissioner, an oath that they will faithfully 


and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, which oath, duly 
certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the Secretary of 
the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof; and a majority of 
said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a member, 
after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make such appoint- 


ment within thirty days after the appointment made by the President, the 
vacancy shall be fiiled bythe district judge of the court held at Fort Smith, 
Ark., or at the district court for the northern district of Texas, upon the appli- 
cation of the other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint the time 
and place for all hearings within the nation to which such occupant belongs. 
Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $4 per day for each 
day they are eng din the trial of any cause submitted to them under this act, 
with mileage at 5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the usual fees al- 
lowed by the courts of said nations. 

Costs, including compensation of the referees, shall ke made a part of the 












award, and be paid by such railroad company. In case the referees can not 
agree, then any two oi (hem are authorized to make the award. Either party, 
being dissatisfied with the finding of the referees, shall have the right, within 


ninety days after the making of the award and notice of the same, to appeal by 
original petition to the district court held at Fort Smith, Ark., or the district 
court for the northern district of Texas, which court shall have jurisdiction to 
hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition, according to the laws 
of the State in which the same shall be heard provided for determining the 
damage hen property is taken for railroad purposes, If, upon the hearing of 
said appeal, the judgment of the court shall be fora larger sum than the award 
of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be adjudged against the railroad 
company. If the judgmentofthe court shall be for the same sum as the award of 
the 
ment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the award of the referees, then 
the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming damages. When pro- 
ceedings have been commenced in court, the railway company “shall pay double 
the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, and then 
have the right to enter upon the property sought to be condemned and proceed 
with the construction of the railroad. 

Sec. 4. That said railroad company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 








» referees, then the costs shall beadjudged againstthe appellant. Ifthe judg- | 


Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the | 


Yt 


iie of Texas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, That 
passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile, Congress 
hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on 
said railway,and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines, until a State 

overnment or governments shall exist in said Territory within the limits of 


which the railway, ora part thereof, shall be located; and then such State gov- | 
‘ 


nment or governments shall be authorized to fix and regulate the cost of trans- 
portation of persons and freights within their respective limits by said railway ; 
but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate, at all times, the 
cost ot such transportation by said railway orsaid company wheneversuch trans- 
pottation shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend into more 
than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such transportation of pas- 
sengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed tle rate above expressed; And pro- 
vided further, That said railw: ay company shail carry the mail at such prices as 
Congress may by law provide; and until such rate is fixed by law the Postmas- 
ter-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

SF ». That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit ofthe particular nations or tribes through whose lands sald line 
may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compensation provided for in this 
act for property taken and damages done to individual occupants by the con- 
struction of the railway, for each mile of. railway that it may construct in said 
Territory; said payments to be made in installments of $500 as each 10 miles of 
road is graded: Provided, That if the general council of either of the nations or 

tibes through whose land said railway may be located shall, within four months 
aiter the filing of maps of definite location, as set forth in section 6 of this act, 
dissent from the allowances provided for in this section, and shall certify the 
same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid to such 
dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be determined 
as provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to be paid to 
the individual oecupant of lands, with the right of appeal to the courts upon 














the same tert conditions, and requirements as therein provided: Provided 
furt} Phat amount awarded or adjudged to be paid by said railway com- 
pany for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compensation 
that said nation would be entitled to receive under the foregoing provision. 
Said company shall also pay, so long as said Territory is owned and occupied 
by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per annum for 


each mile of railway it shall constructin said Territory. The money paid to 
the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be appor- 
tioned by him in aceordance with the laws and treaties now in force among the 
different nations and tribes, according to the number of miles of railway that 
may be coustructed by said railway company through their lands: Provided, 
That Congess shall have the right, so long as said lands are occupied and pos- 
sessed by said nations and tribes, to impose such additional taxes upon said 








| railway immediately after the passage of this act. a 


| vide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of Da- 












railroad as it may deem just and proper for their benefit; and any Territory or 
State hereafter formed, through which said railway shall have been established, 
may exercise the like power as to such part of said railway as may lie within 
its limits. Said railway company shall have the right to survey and locate its 


g 


ey 
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Sec. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 4 
nes through said Te rritory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- Fn 
terior, and also to be in the office of the principal chief of each of the nationsor 


} 











tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; and after the filing of i 
uch maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and in - rovement upon the 
right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as agai: said company: Pro- 
vided, That when filed as herein provided for, said co mpany shall commence } 
grading said located line within six months thereafter, or such location shail ae 
void; and such location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior bt: 
in sections of 25 miles before construction of any such section shall be b egun, 

Src, 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said comp: iny necessary ‘ 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside, » 
while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the a 
Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance w vith said intercourse laws. q 

Sec. 8. That the United States circuit and district courts for the northern dis- : 
trict of Texas and the western district of Arkansas, and such other courts as “2 
may be authorized by Congress, shall have, without reference to the amount in és 
controversy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said 
Paris, Choe taw and L ite Rock Railway Company and the nations and tribes cs 
through whose territory said railway shall be constructed; said courts shall ' 
have like jurisdiction, without reference to the amount in controversy, over all i 
controversies arising between the inhabitants of said nations or tribes and said ¥ 
railway company ; and the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby extended A 


within the limits of said Indian Territory, without distinction as to citizenship 
of the parties, so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 
Sec. 9. That said railway company shall build and complete its railway in said 
Territory within three years after the passage of this act, or the rights herein 
granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said railroad com- 
pany shall construct and maintain continually all fences, road and highway 
crossings, and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and % 
highways donow or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be ; 
by the prover authorities laid out across the same 
Sec. 10. That the said Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company shall ig 
accept this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its suc- 4 
cessors and assigns,that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist ip any effort ‘ 
looking comes the changing orextinguishing the present tenure of the Indians 
in their land, and will not atte mpt to secure from the Indian nationsany further 
grant of land or its oce upancy than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That 
any violation of the condition mentioned in this s ction shall operate as a for- 
feiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this act. 
Src. Ul. That all mortgages executed by said railway company conveying any 5) 
portion of its railroad, with its franc _ s,that may be constructed in said In- 5 
dian Territory shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the *e 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall convey : 
ail rights and property of said company as therein expressed. : 
Sec.12. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, or alter or repeal this 4 
act; and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or : 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of the mt 
road ,except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or secured thereon x 
to aid in the construction thereof. ; 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to rec onsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill (H. R. 10062) of the same title was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 
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LEWIS DAVIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 









ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, DAKOTA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1497) to pro- 





kota, and for other purposes; which was read twice. 

Mr. GIFFORD, I ask unanimous consent that that bill be allowed 
to remain on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 










REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 2305) to ee and provide for the disposition of use- 
less papers in the Executive Departments—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

The bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The bill (S. 2662) for the erection of a public building at Salt Lake 
City, U tah—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2727) authorizing the purchase of a site for a building for 
the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at the Naval Ac ademy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (S. 905) to incorporate the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

And bills of the following titles, which were severally referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 
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A bill (S. 849) gay 1 to Morgan ¢ 

A bill (S. 876) gra bp 1 to Catharine Sin 
A bill (S. 885) to t pe n Adrian C, I 
A bill (S. 88 it } ion to Mary O. Hall 
A bill (S. 1002 int ra pension to ‘Thomas Tod 
A bill (S. 1307) to ing rease the pension of Washingt 
A bill (8. 1427) granting an incre of pension 

A bill (S. 1719) er t g a pensi i to Levi B. Sm 

A bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to George W. W 
A bill (S. 2101) granting a pension to Daniel K. § 
A bill (S. 21¢ for the relief of M ry M. Strong 

A bill (S. granting a pension to Mary t 
A bill (S. ) granting a pen ape one Ba 
A bill (S rranting a pension to C; 





ion to Ca 
fof Mary Isa 
g¢ 2 pension to Sarah E. MeN 
ion to Mrs. I ouisa W 
a pension to Charles J. Est 





A bill (S. : 
A bill Se 
A bill (S. 








A bill 5. 2666) granting a pension to Lem “ S. Sk 

A bill (8S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to L 
Durham: 

A bill (S. 2677) granting a pension to Jane met 

A bill (S. 2683 nsion to Andrew J. I‘ 

A bill (S. 2711) re ring Phebe ee en the 

A bill (S. 2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper; 

A bill (S. 2726 sihidiiiedeh teatenii-el penadens +0 ia 
zelmalr 


i 
bill 
bill granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis 
bill to increase tl 

. bill 

A | 


he pension of Samuel A 
) granting a pe 


granting a pension to Charity J. T 


to James M. Fro 
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vill Se 4 
children: 

A bill (S. 2825 
Baker; 

A bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar 
Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2838 

A bill (S. 


Welsh; 


‘nsion 





granting an increase of pension to 


granting an increase of pension to Shi 


granting a pension to Betsey A. Mow 
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A bill (S. 2861) granting a pension to David A. Hall 

A bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. De 
A bill (S. 2874) granting a pension to George W. Pad 
Al 


vill (8. 2879) increasing the pension of Sophia § 
widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, 
general by brevet; 

A bill (S. 2880) granting an increas 


late hriecadier-<« 
iate prigadier-gel 


R 








A bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball 
A bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boulte 

A bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B 
Smith, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States 
Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2945) gr: inting a pension to James McDonald 

A bill (S. 2945) granting a pension to J. 8S. May; 

A bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Wi i C. Shimo- 
neck; 

A bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth § art; 

A bill | S. 2979) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives 

A bill | S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; and 

A bill (8. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck. 

EAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follow 

To Mr. MorGAN, indefinitely, on account of important busin 

To Mr. WILBER, until June 25, on account of important bi ss 

To Mr. DAviIpDsoN, of Florida, indefinitely, on account of sickn« 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that I 
was absent from the session yesterday on account of sickness. I ha 
had filed a request for leave of absence, but it was overlooked on th 
Speaker’s table and consequently did not appear in the RECORD. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House after leaving certified copies, the papers 
in the pension case of Mrs@Addie L. McComber. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 1 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the foll titles 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of M H. 
Pike, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 7264) for the erection of a public building at Bridge- 


port, Conn. 





se of pension to Adam Dennis; 
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1e contingent fand of the House unti 





pro- 
he substitute amended was agreed to. 

fhe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 

ended 

The re ti was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopt nd also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 


COMMERCIAL DISCRIMINATION ON THE WELLAND CANAL. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


with the public interest) whether any order has been issued by the authorities 
of the Dominion of Canada and is now in force, by which vessels from ports of 
the United States laden with wheat or other merchandises for exports, or other- 
wise, are required to pay a less toll in passing through the Welland Canai when 
they pursue their voyages by the way of the St 
when they pursue their voyage by way of Lake Ontario and American ports; 
and if go 


ington; and whether any further legislation is required to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to impose tolls upon vessels passing through the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal and bound for Canadian ports, in case the Dominion authorities 
should continue to discriminate against vessels passing through the Weliand 
Canal and bound to ports of the United States.” 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, having had under con- 
sideration a resolution of inquiry into alleged discriminations against ports of 
the United States as to vessels passing throngh the Welland Canal, report the 
same back with a recommendation that it be amended by inserting after the 
in the Sth line, the words 
‘*Sault Ste. Marie Canal,”’ in the 24th line, 


word 
! 


Superior,”’ 
rafter the words 


also by inserting 
the words “ or St. Clair Flats Canal,” and that as thus amended the resolution 
be passed, 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 


Ihe resolation as amended was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 

ryas adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

the table. 
rhe latte 


h 


agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with private business to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
bills raising revenue. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
to ask unanimous consent that committees have leave to file with the 
Clerk reports for reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 


r motion was 


A Le. a eSeenen aera 


ihe 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will thatinclude reports of a public nature? 

lhe SPEAKER. In the form in which the request was put, it in- 


cludes public as well as private reports. 


‘"ILING OF REPORTS, 
Che following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
dk Kn: 
F. W. CLAUSSEN VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
Ir. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2892) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in the case of F. W. Claussen vs. 
The United States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
DISPOSITION OF LANDS EAST OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, LOUISIANA, 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the 
public domain and to regulate the sale and disposition of certain lands 
east of the Mississippi River in the State of Louisiana; which was re- 
ferred tothe House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

TO CANCEL CERTAIN RESERVATIONS OF LAND, 
ir. WHEELER also, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, re- 
ported favorably the bill (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands 
on account of live oak, in the southwestern land district of the State of 
Louisiana; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
ompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH FENNO, DECEASED. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


Act 





Lawrence and Montreal than | 


what steps have been taken to secure the removal of such discrimi- | 
nation against American ports in violation of the spirit of the treaty of Wash- | 


“and St. Clair Flats Canal,” and | 


Before the question is taken on that motion, I wish | 





MN \TQD 
RECORD—HOUSE. 
| caitagcstiaiicm ti 
| ported back favorably the bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of 
Joseph Fenno, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
| port, ordered to be printed. 
| TO WEST VIRGINIA MONEY PAID DURING THE WAR. 
| Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Chaims, 
| reported back favorably the bill (S. 1807) to refund to the State of West 
| Virginia the money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third 


REFUNDING 


| West Virginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHANNA GEYER. 


David; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
| be printed. 


| 
| 
The Clerk read as follows: | Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
In THe House ov Representatives, June 4, 1983, | back favorably the bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna 
Mr. Dina! submitted the following; which was referred to the Committee | Geyer, widow of Gustav W. Geyer; which was referred to the Com- 
on Merchar Marine and Fiseries: | mittee of the Whole ouse » Private C > ar. ¢ 7} ar. 
Whereas the treaty of Washington, between the United States amd Great | 7 . = House on the Ps —— alenten, and, with the ac 
Britain, provides that ‘citizens of the United States shall have the use of the | companylng report, ordered to be printed, 
Welland. St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion of Canada on terms | . , , 
of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion,’ in returr for which citizens SAMSON M. DAVID. 
of the Dominion of Canada w inflaton the use of aoe a Ste — anal at Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
the foot of Lake Superior on the same terms of equal. ty: Therefore, os - i ae > 29 ; Ree ae sal + . 
Resolved. Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury inform the House (if compatible | bacl favorably the bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. 
| 


| 

CHARLOTTE T. ALDERMAN. 

| Mr. LANE; from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
| favorably the bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alder- 
| man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 


DP 
Ab 


MRS. LOANDO SHERMAN, 


| Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
| back favorably the bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. LeandoSher- 
| man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
| Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
| printed. 
| JOSEPH W. FELLER. 
|; Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
| back favorably the bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Feller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
| the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. e . 
ELIZA CHAPMAN. 
| Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3013) for the relief of Eliza Chapman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY A. M’CLAIN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
| back favorably the bill (H. R. 3502) for the relief of Mary A. McClain; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

baek favorably the bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MUTZ. 


SARAH J. FRAILY. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill ( H. R. 6001) grantinga pension to Sarah J. Fraily; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


i 

| 

| 

| Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

| JOSEPH HUNTER, D. D. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R.10275) grantinga pension to Joseph Hunter, 
D. D.; which was referred to the Committee df the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. . 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the House of the following titles; which were 
severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
be printed: © 

A bill (H. R. 720) granting a pension to James Trimble; 

A bill (H. R. 2069) for the relief of John G. Schuler; 

A bill (H. R. 9726) granting a pension to Samuel Hays; and 
A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Orison 

8S. Baldwin. 

JAMES H. LAWLER. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of James H. Lawler; 
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vate Calendar, an hthea l 

Mr. HUNTER al from the i] 
ported back favorably the bil } 
Lynn; which was referred to the ) 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying r 
printed. 

¥ \ , 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9172) grar 
iam T. Underwood; which was referred to the Commit 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom; 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. BROWN 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Ps 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9684) grantinga pe 


J. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the W 
on the Private Calendar, and, with thea mpanyipg 1 


to be printed, 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee valid Pe 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7160) granting an 
pension to A. W. Rase; which was referred to the Comn 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom} 
port, ordered to be printed. 











JOSEPH B. REED. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Per 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9930) granting a pens 
B. Reed; which was referred to the Committee of the Who 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH R. HULL. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 309) granting a pensie 
beth R. Hull; which was referred to the Committee ot 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa 


ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensic 
back favorably the bill (H. R.7491) granting a pension to Li 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole I 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying repot 
printed. 


JOHN ETZELL. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an 
pension to John Etzell, approved March 3, 1879; which v 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PERRY D. MARTIN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the 
ported back favorably with amendmer re bill (H. R. 377 
a pension to Perry D. Martin; w ( 
the Whole House on the Private ¢ 
report, ordered to be printed. 





HUGH BRAI 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7683) granting increa 
to Hugh Brady; which was referred to the Committee 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom; 
ordered to be printed. 


i 


HENRY A. HAWLEY. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: 


ported back favorably the bill (S. 2885) granting a pen 


A. Hawley; which was referred to the Committee of the Wh« 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying r¢ 
to be printed. 


JOHN B. ROSS, 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Px 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2720) granting a pension t 
Ross; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole H¢ 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, o1 
printed. 





JOHN K. EVANS. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid P 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2717) granting a pension 
Evans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole H 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, « 
printed. 

CARL M. SCHWANTES. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid 
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E FRANK. 
back f; bly the bill (S. 2069) granting a pension to Penrose Frank; 


rred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
Vale Calendar, at 


“ 


id, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL LANE. 

Mr. LYNCH also, fromthe Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

IENRY F. KAISER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back favorably the bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry EF. Kaiser; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 


ANNA SLATER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MADISON M. MEREDITH. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1590) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison M. Meredith; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY MOTT. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back favorably the bill (S. 1838) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Mott; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM SMITH. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1926) granting a pension to William Smith; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. COVERT. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committe¢ on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (8. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Co- 
vert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ELLEN MILLER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2117) granting a pension to Ellen Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. GIBSON. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2129) to increase the pension of Mary M. 
Gibson, widow of Commander William Gibson; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SETH F. MYERS. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


c 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
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back favorably the bill (S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. | 
Mvers: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
CATHERINE M. LEE. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Lee: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CAROLINE MOTZ. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHARINE WAGNER. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine 
Wagner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS OF THEODORE BLAND. 
Mr. GAINES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 


’ 


favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 8819) for the relief of the 


JUNE 8, 


legal heirs of Dr. Theodore Bland; which was referred to the Commit 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 


RESTORATION OF BOYS TO REFORM SCHOOL. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the resto- 
ration to the reform school of boys who have been discharged on pro- 
bation, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEZEKIAH MYERS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10405) for the relief of Hezekiah 
Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. A. B. NTUDDLESTON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6228) for the relief of J. A. B. 
Huddleston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE SITE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H, R.10324) authorizing the purchase of square 
489, in Washington City for post-office and district offices; which was 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, in the nature of a 


substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10406) for the purchase of 


square 489, in the city of Washington, as the site for the post-office and 
other Government uses; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Mi~zs that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of bills raising revenue, it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


; on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
| the consideration of the bill (H, R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 


plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The Clerk read the pending paragraph, as follows: 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, or in bulk, when imported from 
any country which does not charge an import duty upon salt exported from the 
United States, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on a motion made by the 
gentleman from Michigan | Mr. BurRows] to.strike out the lines just 
read, 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the motion and yield to my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GRrosVENOR], who desires to renew the motion if the Chair 
will recognize him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph now under consideration—the language putting all salt on the 
free-list. Mr. Chairman, none of the arguments which have consti- 
tuted the great stock of the discussion during the last ten days upon 
the lumber schedule apply with any force whatever in favor of placing 
upon the free-list the article of salt. I represent a district in the State 
of Ohio where substantially all the salt made west of Michigan and 
east of the Alleghany Mountains is made, excepting about a like quan- 
tity manufactured in the district of West Virginia which lies immedi- 
ately opposite mine. I read from a local paper of my district the fol- 
lowing, as showing the value of the salt industry in the single county 
of Meigs. 

I read from the Meigs County Telegraph: 

SALT SHIPMENTS FOR MAY. 

The aggregate shipments of salt from this point will be about 40,000 barrels 
for the month of May, with an additional 10,000 barrels for this week, making 
a total of 50,000 barrels. Ifthe river continues at a fair stage through June the 
shipments will be as large as they bave been during the past month, Large 
amounts of salt are now being shipped over the Ohio River Railroad. 

The principal value of the salt industry in my section of the country 
grows out of the amount of employment that it gives to labor. Those 
50,000 barrels of salt were worth on the yard in Pomeroy and in the neigh- 
borhood about $35,000 in cash; and of that $35,000 fully $32,000 rep- 
resents labor; so that there is left not exceeding $3,000 to the-owners 
of the plants, the royalty on the coal which is used in the furnace, and 
the timber out of which the eooperage is manufactured. 

So we do not have in support of the proposition to put salt on the free- 
list either of the two lines of argument to which [ have listened with 
so much interest during the past two weeks. There are no monopolies 
being created in salt which are putting any money into anybody’s 
hands. ‘There are no trusts in the offensive sense in connection with 
this manufacture, for there is no occasion or necessity for them, no 
profit to come out of them; and the real necessity being to manufacture 
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the salt at the lowest rate | ble in competi th ot \ 
products. 

The article of salt enters into the consumption of every l 1 tl 
United States, and we consume in this country about 60 1) bus 
els of salt annually, or about 1 bushel to every man, woman, and child 
in the United States. Of course I do not mean to say that eve 








lirect] n food 


woman, and child consumes directly—sprinkles dire 
bushel of 
used in the manufacture of provisions and all the other us sal 


salt during the year; but taking together the salt whicl 


consumption averages about 1 bushel to every man, woman, and child, 


lily. Ifthe industry 


making an aggregate of 60,000,000 bushels annual I 


can be properly protected, and reasonable assurance of a continuance of 
yrotection, the capacity of this country is equal to the production of 


all the salt needed in America and furnish a large amount for exp 
With the threat or fact of the abandonment of protection, the indust 


will languish, and in the end die. 

Under our present duty of 12 cents per hundred pounds for salt in 
sacks and barrels and 8 cents per hundred pounds on salt imported i 
bulk, this makes a tax upon every man, woman, and child in this cou 





try of somewhere in the neighborhood of 6 cents a head 1 I claim 
for this industry that without this protection there can be no consid- 
erable amount of salt manufactured in the United States. This is not 
because salt from abroad seeks this country as a market so much as 1 
is that the salt abroad wends its way into the United States for a rea- 
son that is not incident to any other commodity. The protection given 
to the salt industry operates to circumscribe the territory into which 
foreign salt can profitably come, or, in other words, i 
large the territory controlled by the domestic article. 
tariff, cut off the present $1.60 per ton now charged, and that amount 
of money can project a ton of salt a long way into the territory now 
occupied by the salt of New York, Obio, West Virginia, and Mic 

At the present foreign salt invades the markets of the United Stat 
at New York, and all along the seacoast away down to Galveston, ant 
works its way up into the country as far as Nashville and quite as far 
as Memphis, and pushes its way up to St. Louis until if comes in com- 
petition with the manufacture of salt in Ohio and Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask by unanimous consent that my colleague 
be allowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam willing to extend t 
time five minutes, but I do not think under the circumstances we 
should agree to an extension of ten minutes. 

Mr. McKINLEY. My colleague represents a salt district, and i 
occurs to me that he should have fifteen minutes at least for the put 
pose of presenting this question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no further objection, and the 
gentleman will proceed. 





operates to en- 
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higan. 





Mr. GROSVENOR. I was showing that the aggression of foreign 
salt into this country struck along the coast lineand works i ay up 






through certain channels of communication. It comes to New ¢ 
leans in ballast, and is pushed in the empty barges up the Mississippi 
and Ohio Rivers. To illustrate: 

Last year the value of salt at Liverpool from the Liver 

r ton, 

Salt sold in the Saginaw Valley last year at the same rat at 





freight on salt from Liverpool to any port on our sea 
duty on aton of salt is $1.60, so that the Liverpool producer of s 

his ton of salt and pay the freight and pay the duty of $1.60 at und 

salt down on the seaboard from Maine to Galveston for $5.75 aton That 
what the salt cost Now, take the Saginaw salt with the same cost of prod 











tion, $2.75 a ton, a the freight on aton of salt from Saginaw t ny poin 
the seaboard is $5.45 a ton, which, added to the cost of product makes tl 
sum total $8.15 a ton; so while the foreign producer of salt can put his salt on 
the seaboard at $5.75, Michigan can not do so for less than §¢ . But drawa 


line from Portland, Me., back from the coast down to Nashville and across to 
Little Rock, and thence down to Galveston, an‘ south of that line you will find 
that the entire market there is filled almost exclusively with foreign salt. And 
why? . Because we can not pay the freight on our salt and carry ith of this 
line, while the foreign salt landed on our shores at a cost of $5.75 a f 
paying freight and duty can be sold there at a profit and to the « re exclusion 
of our domestic product. That is all, and the result is that south of this! 
all the salé practically is foreign salt. 

The above I quote from the speech of the gentieman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows]. 

I have seen the time when foreign salt came into competition with 
Ohio salt as far up the Ohio River as Portsmouth, and when it found 
its way to Columbus and Cleveland and many other points far inland. 

I am speaking, Mr. Chairman, of what I fairly ungerstand, and that 
is that the manufacture of salt has become unprofitable. The demand 
for the article has become so great that the salt works in my section o1 
the country had been run for the purpose of supplying that domestic 
demand, and to give employment to the laborers and others who are 
engaged in that industry, rather than with any hope of making any 
considerable profit out of the capital invested in it. I believe I am 
right in saying that in the last ten years there has not been over one- 









. > . — . e . | 
quarter of 1 per cent. profit upon the capital originally invested in the | 


manufacture of salt in my section. I have seen in the last five yearsa 
salt plant in my country which cost $100,000 and which had paid a 
handsome profit on the capital invested sell for $2,500 under the ham- 
mer of the sheriff, 
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cheaper than ours, crowded itself down upon our territory and stranded 
our industry, and itin turn was crowded by New York and it by 
Europe 

Mr. RAYNER. Ifa °’tru in salt is a good thing and cheapens 
prices, it 1 t be a good thing in anything else. 

Mr. GROSVENOK, Itseems that unless the gentleman from Mary- 


land can knock a thing into a ‘‘ trust,’’ he can not understand i 

Now, I want to talk about this subject of dairy salt, of which the 
gentleman from New York so forcibly spoke. The addition to the price 
of that commodity, allowing that it has advanced in price by reason oi 
the tariff, amounts to one one-hundred-and-twenty-eighth part of a 
cent a pound, Now, if my friend will allow me, I will apply to his 
argument on th uhject the rule of de minimis. 

Che gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WurrrinG] made a most inter- 
esting statement in regard to his connection with the manufacture of 
salt. He manufactures not the salt about which I am speaking, but 
avery fine article of dairy and table salt. Itcomes into the town where 
[ live; it is sold upon the shelves of the grocers * the towns of my dis- 
trict; itis a difierent article from that which we have been talking 


Replying still further to thestatements of the gentleman from New 


York |Mr. Cox] that our domestic salt is not as valuable for certain 
purposes as foreign salt, I reproduce an extract from an able report on | 
that subject made by a committee of New York salt manufacturers: 

In reference to the claim that American dairy salt is not equal to the Eng- 
lish, and ti fine grades of butter can not be made with it, we wiilsimply state 
that the on niz known as the National Butter and Cheese Association, 
repr mtis the whole country, appoints judges to examine and pass upon the 
exhibits of butter and cheese made atits annual meetings. At the meeting held | 
at Manchester,lowa,in November, 1887, fifteen premiums were awarded on 
butter, of which thirteen were taken by butter salted with American salt. At 
the annual meeting of the association held in Chicago in 1886 the majority of 
prizes for butter and cheese were taken by users of American salt. The most 
noted producer of creamery butter in the world, the Elgin Butter Company, uses 
American dairy salt exclusively. Astheir butter commands the highest market 
price,they would certainly employ English salt if it were in reality of better 
quality than American, We conceive that assertion No. 2 needs no further refu- 
tation 


Ihe assertion that meats preserved in brine made with American salt will 
t keep so well as those in which foreign salt is used is met by the fact that the 
al packing-houses of this country. situated at Cincinnati, Chicago, St. 


,and Kansas City, rely almost exclusively on American salt. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not conclude these remarks better than by add- 
ing an extract from the speech I had the honor to make on April 30, 
last in this House: ” 

I have seen the growth and development and decline of this industry myself. 
I have seen the encroachment of domestic competition coming legitimately 
from Michigan and circumscribing the territory in which our own salt was 
sold, That was the result of legitimate enterprises by American citizens, and 
against it no word of clamor was raised. But now that this industry is nar- 
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The gentleman from Ohio speaks for the producer of salt. Very well; 


I commend the honorable gentleman and every man who speaks for his 


| own district. lt is proper to keep in view local interests when we re- 





rowed down to the minimum of profit, when it is being operated for the labor- | 


ing man more than for the capitalist, I want to raise my voice, without hesita- 
tion, in solemn protest against the removal of the only barrier that stands be- 
tween the absolute destruction of this industry and its present scarcely remu- 
nerative condition, 

There are in my district quite a large number of laboring men who depend 
upon this industry for their support. Their wives and children look to it for 
their daily bread, clothing, and education. These hardy men erected their 
homes and raised their roof-trees in the Ohio and Kanawha Valleys in view of 
the profit to them of employment in this industry. They have by their sturdy 
attention to business and their honest industry cheapened the American pro- 
duction of salt in the ratiowhich I have already mentioned. Now, withoutany 
reason but the cold-blooded hostility of the Southern free-trader to Northern 
labor and Northern laboring men, they see impending over them the sword of 
destruction. I appeal on their behalf that this blow shall not fall; I demand 
that my people shall be protected from this outrage. Standing here in my 
place, as their representative, I protest on their behalf that this wrong be not 
done, 

I will do my best to defend every industry of my district and my 
country from the ravages of Democratic free trade. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I agree fully with what my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] says so well as to the preciousness of salt. It 
is indeed of a golden quality. The more we shut it in, the narrower 
we make the market, the more precious it becomes. 

The gentieman gives a good illustration of this fact when he recites 
the history of what took place during our civil war. During that 
period and when our Southern ports were blockaded, salt was shut in. 
{t therefore became more and more valuable—so precious as almost to 
be priceless. So it is all the world round. Salt is almost as precious 
for health and nutriment as bread itself. 

if ]l may draw a little on some of my own observations asa practical 
person, I would say that I have seen, not exactly in the interior of 
Africa, but down near the Atlas Mountains, Arab or Kabyle women 
who had walked 50 miles with their little pans in order to scrape the 
rocks and gather in that manner the salt which had been left there by 
the evaporation of the sun. It is indeed, sir, a precious commodity; 
and, therefore, being so precious, we ought to have the larger market 
for 1b. 

Che gentleman from Ohio speaks for his district. That is all right; 
because it is representative. I know something about salt on the 
Hocking, on the Kanawha, and as it used to be on the Muskingum 
River. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is some there yet. 

Mr. COX. The question is of the same import in Michigan, where 
so much of the article is produced. 


gard proper suggestions as to taxation; but I beg to say to the gentle- 
man that I speak on this question not only for the general consumer, 
but for the producers of certain articles, knuwn as butter and cheese, 
etc., in the fabrication of which salt is indispensable. 

Mr. BELDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COX. Well, I do not know whether I am going to be allowed 
any tame 10 answer questions. 

Mr. BELDEN. I hope the gentleman will have all the time he 
wants to answer this question. Do you not speak for the importers of 


salt ? ‘ 
Mr. COX. No, sir. 
Mr. BELDEN. And have they not posted you on this subject ? 
Mr. COX. No. 
Mr. BELDEN. And are they not the only men who have saida 


word to you, or given you any figures, or asked you to represent them 
in any shape, form, or manner on this question? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. No, sir. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. And can you namea single dairyman ora single 
individual on earth who ever said a word about it or who wanted free 
salt? 

Mr. COX. Iwill say to my friend from New York, in answer to 
his numerous questions, that 1 have never been approached by a single 
importer on this subject. 

Mr. BELDEN. That is a mistake. 

Mr. COX. I never have been. 

Mr. BELDEN. Well, Lintroduced you toone myself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. I did not know it. [Renewed laughter. | 

Mr. BELDEN. I introduced you to one, who said he wanted to talk 
to you on the subject of salt. ‘ 

Mr. COX. That is news to me, for I did not knowit. I can say to 
the gentleman, though I may have met an importer, that I did not 
promise any one to vote to keep salt under a tariff. 1 am speaking 
now for the dairymen of this country. 

Mr. BELDEN. Did any dairyman ask you to speak for him? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. The dairymen throughout this country have 
petitioned for this relief. 

Mr. BELDEN. Name one. 

Mr. COX. I will give the gentleman the information he wants be- 
fore I get through. 

Mr. BELDEN. Very well. Now give me the name of any one 
dairyman who asked you. 

Mr. COX. I have an article here on brine-salting butter from Pro- 
fessor T. D. Curtis—— 

Mr. BELDEN. Oh, that isa professor. [Laughter.] Ido notask 
you for the opinion of professors. Tell us of a dairyman who asked 
this. 

Mr. COX. He represents the dairymen, and gives the chemistry of 
this subject. Now, if my friend who represents Onondaga and its salt 
will allow me to proceed—— 

Mr. BELDEN. ‘The gentleman says he represents the dairymen in 
this respect. I claim that there does not exist one in New York or in 
any other place who has asked you to represent them, as you say here; 
and I have asked you to name one. 

Mr. COX. Well, now, if I have any rights here on this floor which 
a white man is bound to respect—— _ [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There are no rights which a man is bound to 
respect when you @me in competition with the salt in his district. 

Mr. COX. The agricultural papers of the country have demanded 
that we regulate this matter somewhat in the interest of cheese and 
butter, of which the State of New York is a large producer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. COX. Now do not interrupt me, for I will have to ask an ex- 
tension of my time, and then you will be sorry. [{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to give you a reference here which I 
shall ask you to answer. 

Mr. COX. Well, we pay 27 cents on each sack of salt and about 12 
cents on a hundred pounds of salt by way of a duty in the larger pack- 
ages. This payment goes into the hands of the producers of sait, and 


| is paid by the dairymen or the consumers of the dairyman’s products. 


Mr. BELDEN. Doesthedairymanask you iorit? Do they ask you 
to give them this*teduction? 

Mr. COX. I will say to my friend, if he will not interrupt me, that 
the references to which I shall presently call the attention of the ouse 
come from agriculturists and from agricultural journals throughout the 
country in*the interest of the great body of the dairymen. 

Professor Curtis gives us the chemistry of this subject; and it is an 
important element in the question. He says: 

The salt used in salting butter should be freely soluble. fine, and even-grained 
and pure—qualities not found in our Americansalts. The reason forthis is that 
our brines are so impure as to require chemical purification. This is costly, 
difficult, and uncertain. Hence American salts are unreliable. They may be 


quite pure at one time, and quite impure at another. Some English brines are 
so pure that they do not need chemical purification, but only careful handling 
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protection and tl > who iavor the reauction of unn y 1 é { ( 


‘This duty is a direct tax on the dairyman, and therefors 


ment to the manufacture of all things made in the d 

demands the use of the best salt, and the testimony is that Mf 
| not getit in thi yuntry for dairy purposes. Thx ) 
i discrimination against our dairymen. Thev have jus 


to claim exemption from this tax as the producer of any other ‘ Mr. ¢ 












has, and as the great body of consumers have. Does not | 
packer get some advantage by buying salt free of duty, whe 
is exported? Does not the man who catches and ] 
bounty in the shape of free salt for curing | fish? In p ! 
for the foreign market and curing fi ull market 
4 some advantage in having salt free? If not, why not repeal t tat 
4 utes? For reason, why should not the dairyn 
@ lar advant hy discritainate in favor of one cl 
5 another? rimination is the essence of injustice and 
4 the bane of 11 
Mr. NUTTI ; 1 the gentleman permit a question ? Mr. ¢ 
Mr. COX You can answer my question: Why do you ¢ that 1 
in favor of the f vacker of New England and against the da Mr. ¢ 
of Orange County, New York? [L: r.] Mr. ¢ 





Mr. NUTTING. I want to ask you a question 
Mr. COX. I want you to answer mine first. Ay t ‘ 

asmy friend [Mr. NuTTING] ought not to boggle about M 
simple question. 
Mr. NUTTI 
Mr. COX 
ious inquiry. 

Mr. GROSVENUR. Willthe gentleman [Mi 

ask him a question? 

aS Mr. COX. I want to know why it is that you d 


laws in favor of the fish-packer of New England, the man 





&. Wilil you i me ask you a question 


No; I want infor 
| 











and packs codfish, herring, and mackerel, and against tl 
New York and other tes? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you want an answer to tha 

E Mr. COX [ am asking that gentleman [pointing to M1 i 

q I have never taken my ey him since he got up. I 


; Mr. NUTTING. Well, ! iy we do not Now, will yo y 1M 
q question? : Mi 

F Mr. COX. Of course, I will answ wy question that ] 
[ Laughter. ] tr 
Mr. NUTTING. The salt which 1 butterman ‘ to tl 
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ment you undertake to trip or grip me your clinch slips. I am for re- | the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to Africa, where he went in 


duction in every proper way on every article sufficient to cut down this 


all our discussions; the tariff being only the incident. If we can only 


bring this discussion down to the surplus as the main point, and take | 


off something on sugar, something on salt, something on other mat- 
ters ‘ 
Mr. GROSVENOR. You propose to take off all on salt. 

Mr. COX. Ail on salt—yes. 

Mr. GROUT. Why not all on sugar ? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman understands very well (for he isa Yankee, 
and ought to know everything) that the question of revenue is not the 
same in regard to sugar as it is in regard to salt. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. How much will be the saving to every family if | 


you take the tax off salt? 

Mr. COX. I have heard such questions asked before, how much 
will be the saving to each family? It may be a mere modicum—al- 
most nothing. But ‘‘many mickles make a muckle.’’ 

Mr. LEHLBACH. If you take the duty off sugar you will then do 
something substantial for the relief of the consumer. 

Mr. COX. Gentlemen say that the saving per capita by a reduction 
upon salt would be very little. But they forget the main object of a 
tariff. Taking off ‘“‘here a little and there a little’’ there resultsa 


great aggregate of reduction, and thus the Treasury is relieved from its | 
‘ | 


plethora. The varioussmall sums collected under the tariff go to make 
up our $100,000,000 excess of revenue. We are bound to look at de- 
tails in order to accomplish something more momentous. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The amount raised on salt is only $600,000, 
while on sugar it is $60,000,000. 

Mr. COX. We propose to take a great deal off of sugar. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. You donot propose any material reduction upon 


sugar, which is one of the very considerable expenses of a household, | 


while you take the duty off salt, which does not amount to more than 
two or three cents to every family in the country. 

Mr. COX. How many families are there in the country ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Why do you not take the duty off sugar? 

Mr. COX. How many families are there in this country? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. You can figure that as well as I. 

Mr. COX. There are nearly 60,000,000 people; how many people 
toa family? Three cents per head to each family amounts to a good 
deal at the end of the year. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. This duty on salt is no tax on the people. 

Mr. COX. The duty goes into the price of the article, and is paid 
into the Treasury to swell your surplus, now bloated to an unhealthy 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The tax on sugar amounts to dollars to every 
family, while the tax on salt amounts to only a few pennies to every 
family. 

Mr. COX. Would you make salt free to the fisherman and not to 


the dairyman? Now, come up “like a little man’”’ and answer that | 


question. Are you in favor of that? 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me reply. 


Maine; I know you. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I will answer if you want an answer. 
Mr. COX. The gentleman from Maine believes 
Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘‘The gentleman from Maine’’ will tell you what 
he believes; he does not want you to tell. 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BURROWS obtained the floor. 





be extended. Now, will my colleague permit me—— 


Mr. COX. You look so good-natured that I will yield toyou. Your | 


colleague [Mr. BELDEN] ought to have kept good-natured. ‘‘A dram 
of sweet is worth a pound of sour.’’ Your dram is more agreeable than 
the ‘‘sour’’ of my colleague. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. Back here we can not 
hear anything that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is say- 
ing. We would like very much to hear him. 

Mr. COX. Iam very sorry to turn my back on the gentleman. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply wanted to remark to my colleague 
when his time expired that I notice considerable of his rhetoric this 
morning is upon the lapel of his coat; and I think that after reading 
Professor Curtis’s analysis he will see that his argument is on the 
merum sal, instead ofon the practical question of Onondaga salt. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr.COX. I— 


Mr. FARQUHAR. The salt of my colleague is Attic, instead of 


Onondaga. 

Mr. COX. The Attic salt is very good in debate. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s classic suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will come to order. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has been recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I was in hope that in the discus- 
sion of the provision of this bill under consideration the committee 
would confine itself te the matter at issue. I do not propose to follow 


I 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I move that the time of my colleague [ Mr. Cox] | 


| 
| 
| 


! 


| 








| his speech, but to direct what I have to say to the question of salt. 
surplus. It is the surplus, as I have said, that is the main object of | 


The gentleman from New York says that the main object of those 
having this bill in charge is the reduction of the revenue, and a revis- 
ion of the tariff is merely incidental. I had supposed it to be the 
purpose of the Democratic party not only to reduce the revenue, but 
at the same time to take care that no American industry should be 
destroyed. 

I will refrain from continuing my remarks until! gentlemen on the 
other side of the House cease their conversations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve 
order. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I suppose it is predetermined to 
pass this bill in obedience to caucus dictation just as it is, without re- 
gard to the effect upon any American industry, and hence the other side 
are utterly indifferent to anything w hich may be said. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] But I think I shall be able to demonstrate to 
gentlemen, if they will give attention, that what is proposed, instead of 
enlarging our market for salt, as suggested by the gentleman from New 
York, will curtail it; that instead of les ening the price of salt it will 
increase it; and that it isa bold, baldtsproposition to surrender the 
American market for American salt to he English manufacturers of 
that product. [Applause. ] 

The gentleman from New York, in the beginning, says we need this 
salt for the purpose of salting the butter and cheese produced by the 
dairymen. In reply to that statement let me show to him, or let me 
read a paragraph which I think completely answers that statement. 
I take issue with him on this point. I think it is susceptible of proof 
that the salt produced in this country is not only fitted for salting but- 
ter and cheese, but is adapted to preserving meat, and that we have 
no earthly use for any imported salt in this country. 

In reference to the claim that American dairy salt is not equal tothe English, 
and that finer grades of butter can not be made with it, we will simply state that 
the organization known as the National Butter and Cheese Association. repre- 
senting the whole country, appoints judges to examine and pass upon the ex- 
hibits of butter and cheese made at its annufll meetings. At the mecting held 
at Manchester, lowa, in. November, 1887, fifteen premiums were awarded on 
butter, of which thirteen were taken by butter salted with American salt. At 
the annual meeting of the association held in Chicago in 1836, the majority of 
prizes for butter and cheese were taken by users of American salt. The most 
noted producer of creamery butter in the world, the Elgin Butter Company, 
uses American salt exclusively. As their butter commands the highest price, 
they would certainly employ English salt if it were in reality better quality than 





; American. We concede that assertion No. 2 needs no other refutation. 


Mr. Cox rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 
expired. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move that the time of the gentleman 
from Michigan be extended. 

Mr. BAYNE, Let it be extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COX. Does not the gentleman from Michigan know that the 
meat exported from this country is free? 

Mr. BURROWS. That is not the issue. The gentleman only tries 


to draw me away from the point I am now discussing to something en- 
Mr. COX. No, you are not the man Iam addressing; you are from | 


tirely foreign to the issue. Let us discuss one question at atime. I 
will answer the gentleman later on. 

Mr. COX. Is it not a fact that fish salted with American salt which 
is exported is free ? 

Mr. BURROWS. What the gentleman has said has no reference to 
the point we are nowdiscussing. His effort todraw me from the point 
we are discussing to what he regards as bad legislation will not be suc- 
cessful. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I start out with the assertion that there is no need of foreign salt in 


| the American market. It is a fact to day that we consume annually 





in the United States 10,000,000 barrels of salt. That is the homecon- 
sumptior. Of that Michigan produces one-third; the State of New 
York and ten of the other States of the Union produce another third, 
and we import one-third. The gentleman from New York wiil say 
that it is perfectly natural for me to defend this industry of Michigan, 


| she producing one-third of the entire consumption of salt in this coun- 


try. But I want to say to the gentleman that I take no such narrow 
view of the tariff question, and the salt industry does not exist in my 
district, but I defend the protection of salt, because I believe it for the 
interest of all the people, for the man at his breakfast table, in whose 
behalf the gentleman from New York entered his plea, and I defend it 
not simply because it is an industry of Michigan, but because it is an 
industry of the United States. 

I believe we ought to produce our own salt. 

Let me say to you, gentlemen, that if you put salt on the free-list 
the only effect of it will be thatit will surrender a portion of our mar- 
ket to the foreign producer of salt. Now, why? Before coming to that 
may I be permitted to use and have printed in my remarks a table 
showing that the effect of this protective duty has been to cheapen salt. 
In 1861 we produced in Michigan only about 4,000 barrels of salt. 
The price of salt at that time, or in 1866, was $1.80 per barrel. We 
now produce nearly 4,000,000 barrels of salt annually, and the price 
has gone down to 60 cents a barrel, barrel and all, the barrels costing 
about 22 cents apiece 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a quest 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has not the duty on salt gone down, too? 

Mr. BURROWS. The duty has not been changed since 1872 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But you spoke of 1866. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; but I will make the comparison with 187 
at which time salt was $1.47 a barrel in the Saginaw Valley, and now 
under the present rate of duty it has gone down trom $1.47 to 60 cent: 
a barrel Now, when it produces such results as t » cheap n salt to th 
consumers of the country what reason can there be for re ving the 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the effect of the protective tariff is to1 

the price of salt, how does it benefit or strengthen the salt industry by 
keeping it on. I would like to ask the gentleman to answer what harm 
this bill can do to that industry ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatisthestanding reply on the other side always 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; and which has never been answered on 
yours. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ifa protective tariff reduces the price of an article 
to the consumer how does it benefit the producer of the article [ 
tell the gentleman how it doesin thiscase. Last year the value of salt 
at Liverpool from the Liverpool works was $2.75 per ton. 

Salt sold in the Saginaw Valley last year at the same rate $2.75 a 
ton. The freight on salt from Liverpool to any port on our seaboard 
is $1.40 aton. The duty on a ton of salt is $1.60, so that the Liver- 
pool producer of salt can produce his ton of salt and pay the freight 
and pay the duty of $1.60 a ton and lay his salt down on the seaboard 
from Maine to Galyeston for $5.75 aton. That is what the salt costs 
Now, take the Saginaw salt with the same cost of production, $2.75 
a ton, and the freight on a ton of salt from Saginaw to any point of the 
seaboard is $5.45 a ton, which, added to the cost of production, makes 
the sum total $8.15 a ton; so while the foreign producer of salt can put 
his salt on the seaboard at $5.75, Michigan can not do so for less than 
$8.15. Whatis the result? I hold in my handasmall map, which is 
so small that unless gentlemen are very near me they can not see the 
outlines of it, but I have drawn a line from Portland, Me., back from 
the coast down to Nashville and across to Little Rock, and thence down 
to Galveston, and southof that line you will find that the entire market 
there is filled almost exclusively with foreign salt. And why? Because 
we can not pay the freight on our salt and carry it south of this line, 
while the foreign salt landed on our shores at a cost of $5.75 a ton after 
paying freight and duty can be sold there at a profit and to the entire 
exclusion of our domestic product. That is all, and the result is that 
south of this line all the salt practically is foreign salt. 

Mr. BLAND. Why does my friend then desire to tax the people in 
thnt section of the country unnecessarily on salt where it can be of no 
possible benefit to your producers in Michigan ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ah, my friend is now raising another question. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, no; you say yourself it is not doing 
there. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will come to that in a moment. 

Under the tariff as it stands to-day the result is as I have indicated. 
That territory south of that line is surrendered exclusively almost to 
the British manufacturers. Itseems to me, gentlemen, that this ought 
not to be so. 

Now, what is the proposition here pending ? 
free-list. What will be the effect? The moment you put salt on the 
free-list and take off the duty of $1.60 a ton the English manufacture: 
of salt in Liverpool will push that line so much farther inland and 
absorb so much more of our market. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will you allow me a question at this point? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If we can not get your Michigan salt south 
of that line, what is the reason that this Kanawha salt and the Ohio 
salt does not come down ? 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman had listened to my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] he would not have found it necessary to ask 
that question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. [Idid not have an opportunity of hearing him. 

Mr. BURROWS. The evil effects of this condition of things would 
be increased by even reducing the duty on salt; but instead of protect- 
ing this industry and so enabling the people of this country to manu- 
facture the salt which they themselves consume, your proposition is to 
take the duty off entirely and admit foreign salt free of duty, 
‘ender our territory to the foreign producer. 

Mr. HOOKER. If that be the case, why did you reduce the duty; 
on salt one-half in 1873? 

Mr. BURROWS. Does that answer this question ? 
this. 

Mr. HOOKER. But if the tariff benefited your people and enabled 
them to compete with the English salt-producers, why did you reduce 
it or take it off? 

Mr. BURROWS.- Whatever reason I might assign now for the action 
taken in 1873, does the gentleman think it would meet this question 
at all? 

Mr. HEARD. 





and sur- 


Let us stick to 


Will the gentleman permit me a question? 


XIX 
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It is to put salt on the | 
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Mr. BURROWS. Yes 








Mr. HEARD Asiu st l 1, salt is prod i 1 ! 

{ sa iw Va 

1 for in | yian 

Mr. BURROWS | t 3 tru - 

Mr. HEARD hei not the } tect isking for now, 
and which is caleulated to enhance the to the great bod 

ct Sumers 1n ~ou 1 ¢ \ t 
tra sport ul 1 compa 31 t iora l t | ‘ 

Mr. BURROWS \ I ¢ ssing i 

Mr. HEARD I t < you are \ t 
tion as a reason why we should keep on this ‘ . 
should tax the consumer for the benetit of the producer of 

Mr. BURROWS Now, J should 0 S 
tions—that w ix it the ben { ! ad or that th 
operates as a tax upon the consume ind the gent ian can not 
any intelligent audience feel the rden of the salt ta But t 
another question and if my friend w 1 ~ ] »p 

A MEMBER Let us hea your propos I 

Mr. BURROWS I say that when we take the duty off salt the re- 
sult will be that we will still farther surrender our Southern irket 
to the foreign producer So far as Michigan is concerned, let me say 
to the gentleman from New York that it will not be harmed very , 
because we have the Northwestern and the Western n arkets, and 
can send our salt to the Northwest and to the West, and the foreign 


‘ 


salt can not compete with us, because we have the advantage in trans 
portation. But if you put salt on the free-list you will close out ever 
salt work in the State of New York, because, with the advantage of 
$1.60 which you give to the English salt producer, he can push his 
salt all over New York and close up her works 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Virginia. 

| Here the hammer fell. 

On motionof Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. BuRROWs’s time was extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. The result of thissystem has been to crowd us out 

cas ; 


" 








of the Eastern market almost entirely. It was n until w 
last three years that we solda spoon! il of salt in the New | 
States. England had control of that market—the Liverpool salt 

itrol of it. Now, is 1t wise—not f Michiga t r Né Ye 

1 this great country—is it wise, I ask, to su ‘ t Ll to 
foreign producers of salt ? Isit wise to give them a1 tage of $1.60, 
to enable them to push their salt so much further inland ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We do not do that. 

Mr. BURROWS. My friend says we do not doit: but ‘ that 
will be the effect If they can bring their salt now inland t 
which I have indicated, and pay a duty of $1.60 a ton, is it n 
thatif we take that duty off they can push their salt still fart 
ward, and drive us from the market and close out our busine 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; your monopolists will take less 1 

Mr. BURROWS. My dearsir, there is no competition in t] 
ern market. We can not put a barrel of salt in that market 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because you sell all your products « 
it at the same pric¢ 

Mr. BURROWS. No; our salt works are g r to decay Let 


tell tine gentleman that the salt works in the United States are 
cient to supply the entire American demand and have asurplu 
are gaining on the demand constantly. Let me call attention to 
fact. In the State of Texas, but a fev 
an inexhaustible supply of brine, t] 
not develop it? You walk heedlessly 
for English salt, instead of pumping t 
ing it into salt for yourselves. There 
purest salt on the face of the glob 
up and buy foreign salt 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Why do you not fight for cheap freights? 





Mr. BURROWS. See where my friend from lowa is going now ! 
Why do not we fight for cheap freights? That is not the question 


here. Let us stick to one thing at atime. When we come to dis 


| the railroads we will talk about that 


Mr. ANDERSON, of lowa. Cheanen ur eight That is 
remedy. 


Mr. BURROWS. We have legislated on that estion, but that 
| does not settle this one. I was calling ttention to this g 
| salt in Louisiana. Three different companies | ence 
velop that mine, and three several times t en driven i 
bankruptcy by the Englishmen. W n the last ninety days that 
mine has been closed and the corporation has been driven into ba 
| ruptey because the foreign producer pushed in his salt and put t 
price down to less than $2.50 per barrel—low « to dr t 
| men out of the busin and close the min i then | I 


| 


that he puts é 1 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentleman permit a ques t 
the money which the consume 1} 
price now remaining in the pockets of the consumers, and hould 
t 


not a man be permitted to keep his own money ” 
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gentleman’s question in this 


gn producer ran t! 
And that the consumer paid 1 


that money whicl 





into that 





direction 





[ Applause on t | 
in Louisiana preferred 


yplause on the Republican side 
Americans : 
answer that question 


why should they not 
8S In thei 


» privilege 
juestion as ; 
I look at 1 


where the 


nd is looking upor asa Presi- 


isin my mouth. 
and when 


ith his own 
wna sees fit to do 
American l 


my right to the floor; 
e with a ques- 


ana ran down 


pend op- 


put is controlled by con- 
the price? 
question I will answer my 


iing to do with the ic | am discussing. 


ces have never advanced as the gentleman 





from Missouri states. I am talking about a matter of which I know 
omething and of which he does not know anything. 








Mr. BURROWS. Suppose that all the gentleman from Missouri say 
s true, docs that keep the mine open in Louisiana? I am discussing 

iL ¢ lor 

Mr. HEARD. Concede that it. does not keep the mineopen. If the 
interests ol 

Mr. BURROWS. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman asked mea tion and will not per- 
mit me to answer. 

Mr. BURROWS. My friend is simply wandering around in a maze, 
id I can not undertake to follow him. I decline to yield further 


f 
f 
Mr. HEARD. Youasked me a question and will not let me answer 





at 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Ch in, I was saying that the effect of this 
policy is to close up the salt works in this country. It is the policy 
of foreign countries to control this whole market; yet there is brine 
enough and salt ugh in this country to pply the whole United 
tates. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. At what price? 

Mr. BURROWS. At less than you pay now by one-half. You are 

ing three t mes more for salt th in you nee ad pay, if you would de- 





backs and be 


| 
velop this industry; yet you propose to lie down on your 
bound hand and foot to the foreign manufacturers of salt. 

lake the case as it existed during the war, to which reference has 
been made. ~ the State of Texas, knowing that brine was under the 
surface and feeling the need of salt, what did you do? You exempted 
from military service men who would produce a certain number of 
pounds of salt per day. They went into the State of Texas, dug holes 
in the ground, and with keitles and pans attempted to make salt. Cir- 
cumstances then forced you to develop it. Now, when the war was 
over=—— 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ia:k unanimous consent that the time of my col- 


ue be extended for five minut 





‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. I stand on this question, as I have said, not for 
my State, but for the Government of the United States. In the name 
of reason, why should we import one spoonful of salt? My friend 

miles, but again I ask why? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will tell you why. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not wish you to answer now. I decline to 
yield. My frie a when he begins talking, talks all the time 

Instead of maintaining the duty on salt as it now stands—a duty 
which has constantly reduced the pric e of the article until we are now 

ying it for 60 cents a barrel in § agit 1aw— d of maintaining our 
rround and holding this market, your proposition is to surrender a por- 

1. of this territory, to crowd this en New York upto the Ohio 

to surrender the whole Southern country to the foreign producer 


of salt. 





nstea 








x 1 


Not as a citizen of Michigan, not as a citizen of aState having some 
interest in this industry, but as an American I wonid put such a duty 
on salt as would stimulate its development in Texas and Louisiana to 
such a degree that in five years we would drive the foreign producer of 

iit from our market and produce our supply ourselves; and imstead of 

iving $2.50 a barrel you would buy it all along the Southern coast 
ior 60 cents to 75 cents a barrel and reduce the price of salt to the 
American consumer. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

So Isay this que stion involves something more than the mere reduc- 
frevenue. Thegentleman from New York [| Mr. Cox] says, ‘‘We 
make this reduction because it lessens the revenue; that is the main 
ol t; revision of the tariff is incidental.’’ True, you take out of the 
freasury $676,000 which is now annually paid by the foreign producer 
of salt, but you do much more than that; you destroy the salt worksin 
New York; you drive us out of the market we now have, and bind the 
whole Southern country under the feet of the foreign producer of salt. 

Chis is what free trade leads to. Ibeg you, gentlemen, although this 

reduce the revenue, I beg you to c onside rs something else. Letus, 
ustead of reducing the duty on salt, maintain it, and, as I said before, 
he time is not far distant when you will develop the great salt ind 














try t hout the South, in Texas, “po Louisiana, and instead of payi 

enormous prices for foreign salt you will buy the domestic salt 3 at ] 

than one-half the present price; you will give investment to y Cay 
al, you will give employmes 1t to American labor : aathadidiinde some- 


thing to the wealth and glory of the Republic. [Applause. ] 


Mr. WHIT LNG, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, although I am a man- 





u urer of salt, I do not feel justi ified in taking a course against 
eduction on this article or commodity Had I thought that wv 

be wise, I could not have acc« oe a nomination for a seat upon 
oor upon a platform which clearly and boldly asked for tariif red 





tion. 

I see the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] does not a 
understand the facts as to this question of salt. The foreign salt whic 
is imported into Michigan sells there at wholesale, or at the caamiin 
at $2.75 for 224 pounds of salt, which is 4 bushels of salt. The 


dairymen buy this salt; the farmers also buy it. The ordinary Mich- 
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igan salt brings the manufacturers about 60 cents for 25 


+ 


salt, which is 5 bushels. Now, is it not a bad criticism on 
telligence of these men if they will pay $2.75 for 224 pounds of 
salt, if the ordinary domestic salt, which brings the manutacturer 
60 cents for 280 pounds, will answer just as well? But th 
foreign salt because they believe it to be a necessity on th | 
They pay the higher price for foreign salt because they be 
their butter better. If they did not so believe they would 
cheaper American product and not pay so large a price for the 
salt. But they feel that it is an injustice to them, when there is r 
no competition between the ordinary American product and the 
salt, that the y should be com pelle d to pay 27 cents asack dut 
sack of foreign salt. They are in favor of putting salt on the free-li 
They know very well, Mr. Chairman, that the large exporter otf 
has the duty on salt remitted when he exports his 
Mr. COX. He gets a rebate. 








Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Yes; the ex porte ) 
. rebate when their product is exported. The exporters 0 
fish get their salt free Why, then, should the dairyman 
compelled to pay 27 cents a sack on foreign salt when that fo n 


does not come in competition with the common 


salt, and the higher grades when they bring anything like tl 
Inglish salt duty free do not need any protection. 





Che dairymen use foreign salt because they get more for th 
They sell their product for an average price of 30 cents a pound, 
they use fine English salt to keep up the price; and the 


imported is therefore a burden upon them which ought to ! 
Now, the claim made by the gentleman from Michigan, that we 
not sell our salt in New York City, is not in accordance with t! 


so far as my knowledge goes. 





Mr. BURROWS Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
prodaced in Michigan is not fit to use in the manutlacture of but 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I say a good many use the 

t in making butter. Those who wish to use that are privileged 
ao lt If they so preler, ol course they can do so: but tho vi oO 


duce the best butter and expect a good and higher price for 
finer imported 








Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman say that Michigan 
fit for use in the making of butt 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. io not. 


BURROWS. Can it be use 

WHITING, of Michigan. I have already stated, in 

to that matter, that Michigan salt is used. I prod ice ab 
ls of salta day. I make the best salt in the world. I can 














successfully with tl sbglish manufacturers of salt anywher 
nd make a profit. [Applause on the Democratic side 
Mr. BURROWS. You think your salt is fit to pres 
re : 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I knowitis. The salt I] 
the best salt produced anywhere in the world. 
Mr. BURROWS. If you make the best salt, why then do 
put it along the coast? 
Mr. WHITING, of Mickigan. Ido put it along the c 
it there. [Applause. ] 
Mr. BURROWS. Where on the coast? 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. ‘The gentleman asks 
rsalt. I tell him that we sell it in New York City— 
Mr. BURROWS fo what points do you ship it on tl 
coast? That is the point I want to get at. 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan To New York City. to 
i adel phia— 
[Here the hamn i 
The CHAIRMAN, ry ’s time ha 
h BURROWS. Iask una nit 
Micl } be permitted to ) yr ten 
here was no object 
Mr. WHIT! f M ran Phe é i 
nts on Atlantic coas lin uta t 
trom Mi wm. [1 t ip »V 
ore, Philadelphia ( n, and t 
plause on the Demo ide. | 
Mr. WASHINGTON. 3k h another one. 
Mr. BURROWS. What pr on of that pro ) 
} Ltlantic coast ? ; 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I think we 
nearly one-half of the produ 
Mr. BURROWS. But on the average ann , 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Well, we have only be« 
bout a year and a half, and claim that we can manufact 
iality alt t i t Br ! ulthough there are 
believe that the salt pr u i S< Ltry nota od f } 


meat or butter. 
Mr. BURROWS. Are the freight charges on salt of a 

a oan : : : 

different from those charged for the interior grades ? 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The freight « n salt is $3.90 a 
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Mr. BELDEN. 
outside of New York. I asked him for one from New York. 

Mr. COX. I will find some from New York, for I have had them; 
but I will not be led from my statement. The gentleman said that no 
dairymen had asked for it. He did not say New York dairymen. 

Mr. BELDEN. Then I will correct myself. 

Mr. COX. Nomatter now; but the gentleman ought to apologize to 
me before he takes the floor again. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. For what? 

Mr.COX. For contradicting me and saying that the dairymen had 
not petitioned Congress on this subject. 

Mr. REED. He did not contradict you. He asked you to name 
some dairymen that had petitioned for this, and you could not do it. 

Mr. COX. I do not see exactly just how you come into this debate. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. Why did you not name somebody ? 

Mr. COX. Because I did not have these petitions in my hand, be- 
cause they were shut up in that terrible ‘‘dungeon keep” called the 
Ways and Means Committee. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. You are right about that. 

Mr. COX. Now here is a petition which was sent to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], and the man who sent it indorses this: 

Hon, J. H. GEAR: 


Dear Sir: Icould furnish a petition many yards long, of all our cream 
patrons, who, so far as I know, are a unit on this subject. Democrats, Repub- 
licans, Greenbackers, Prohibitionists, and what not, all join hands on this 
issue, 


sé 


You see they are unanimous. Even the ‘‘ what nots’’ are in favor of 
repeal, [Laughter.] There never was such a-demand from the dairy- 
men for relief. And what do they say? Here is the petition sent to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]: 

THE DAIRYMEN’S PETITION. 
To the Congress of the United States : 


petition your honorable body to remove the duty on foreign salt. The revenue 
derived from it is not needed by the Government, and the tariff does not pro- 








I have no doubt the gentleman can produce some | 
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them and overwhelms them, must be now convinced of the purpose 
of the Democratic party here and hereafter. The obtusest-angled in- 
tellect, the opaquest comprehension can not but discern that they in- 
tend with relentless resolution to pass this bill as it is, or in such 
shape as the majority alone shall put it, and, Mr. Chairman, for my- 
self, and speaking only for myself, I would not stay them a day, nay 
not an instant. If it were not vulgar I would say, ‘‘ Let her go, Gal- 
lagher.’’ [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, in correcter language, 1 wouid 
dare them to it and rejoice at the suicide, and hope, ay, confidently 
hope, to turn the funeral into a festival for the country. [Laugh- 
ter.] But, Mr. Chairman, others think differently. I, as I have said, 
think that our impediment we may put in the way can only consume 
valuable time, time that could be more usefully employed here and at 
home—better and more pleasantly at home. It seems to me, sir, that 
on thissubject ingenuity and reason are exhausted, attention is fatigued, 
and decision must be ready. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous cousent that my colleague be granted 
five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from California? 

Mr. BYNUM. I shall not object, with the understanding that this 
side of the House shall have equal indulgence. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. 

Mr. PETERS. 
the House. 
you ask for. 

There being no objection, Mr. MCKENNA’s time was extended. 

Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, to complete the thought I was ex- 


Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


Certainly. 
There is no disposition to be unfair on this side of 
We have accorded you gentlemen over there all the time 


| pressing, I say that others for whose judgment I have great respect 
| think differently frem what I do about hastening the passage of this 
| bill. They think that the funeral and festival we are sure of, and both 


tect nor have the effect to improve the quality of ‘American salt, while the tax 
is a direct one on the leading dairymen of the country, who must have the best 
English salt to use in their butter and cheese. A salt trust has been proposed 
by American manufacturers for further increasing this burden, and it would | 
seem that the interests of the millions of consumers (salt is a necessity used as 


uch by the laborer as the millionaire) should prevail as against the interest 
of a few score of manufacturers, having according to the last census, but about 
4,000 employés. A rebate is now given to fishermen and meat-packers on ail 
goods exported that have been salted with foreign salt. Thisisa discrimination 
in their favor. We ask for no discrimination for our benefit, but respectfully 


: ; | will be the completer and the joyfuller for the waiting. 
We, the dairymen, dealers in and consumers of dairy products, respectfully | 


It may be so, 
and I have deferred to the judgment of those gentlemen. Besides, 
Mr. Chairman, it appears to be the sentiment of the country that this 
bill shall be pelted further in the committee, as it can be pelted; that 
the evil of it and the evil that it is prophetic of shall be pointed out to 
the country and emphasized tothe country. It is part of my function, 


| sir, to point out its evil and the evil that is ambushed in it to my dis- 


petition your honorable body to forthwith remove the unnecessary tariff on | 


salt, which is now a burden thrown upon the dairy interest, and by such re- 
moval to encourage the use of the best material and the production of the best 
dairy goods. 

I have here also another similar petition, w hich I see was presented 
by my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEyY.] It is signed 
by Mr. C. N. Case and many others, citizens of Hudson, Ohio. So 
much for that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I observed that my friend from Michigan [ Mr. 
Burrows], although his time was extended, took care never to say a 
word by way of explaining why relief should be given to the pork- 
packers or the fish-packers in the matter of salt, while it was denied 
to the dairymen. Henever said a word about that. 
his beautiful argument in his usually fluent and smooth way, but never 


He carried along | 


a word as to the inequality between fish-curers and beef-packers and | 


our dairymen. 

The gentleman indulges also in sweet and honied phrase; but my 
colleague [Mr. BELDEN] belongs to the sour and acrid kind, and I 
want him to apologize. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. For what? 

Mr. COX. For contradicting me when I 
petitioned. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. McCKENN A was recognized and offered to yield to Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. HEARD. I thank the gentleman for his intended courtesy, but 
I will take the floor later in my own right. 

Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I have been reluctant to engage in 
the debate on this bill from a persuasion of its absolute inutility. 
There is not much stimulus to speéch and action in such a feeling as 
that. One likes to reserve his efforts for cases and situations where he 
can entertain a rational hope of producing some effect. No such hope 
can be entertained here and onthis bill. If it ever was doubted, it can 
not now be doubted, that the Democratic party in this House intends 


said the dairymen had 


idle hearing; no suggestion of any interest or industry represented on 
this side of the House shall be given anything more than the tempo- 
rary toleration and consideration commanded by the rule. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I am not disposed to whine about this. It is the invariable 
effect of Democratic supremacy, and the least evil effect of that su- 
pre macy 

My regret, sir, occurred when the Democratic party achiev ed its tri- 
umph at the polls. That instant informed the country of all the fu- 
ture of that party. What has followed since has been and is of course, 
and even those who will not see anything until the evil overtakes 


| upon which my two colleagues were elected. 


trictand tomy State. It carefully, industriously, cruelly discriminates 
against every California industry—wool, lumber, salt, borax, fruits, 
marble—all those industries of my State, althougi most of them ina 
nascent condition have been put upon the free-list, all taken from the 
labor and the profits of Americans and given to the labor and the 
profits of foreigners. Mr. Chairman, it is whispered that my colleagues 
on the other side have saved prunes. [Laughter.] Well, sir, prunes 
are something, and maybe we should be thankful for that something, 
whether fear or favor or mercy or satiated free-trade appetite has 
granted it tous. But I would like to ask the Democrats of this House, 


| and especially my Democratic colleagues, to answer this question: Why 


so indulgent to prunes and so rigorous to other fruits; to wool, to lum- 
ber, to salt, to borax? What virtue is there in prunes and the pro- 
ducers of them that is not in wool, lumber, borax, salt, and the pro- 
ducers of them ? 

To my crude legislative notion, Mr. Chairman, if any one of these 
things is entitled to protection all are; and a Democratic legislator from 
California, if he dared to discriminate, might find warrant and guar- 
anty in the sentiment of the party in his State for favoring wool instead 
of prunes. I will read the Democratic platform of California for 1886, 
I wish to see whether 
that portion of the Democratic party was represented upon the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, as its chairman said the Democratic party 

was represented: 

Resolved, That the present tariff on wool, preparec by a Republican commis- 
sion appointed by a Republican President, is an unjust discrimination against 
1 gre: ut industry; and we denounce the same and demand the restoration of the 
tariff of 1867. 

{ Applause on the Republican side. ] 

How is that for free wool? Now I would not be much of a prophet if, 


| in answer to my colleague’s prediction about the majority Mr. Thur- 


man will receive in California, I should predict that he would receive 
the same majority that Mr. Hendricks did, that gentleman having been 
left in a minority by 13,000. 

Mr. Chairman, if concessions are to be made by Democrats because 


| they are Democrats, or if concessions are to be made to Democrats be- 
that no amendment but of its moving shall receive anything but an | 


cause they are Democrats, why should not a California Democrat de- 
mand favor for wool? When a California Democrat begged alms or 
forced concessions, why did he not beg alms and force concessions for 
wool and for lumber and for the other things in which his State is so 
largely interested ? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not blame my colleagues; they, no doubt, 
did the best they could. They are not to blame, because they could 
not overcome the insuperable. Their fault is that they are Democrats. 
Their merit is that they are better than their party. If they had su- 
preme merit they would be Republicans. [Laughter. } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. McKENNA. No, Mr. Chairman, I rose to tal! 
ject of salt. [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I ask a few moments more, and then I will not 
trespass again upon the indulgence of the House. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I give notice that hereafter I shall object to 
any extension of time, unless gentlemen confine themse] to tl 
pending paragraph of the bill. I object to any general 
general discussion on the bill has closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of th 
gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA]? The Chair hears non 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, it is asserted that a tariff duty 1 
a tax on the consumer. I shall not stop to deny or assent to that prop 
osition. I simply say that if the tax on salt is a tax on the consume! 


it strikes me there can not be very much ground for complaint, be- 


1 ; y 
ils iSS li 


cause it has passed into a proverb that a fellow who can not ‘‘ make 
his salt’? is not worth much. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, if 
this duty were a tax on the consumer it would still be only a question of 
wise statesmanship whether we should impose it ornot. The question 


would be one for discussion like that connected with any other tax. 
In connection, however, with this proposition I wish to read an ad 
vertisement of the Carmen Island Salt Company, of Lower California, 
Mexico, in which they declare that they will furnish—and I ask theatten- | 
tion of gentlemen from New York—the finest of salt to the people of Cal 
fornia. They say that their salt upon atest is ‘‘ found to contain 93.10 
per cent. of sodium.’’ I will remark in passing that our California 
crystal salt contains 99.63 per cent. of chloride of sodium, and is purer 
than the foreign salt. This is what the Carmen Island Company say 
The undersigned general manager of the Carmen Island salt-lake and works 
situated in the Gulf of Lower California, Mexico, 120 miles north of the port of 


La Paz, and at an equal distance south of the port of Guaymas, being desir« 
to suppress the continued introduction of spurious salt manufactured 


ompetitors and sold at foreign ports or abroad as Carmen Island salt, caus 
ing by said deception in many instances great losses to farmers, miners, and 
other industrial pursuits wherein the use of pure salt is indispensable, has r« 
solved to reduce the rates out of all competition and is willing to make satisfac- 
tory arrangements to the consumers, at prices which will cover the freigh 
duties, and other expenses in foreign markets, placing it in San Francisco, Cal., 
as low as the prices asked by monopolists for an inferior salt. 

As no Carmen Island salt has been shipped to San Francisco, Cal., or to any 
other port of that State for the past four years, this 1s a good opportunity for 
parties interested in this line. 

Special contracts can be made to advantage by applying to James Viosca 
general manager, La Paz, Lower California, or to Messrs. Thannhauser & Co., 
No. 311 California street, San Francisco, Cal. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I have just read is pertinent upon the 
question as to who pays the duty on salt—whether it is the consumer 
or not; because here is acompany in Mexico that offers to pay the duty 
and undersell domestic salt in our market. I thank the House forits 
attention. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, as my 
colleague [Mr. MCKENNA] has taken particular pains to refer to the 
effort to get prunes on the free-list. I propose now to ‘*‘ prune’”’ him a 
little. I think a little “‘ pruning ’”’ is very essential to my collea 
He means well; his heart is right; but his head isa little wrong on 
question. Andin ‘‘ pruning’’ I propose to use a little salt, but not any 
pepper. [Laughter. ] 

My colleague has read the Democratic platform which was adopted 
by the Democratic State convention of California held two years ago. 

I was elected on that platform, but the Committee on Ways and Means 
have done so much for us I say we can afford to give up free wool. | 
propose to go before my people and make the issue fairly and squarely. 
Now, I challenge the gentleman and ask him to come out and define 
his position, whether he is in favor of free sacks or not. I pause for an | 
answer. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I can answer very quickly. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then answer. 

Mr. MCKENNA. It does not embarrass me to answer questions of 
that sort put to me by my colleague. I tell him if sacks or bags are 
made in this country I am not in favor of putting them on the free-list. 

Mr. BIGGS. Answer the question, yes or no. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If they are made in this country and the foreign 
article comes into competition with them, I am not in favor of putting 
them on the free-list; but, on the contrary, I am in favor of protecting 
them. If they are not made in this country, I am in favor of puttir 
them on the free-list. 

Mr. BIGGS. The gentleman knows as well as I do that at the Cal- | 
ifornia penitentiary at San Quentin they manufacture 15,000 sacks 
day, which, however, is only a drop in the bucket compared to the 
60,000,000 sacks we have to import for the purpose of transporting | 
our wheat and corn and oats to market. If those sacks were allowed 
to enter free it would amount to a saving of some $700,000 annually 
to the people of California. 

Mr. MCKENNA. By making in this country I do not mean in 
prisons. 

Mr. BIGGS. Letthe gentleman get up here and say whether he is not 
in favorof keeping the duty upon imported sacks, which imposes such a 
heavy duty on the part of our farmers and fruit-growers in California. 
Why should our plums and prunes, and wheat and corn, and oats and 
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iVving on the 60,000, (| 
transportation of the products of our a 
Mr. MCKENNA. Let me as 
restored the duty on raisins 
Mr. BIGGS. It makes the duty 1} cents a pou 
Mr. McKENNA But has it re 1 t luty to 
Mr. BIGGS. It has not 
Mr. MCKENNA Were you not elected upon 
sisted upon keeping up that duty on raisins? 
Mr. BIGGS. That isall right. We propose to carry out t 
of the people. The gentleman seems to have forgotten that we adopied 
a new platform quite recently [great laughter and applaus l 
intend to carry it out. Henry Clay once said, ‘‘A wise man ¢ - 
his opinion, but an idiot and a fool never does Renewed la iter 
and applause. | 
So far as California is concerned, this bill is far better than t 
| ent tariff. It is not in favor of protecting the great producers and t 


great manufacturers at the expense of the many, but it is to r 
the many of heavy burdens and compel the few to l 
the revenues. 

I have been a laboring man all my lifetin 
ing rails at 50 cents a day, and am not ashamed to avow it 
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I want to know of my colleague whether he is in favor of keeping up 
the duty on salt, when jevery man, woman, and child in the Stat 
California has to use that article not only as an ar e of food in 
preparing products for market? Is he in favor of keeping up the tax 
on the necessary articles of life used by the poorer classes of people and 
allow the luxuries of the rich to go untaxed? [| Applause 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a que 
tion ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Yes, I will yield to my colleague or any other gent 
man on that side of the House. I am not afraid of any of the nes 
tions; only let them come one atatime. [Laughter andapplause.] | 
feel confident to dispose of them all one ata time 

I must express my thanks to my Democratic colleagues of the ¢ 
mittee on Ways and Means for providing for the importation of 
sacks by putting them upon the free-list. Every article we produ 
such as wheat, corn, rye, and oats, has to be shipped in sa Iw 
go before the people of California with my colleague, and we will 
whether they will sustain him or sustain the committee which | 
ported the pending bill. In my judgment his majority of 2 ) will 


not save him from defeat. [Applause. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired 


Mr. MCKENNA. Iask that my colleague’s time be extended 

Mr. BIGGS. I have said all that I desire to say, and I d hi 
for any extension. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the gentleman from Micl Mr. 
TARSNEY | is entitled to the floor, but I now give notice that aft 
has been heard I shall insist upon confining this debate to the five-min- 


ute rule, and shall object to any more extensions 


Mr. TARSNEY. I believe I have the floor. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask for a fair division of time be een th ind 
the other. This morning two-thirds of the t have 1 co ! 





by gentlemen on the other sic 

Mr. REED. There will be no objection on thi le to wl 
mand, if we understand the gentleman correct 

Mr. BREWER. I believe 
not had any more time on thi 
the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
of either side, but he does nott 
than by the other. 

Mr. BREWER. I will yield the floor to my colleague [Mr. 7 
NEY |. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair h no objection, and 
amendments are withdrawn 

Mr. TARSNEY. I-renew the pro forma amendment. 








Mr. Chairman, I can hardly allow this paragraph to pass by without 
| making some observations in relation to the product of which it treats, 
It happens, sir, that I come from th nter of the salt-producing dis- 
trict of the Northwest, the great Saginaw district, the city in which I 
live. Last year we produced 144,000 and some odd barrels of salt. 
That is just about our average a il product th r it 
will probably exceed 4,000,000 barrel That, as |} | } i by y 
distinguished colleag Mr. BURROW is more t 1 one-t loft 
entire salt consumed within the limits of the United Stat 
one-half of the balance is produced in the other Stat f t Union 
outside of Michigan, and the remainder is imported 
Now, I desire to make a statement concerning thet I on that 
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D l lim? H luced a bill into this |] e, or rather he { will take care of myself. I will do my duty to my own constit- 
ca it up ‘ deratie » place salt upon t fre { hei uents without his aid. \pplause.| I can go home tomy constituents 
was the first attack upon this product, and you will find by referen at sinaw, and I can justify the vote that I shall cast upon this ques- 
to e 24 ie RECORD of that session of ¢ the evidence of | tion tothem. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
as don lo my distinguished friend from Maine I desire to say, and to the 
Ir. COX { ler of Mr. Blain House, that every t | have been a candidate for Congress in the Sag- 
ie. 9 SNEY [ will not yp to read what the gentleman then | inaw district that gentleman has been there opposing me. 
t mtent 1 y erring yo » t RECORD; it |} Mr. COX. You ought to th: him for it. [Laughter. ] 
he | Mr. TARSNEY. I dothank him for it; and I desire to say more 
CO What Congress was that; the Forty-second |} than that: that if I should ever be so unfortunate, as I hope Ishall not 
Ir. TARSNEY. Yes; in 1871. | be, of becoming again a candidate for Congress, all I desire is, on be- 
I will call the attention of the committee to that now. The very | half of myself, and on behalf of the salt manufacturers of Saginaw, on 
next day the distinguished decliner of the Presidency, now abroad, | behalf of my constituents generally, to invite the gentleman from Maine 
moved to place coal upon the free-list. Then time passed on again to come down again and help to send me back here. [Laughter and 
until 1583, and what do we find there? This provision of law, to be | applause on the Democratic side. ] 


found on page 514 of the Statutes of that year, which did ruin, if that 
term can be applied, the industry of salt, and why? Because the duty 


wa moved to the extent of 90 per cent. on all salt manufactured in 
the country for the purposes of curing meats, especially upon proof 
that it was used for that purpose; but salt imported for the purpose 
of curing fish was admitted in bond, and that meant absolutely free. 


€ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How does the record of the 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has endeavored to divide the time 





| evenly between the two sides; but in cases where the time of gentle- 


Who is benefited by it? Why, the gentleman from Maine, who has so | 


manfully attacked this proposition, and the gentleman from Michigan, 


with his sa But who passed that bill? I find upon the pages o 


that Kec , having it here before me, that on March 3, 1883, on the 
vote for tree salt, there were recorded the names of such distinguished 
emen the following (now I ask you to listen JuLIusS C, Bur 

of Michigan. [Laughter and applause I find another pro- 
tective patriot loudly proclaiming for protection, then representing the 
district from which my friend from New York comes, the Syracuse 


district. I veferto Mr, FRANK HIscock. His name I find appended 





there in favor of free salt. I find the name of another distinguished 
gentleman who marshals his forees here upon the floor of the House to- 
day in opposition to every proposition suggested by the Committee on 
Ways and Means to benefit the people of this country by a reduction 
of these cl Mr. REED, of Maine, who voted for free salt on that 
3d day of March, 1883. [Applause on the Democratic side.| There 


is your record, gentlemen, that you have made. 

I remember well, Mr, Chairman, when, in 1884, I stood upon a plat- 
form in the city of Saginaw, with a CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in my 
hand and the United States Statutes before me—at that time as now 





the attorney for many salt producers of the State—and made the bold 

pen declaration that there was then no such thing as protection 

o them upon their salt. I pointed out the record that Mr. HALE 

had made and Mr. HoAR had made, and the record of Mr. Hiscock 
uj this question. 

[ also pointed out to them ‘he record my distinguished friend from 

Maine [Mr. Rep] had made. I stated, these are the men who have 


| ed you; see what they have done. [Laughter and applause. | 
Oh. yes; but before that the same man HALE, who struck the blow at 
‘ ilt industry, came to Saginaw and took a great interest in that 
yn of our protection. Oh! you ought to have seen, Mr. Chair- 

nan, the elaborate preparations they made to receive the distinguished 
protectionist, the man who was doing so much for their local indus- 
tris A platform of salt barrels and lumber and shingles was erected 
in an angle of the street, and the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
had talked boldly and loudly about protecting the very salt that he 
voted to destroy and tried to destroy. [Laughter. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BREWER. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be per- 
niitted to have additional time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I thank the committee for its indulgence. 

Mr. COX. The committee thanks you. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. TARSNEY. And I beg its pardon for obtruding my remarks 
so long upon its attention. But thisis a matter in which I feel a deep 


interest. Now let me give you some more facts from the history of | 


months ago, Hon. John A. Logan—he, too, voted for free salt; and 
‘ f my predecessors, one John IF’. Griggs, who represented the Sagi- 
niiw district, and as consistent and honorable a gentleman as ever lived, 


\ distinguished gentleman whose death we mourned here but a few 


| 


men has been extended by the committee the Chair has regarded that 
action as taking the matter, to that extent, out of his hands, and has 
not kept account of such extensions. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with much attention 
to all, or nearly all, ¢he speeches that have been delivered on the other 
side of the House during this debate, and while our friends on that side 
have told us that they were not in favor of absolute free trade, yet I 
must say that every argument that has been adduced in those speeches 
has tended toward that result. But, Mr. Chairman, while this is a fact, 
yet when these gentlemen come to apply the principles which they ad- 
vocate in their Speer hes to their own d stricts they usually desire a pro- 
viso that those principles shall not be applied practically to the indus- 
is illustrated in the one hundred and 
more amendments proposed to this bill in the Democratic caucus. We 
see it also in the action of that caucus in adopting some forty amend- 
ments in order to ease the consciences and secure the votes of certain 
members for the bill under consideration. But, sir, there are some 
honorable exceptions to the rule which I have stated, and those excep- 
tions, i am proud to say, come from my own Peninsular State. 

There are gentlemen upon the other side representing great indus- 
tries in my State who are free-traders on principle, and they propose to 
stand here and advocate their principles, even though the effect may be 
to destroy the industries of their districts; and I commend to the con- 
sideration of the people of Michigan the fact that my friends, Mr. 
WHITING, Mr. TARSNEY, and Mr. FISHER will stand here and vote to 
strike down those great industries which were built up not by those 
districts alone but by the State of Michigan. Although there is no salt 
manufactured in the district which I represent, yet my district was 
taxed to he!p to build up the salt industry which these gentlemen, I 
think, misrepresentuponthisfloor. Aboutthe year1859 the Legislature 
of Michigan enacted a law offering a bonus of 10 cents per bushel for all 
the salt that should be manufactured in the State, and that was what 
induced the capitalists of the Saginaw Valley to put down a well for 
brine. That proved a successand salt was produced. About the year 
1865 the act was repealed because it was found that we could manu- 
facture enough salt to bankrupt the State with that bonus. But the 
result has been that a great industry has been built up, extending all 
over the northern portion of the lower peninsula of Michigan, and 
when these gentlemen stand here now and insist that the people whom 
my colleague [Mr. BurRows] and myself here represent have no in- 
terest in that industry, I deny the statement. 

It issaid by my friend and colleague [Mr. WHITING] that he is able 
to manufacture and send salt to New York and to other places upon 
the Atlantic coast and sell it in competition with that which is pro- 
duced in England. But whyis that? If lam correctly informed, my 
colleague stands at the head of a salt monopoly which is protected by 
an English patent, and which has the exclusive right to sell that kind 
ofsaltin the United States free from competition of the English’product, 
and that is the reason why he is enabled to send his salt to New York 
and sell it in competition with English salt. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Did I understand the gentleman to 
say that our company had the exclusive right to sell that salt? 

Mr. BREWER. I have so understood. 
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free ships. You would destroy our salt industry, our wool industry, 
our ship-building, and all other industries, if you thought by buying 
in foreign markets you could save a farthing, althongh such course 
should destroy our national industries, bankrupt the nation itself, 
and make us entirely dependent upon foreign lands for many of the 
necessaries of life which we can now produce inabundance. My friends, 
every true American heart must rebel against such a policy as you ad- 
vocat The ideas which you are seeking to advance to-day were held 
by your fathers forty years ago; but since that time this nation has 


grown and prospered beyond the brightest dreams of our fathers, and 
yet you dream on as of old, proposing to buy the products of strangers 
rather than from your own household or neighbors if you cafl save the 
paltry cent thereby. 

Your policy is yn-American, unpatriotic, and I believe unwise, and 
such will be the verdict of the people on the 6th day of November next. 

But dream on my friends, if you will, but as you dream the march 
of American progress will pass you by as in the past. New industries 
will continue to spring up and old ones will be enlarged. The active, 
energetic, inventive genius of oar people at the North, which has been 
stimulated by our protective tariff laws, will work out new machinery 
for the benefit of our toiling people, and new forces will be brought under 
the subjection of mind and controlled for the prosperity and glory of 
man. 

bo not be deceived. Your conventions may be controlled in some 
of the Northern States by the power of the Administration through its 
thousand of public officials which have filled these conventions in Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and Michigan. You may by this influence strike down 
your Randalls, your Forans, and other protection Democrats, but you 
can not stifle the voice of the people in these States. 

Mr. Chairman, nearly every speech which has been made upon the 
other side of the House has been based upon three propositions: First, 
that protection is legalized robbery; second, that protection tends to 
depress our national industries; third, that protection tends to decrease 
the rate of wages, and is injurious to the laborer. If either of these 
propositions is true, and I think neither of them is, then how can any 
Democrat ask for the protection of any industry, although it may be 
found in his district? Yet the gentlenian from Connecticut [Mr. VANCE] 
is willing apparently to vote for free wool and almost anything else, but 
wood-screws must be protected because this industry is found in his dis- 
trict. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY ] is for free trade in 
everything save glass, but glass is manufactured in his district, and 
therefore it must be protected. The gentleman from Chicago [Mr. 
LAWLER] is for free trade in everything save glue, but glue is a great 
industry in his district and givesemploymenttolabor. As I havesaid, 
my friends and colleagues, Messrs. FISHER, TARSNEY, and WHITING, 
Iam glad to say stand upona higher plane. They are opposed to pro- 
tectionand they say so. They are in favor of free wool, tree hemp and 
flax, free potatoes and other vegetables which the farmers produce, and 
they do not propose to protect the lumber barons or salt industries which 
may be found in their respective districts. 

They believe, as proclaimed by the Democratic platform in Michi- 
gan in 1886, that protection is legalized robbery, and they do not in- 
tend to be instrumental in perpetuating these industries, which, ac- 
cording to the belief of our friends, have been, as stated by my col- 
league (Mr. TARSNEY], violating law, oppressing labor, and robbing 
the people under our protective laws. No selfish interest of their con- 
stituents is to influence their action or belief touching this question. 
But, sir, as I have stated, the people of my district have an interest in 
the salt industry of Michigan, and they do not believe with my friends 
that protection is legalized robbery. They do not believe with my 
iriends that protection tends to depress our national industries, to de- 
crease the wages of labor, and to the injury of the laborer, but they 
believe to the contrary. They helped to build up the salt industry, 
and they help to supply the food upon which the labor employed 
therein subsists. Here our farmers find a market for some of their 
surplus productions, and they do not wish in any way tosee this mar- 
ket lessened or destroyed. Sir, knowing many of the constituents of 
my friend from the Saginaw district, I can not believe that they are 
violators of law and oppressors of labor, as charged by him. 1 wish 
here to annex a statement of Hon. W. R. Burt, president of the Salt 
Association of Michigan, touching the salt industry in that State and 
the quality of salt produced: 

Of all the salt consumed in the United States Michigan furnishes two-sixths, 
New York one-sixth, one sixth by ten other salt-producing States, and two- 
sixths is imported. There is very little salt produced in the Southern and East- 
ern States, Michigan and New York manufacturing three-fourths of all the do- 
mestic salt in the United States. The salt manufactured in Michigan and New 
York during the last two years has been placed upon the market and sold at 
substantially the same price for which English salt has been sold in Liverpool. 
The question would naturally be asked how could it be bought in Liverpool at 
the same price for which it is selling in this market, brought to the United 
States, paying a duty of $1.60 a ton, and sold in competition with domestic salt, 
so as to farnish one-third of the total amount consumed in this country. Were 
the freights from the West and New York as low to all points in the Southern 
States as from Liverpool there would be very little or no salt imported, as there 
is capacity enough in the United States to manufacture more salt than can be 
. The Northern and Western markets are largely overstocked with salt, there 


being at least one-fifth as much salt in the hands of the manufacturers, waiting 
for purchasers, as would supply the United States for one-third of a year, and it 
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| could be readily bought at the average Liverpool price for the same grade. In 


fact, there is no market in the world where the same grades of salt can be pur- 
chased cheaper than they can be in Michigaa or New York. Notwithstanding 
this, you hear the cry go up ‘that the tariff must be removed, that the poor 
man may receive his salt cheaper ;”’ and this while he is purchasing it at about 
3 mills a pound, or 12 cents for each individual per year. The United States 


| are divided into two districts, as it were, one being supplied with foreign salt 


entirely, or nearly so, and the other with domestic, the question of transporta- 
tion making this division, 

The territory supplied by foreign salt extends from Galvesten, Tex., to Bangor, 
Me., reaching back into the country until it meets the domestic salt, which, 


| with the present duty, would be on a line drawn east and west through Little 


Rock, Ark.,and Nashville, Tenn., foreign salt supplying south of this line, and 
domostic north of it. The average price of English salt in Liverpool and Mich- 
igan salt in Michigan, for the last two years, forthe same grades, has been about 
$2.75 a ton; the average freight from Liverpool to the entire seacoast is about 
$1.40 a ton, making $4.15, to which add the duty of $1.60 a ton, and you have 


| $5.75 as the cost of a ton of salt laid down at any point on our coast. Starting 


with Michigan salt at the same price, $2.75 a ton, add the average freight to 
these various points on the seacoast, of $5.40 a ton, making $7.95 as the cost of 
a ton of domestic salt laid down at these same points, which is $2.40 a ton more 
than the cost of the imported salt. 
_ Itwill be seen from these figures that it is impossible for domestic salt to com- 
pete with foreign salt in the South and East owing tothe difference in trans- 
portation, The foreign manufacturers having absolute control of the Southern 
and Eastern markets, while the domestic manufacturers control the Northern 
and Western markets; the effect the removing of the duty from foreign salt 
wil! have upon the domestic will be to restrict the market, and instead of for- 
eign salt meeting the domestic at the above-mentioned line, it would be ex- 
tended to, say, the Ohio River. 

The charge has been broadly made that the Michigan salt product is unfit for 
canning meats and for dairy purposes, notwithstanding the fact that more than 


| three-fourths of the beef, pork, and butter packed in the United States every 


rE 


year is canned with domestic salt. As to the quality of this domestic salt, it 
is guarantied to be equal to any salt in the world, either for salting pork, beef, 
or butter, and the Salt Association of Michigan have $10,000 to meet this guar- 
anty, and stand ready to deposit that sum with a like sum to be put up by any 
other organization or individual in the world to enter into a series of tests with 
competent judges to be agreed upon to determine the superiority or othegyise 
of the high grade of Michigan salt over all other salts, either as to flavor or 
‘staying qualities.” Not only this, but the foregoing figures showing the ship- 
ments of bulk salt to Chicago packers tellsthestory. Asamatter of fact Chicago 
packers are increasing their purchases of Michigan salt every year. If it was 
unfit for packing purposes would they be likely to buy 565,282 barrels of it in 
1887 against 36,571 barrels in 1878 and 113,072 barrels in 1880? 
‘ MICHIGAN DAIRY SALT, 

The Michigan Dairy Salt Company’s works are located on the west side 
of the Saginaw River, opposite East Saginaw, and were established in 1877. 
This is the only manufactory at Saginaw for the production of a fine grade of 
dairy and table salt. The production of last year was over 85,000 barrels, and 
it is sold, like all other salt, through the Michigan Salt Association. The prin- 
cipal distributing points are Milwaukee, Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, Nash- 
ville, Louisville, and Toledo, from which commercial centers it is shipped to 
all parts of the country. Employment is given to from forty-five to fifty hands, 
who are engaged in the several departments in purifying, grinding, sacking, 
and putting the sacks in barrels. This particular product is manufactured from 
the first and second lifts only of No. 1 fine salt, which is first washed in a puri- 
fied solution of brine to remove all traces of calcium. This process is a pat- 
ented one and is used solely by this company. The salt is then dried in a cyl- 
inder and screened to get rid of allimpurities. It is next ground and packed 
in sacks, and then into barrels, It is alsosold in bulk. The cost of production 
is about treble that of No. 1 fine salt. The output averages nearly 2,000 barrels 
per week. Twenty-four girls are engaged in bagging the salt, and they are 
paid at the rate of $l per day. The following are the analyses of the four prin- 
cipal manufacturers of dairy salt in the world, and were made by George A. 
Mariner, analytical chemist of Chicago: 





| Michigan Ashton, Higgin, 










Cc me Dairy Salt Onondaga England, | England 
onstituents, C tee F. F, _— _ a 
| Company) pgsiry F. F. F. F. 
dairy salt, a Dairy. Dairy. 
Chloride of sodium (salt)............ 99. 4495 99, 152 | 98, 547 | 98. 506 
Insoluble matter................00+. . 0627 . 026 . 056 | . 030 
Calciurn sulphate... bintiienseni - 3562 | 721 | 1.227 | 1, 206 
Calcium chloride................++ | . 1316 OGRE stints vengulbtinnas Eikssins iseses: minen 
Magnesium chloride . a Trace. | . O34 . 059 O81 
Mag ricsivarns SUID 000.00 csccseveoccsfescevezcsscseneces|ooocccseesopensees - 076 -161 
| 100.0000 99. 980 99. 965 99. 934 


The present range of prices for Saginaw dairy salt is as follows: 













Per barrel, 280 pounds........ sanlinniadeienmibiapes’ ierecetititcoulbtip pip Cusine patiataiiaiailildiasetueaitin $1.30 
Per barrel, containing 28 10-pound sacks. .60 
Per barrel, containing 60 5-pound sacks... 1.80 
Per barrel, containing 100 3-pound sacks. 2.00 
Per barrel, containing 140 2-pound sacks...... coneene . 2.20 
28-pound sacks ....... soverecessceesoescorsces « 15 





52-pound Sacks ,......0:06+ see oseees sonvecseveoses csveeecseees covsseceosseeseosens 32 


The Michigan dairy salt is supplanting the Ashton salt in all Western mar- 
kets. The Dairymen’s Associations of Illinois, Ohio, Wisconsin, and other 
States, after a series of the most critical tests, declared Michigan salt to be the 
best for dairy purposes, and hundreds of testimonials have been received by 
the Salt Association in support of this statement. Following are a few of the 
TESTIMONIALS, 

LAFox, Inu., July 4, 1887. 
GENTLEMEN: I inclose this testimonial, which you are at liberty to use if you 
see fit. I do so the more cheerfully as it is true,every word of it,and as you 
know that is more than most of such are. 
Yours, ete., 

L. M. POTTER. 


Having used your new brand, the Michigan Salt Association dairy salt, ever 
since you first put it upon the market, we do not hesitate in pronouncing it as 
being fully equal to any domestic or foreign salt we ever used or sold. In our 
experience of nearly twenty years in the creamery business (during which 
time we have used nearly all of the leading brands) we have never been able to 
produce finer butter than that salted with your salt, and intend to use it ex- 
clusively in the future, both in our storeand creamery. In fact, you may look 
for an order for another 150 sacks soon. 

Very respectfully, yours, POTTER & BARKER, 
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GENTLEMEN: Refe to vy stot merits > 
Association dairy salt 1 itly purchased from you, I will state t for 
my crean Sa i eased with it, and fully as well as t s 
they have ev us . i HH isl eka, Ashton, et 


Yours, truly 


Joy Morton & ¢ 








L. O. Bliss. Iowa Falls, Iowa, says: *‘ The first lot of Michigan Salt A 
salt I got of you was taken under protest, but on your rec« mit ‘ L tk 
it, recommended t to our butter-makers; they have used it w sat 
I have handled and sold their butter, and it has given satisfa 

With this came an order from Mr. Bliss for another lot of M an S 
sociation salt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume, if the eno objecti 


that the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro 
forma amendment. The present state of the law with reference to salt 
is quite similar to that relating to the lumber schedule which we hays 
just completed. We allow now a drawback upon all salt used in cur- 
ing meat for foreign consumption, and salt is also free when used in 
curing fish for either foreign or domestic consumption. ‘There is, per 
haps, no case in our legislation more strikingly indicative of class favor 
itism than that of the salt tax at the present time. 

We find gentlemen here very earnest in contending for free salt for 
the fishermen of the New England coast, but utterly unwilling to give 
free salt to the farmers of the West and the interior of the country. 
Now, what would be the effect upon the manufacturers of salt if we 
should make salt free for the interior? I hold in my hand data show- 
ing that a certain grade of domestic salt is now put free on board th: 
ears in Baltimore at $4 a ton, while English salt of the same character 
is now laid down there at $4.95 aton. Take the duty off of the price 
of the English salt, and you have it in Baltimore at $3.35 a ton. But, 
sir, the freight on salt to Hagerstown is $2.06 a 
the price of untaxed salt it would make the cost of 
to Hagerstown $5.44 a ton, when the salt works 
down in Baltimore at $4 a ton. 

It is perfectly evident, therefore, that this whole contention is to en 
able the manufacturers of salt to put a higher price upon it than they 
are willing to take in many localities, and higher than they need at all. 
It is to hold the remoter parts of our country in bondage in order that 
they may be compelled to buy salt from the privileged few. This 
works a corresponding increase in price to the near by communities 

But, sir, before 1861 we had no tax at all on salt. Does the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] mean to say that we had no salt 
industry in this country prior to 1861? Sir, the flourishing condition 
of the salt industry is itself positive proof that it did not need, as it does 
not now need, any tax in order to sustain it. I read, from page 233 of 
one of the volumes of the Tariff Commission, the testimony given by 
Mr. E. P. Wheeler, of New York, a gentleman known to all of ‘you as 
very intelligent, accurate, and well informed. He says 








h salt carried 





1O AavVINne sa 


I remember as long ago as 1855 visiting the great salt works in the neighb 
hood of Syracuse, N. Y.; and these manufactories were then thriv vigorous 
and making money. ‘They had no protection then, and they need no pr t 
now, 


Sir, here is the testimony of parties very competent to speak—Jack- 
son & Kilpatrick, of New Orleans. They state in their communication 
to Secretary Manning: 

To show the use these few favored capitalists who own or control the salt 
works in the United States make of the protection granted them by the repre- 
sentatives of a patient people, and how little they need protection, it is asserted 
by astandard authority that the Onondaga Salt Company at Syracuse, N. Y., 
have issued their price-list offering to lay down salt, freight prepaid by the com- 
pany, at various points along the Grand Trunk Railroad in Canada at a price 
much less per barrel than any citizen could buy the same article for in Syra- 
cuse, 

Mr. BELDEN rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman from 
New York, whom I see rising, want to contradict that statement? If 
he does, I have some more evidence to give him. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like a little more 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Arkansas will be allowed to proceed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELDEN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas repeat the state- 
ment he has just made? I did not understand him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I asked whether the gentJe- 
man wanted to contradict the statement I read; but it does not mat- 
ter now. 

Mr. BELDEN. [ did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. BRECKINRIRGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let it pas 

Mr. Chairman, one thing is significant: Our friends on the other side | 
of the House, whatever may have been their record in the past, and 
whatever may have been their promises in regard to the repeal of taxes 
on the necessaries of life, are now here ready to maintain and to increase 
taxation, even upon so necessary an article assalt. The gentleman 
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ican r, Al ican valor, and American seamanship. They manned 
the rivates wil h captured the naval vessels of Britain. The) 
throne: 1ro i John Paul Jones and sustained him in all h lven 
ure I " iat they did the Government was in favor of giving 
them t with which to cure their catches when they got them 
en the time came that the American farmers asked us 
to { the same privilege which we had given to the fishermen 
1 t might ] re their ts for exportation, 1 was 
‘ nd, sir, I be e that1 could be struck at the 
independence and prosperity of our country by a single act of Congress 
that would be more fatal than to put salt on the free-list. It would 
dry up many of our springs and close works that convert our brine into 
the purest and best dairy salt known to the dairymen of the world. 
Mr. MILLS. I now ask that we have a vote upon this proposition. 
We have consumed several hours upon it already. 
Mr. HEARD. I want to occupy the floor for a short time. 
Mr, MILLS. But we must get through with the bill somehow or 
other 
\ HEARD. Ihave not consumed very much of the time of the 
committee, and I hope the gentleman will not press the point now. 
Mr. MILLS. Very well; goon. 
Ir. HEAKD. I desire in the beginning to invite the attention of 


the committee to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] who has just taken his seat. He says he is one of the 
number who voted for free salt, or to give a rebate to the curers of 
American meat on the salt they used, to stimulate that industry 

Mr. KELLEY. That was in 1883. 

Mr. HEAKD. Yes, 1883, as I understand. 

Now, I want to draw attention to the difference between the conces- 
sions which the producers of meat products get and those made to the 

While the rebate on salt used 
iven for curing fish is 100. The 


fish interests in the present tariff law. 
in curing meat is 90 per cent., that g 
fisherman’s salt is duty free. 


ir. KELLEY. That was to build up our Navy. 
tr. HEARD. Leaving the Navy question outside this discussion 


altogether, the difference is this, that beyond th 
+ produc ts of this country ge 


s difference of 10 per 
cent., the producers of the m« 





> 
? 
of the cheap ult from Liverpool, when they know that their own 
reat staple, cotton, to the amount of over $200,000,000 annually, has 
to be sold by them without any protection in the same open market 
f 1 which this chea ult comes 
Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to ce out the last line 
I was very glad to hear ashort time ago from the gentleman 
Michigan {[Mr. WHITING], who said that he contemplated coming 
Kansas to invest in salt mines in that State. I want to say to the gen- 


tleman that I invite him to come and brin ith him the capital to de- 
velop one of the most impurtant salt fin ink ll in th e United States. Since 
I left Kansas in November last a large deposit of salt h: is be n discovere d 
in six counties in my district, and the manufacture of salt in one of 
these counties has already begun. I thereiore speak in relation to this 
industry, not only because I am a protectionist at heart and from prin- 
ciple, aul because I believe the interests of the district I represent are 
in line with the defeat of the bill which is now pending before this 
House for consideration. [ : Sealant: j 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Wil! the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment, to tell him why the salt business will be better in Kansas than 
in Michigan? 

Mr. PETERS. I will let the gentleman take his own time. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I can tell the gentleman why it will 


| be better in Kansas than in Michigan, if he will permit me. 


Mr. PETERS. Ido not care whether it is better or not. All I want 
is that this industry shall be developed in that State. I welcome every 
man who comes to aid us in building up the industries of that State. 
I do not care whether he is a protectionist or a free-trader. We wel- 


| come all enterprising, law-abiding citizens who come to help us de 


velop the wonderful resources of that marvelous State. 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Butdo you not want to hear why the 
-—~ “ve srest would be better in Kansas than in Michigan ? 
. PETERS. The gentleman, as I have said, can take his own time 
to: tell that. I want to speak now on the question of salt from the 


| farmers’ standpoint and from the standpoint of this very county where 


a rebate | 


t 
$ 
only on the salt used on meat which is exported, and which the for- | 


cigners consume, while the tariff is kept up on fish, and those engaged 


in the fishing interests get free salt for fish which are consumed by 
Americans as well as foreigners. 

‘ow, sir, a moment in reply to my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
BREWER]. He appeals to this House and to the country that the tarifi 


ought to be kept at the present rate on salt in order todo what? In 
order that thesalt-manufacturing industry shall not sufferinjury. But, 
Mr. Chairman, be answers his own argument by a statement of fact 


lation in his own State in this connection. 

Hie te us that in order to encourage the manufacture of salt in 
Michigan, the Michigan Legislature voted a bounty of 10 cents per 
bushel on all salt manufactured in that State; and the ge ntleman tells 
us that the State of Michigan has since been obliged to repeal the law 





giving that bounty, because under that stimulus so much salt was 
manufactured there that it would have bankrupted the people to have 
kept on paying the bounty. The tariff on salt consumed in this coun- 
try, however, under the existing duty is 33} cents per barrel, and now 
he resists any effort on the part of Congress to repeal that tariff in the 
interests of the whole people, although the burden is not less onerous 


than that which the Legislature of the State of Michigan, having orig- 
inally placed upon her people to encourage the manufacture of salt in 
that State, has been obliged to repeal. 

If Michigan was obliged to withdraw the State bounty from her manu- 
factures the gentleman should not complain if Congress, in the inter- 
ests of the whole couutry, insists upon giving the consumers of salt that 
article at a fair price, and without continuing to pay the bounty which 
the State has withdrawn. 

Now, a word in reference to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan | Mr. BuRRows | as to the reasons why Texas and Louisiana 
gentleman criticises the want of enter- 
prise in the people there to develop these great resources and bewails 


can not manufacture salt. The 


ing the last three months : 


the manufacture of this industry has beén started within the last three 
months, the county of Reno. ° 
A manufactory for the a ose of making salt has been started dur- 





t Hutchinson, the county seat of that county. 
That county has 161,000 acres of land, over 100,000 of which are fit 


| for agricultural purposes and are being now so used. Salt in inex- 


haustible quantities has been found there within 500 feet of the surface. 


| If that salt industry can be developed, it will add $2 in value to every 


I or any other man can present except by a refer- | 


the decay of the industry in said States. I call attention first to the | 


fact that the decaying condition of said ee we in the States of Texas 
and Lonisiana referred to by the gentleman has been brought about 
under existing law and not under any contemplated change to be af- 
fected by the bill under consideration; therefore to be logical the gen- 
tleman must go further and ask an increase in the existing duties in 
order to give prosperity to this industry in said localities. 

Chis is the doctrine held by the gentleman, pure and simple—that 
where an industry be started in this country and it is not profitable to 
the owner, the Government must come to his relief and force its pros- 
perity by a bounty collected from those engaged in other pursuits, 

The gentle man complains of exist ing conditions, because, forsooth, the 
peopl@of that section prefer to buy salt which is cheaper than they can 
profitably make it, and all because said salt is not of American man- 
ufacture. Heshould remember that the consumers of salt in that sec- 
tion have a right to feel that they should not be cut off from the benefit 


acre of land in that county, or at least to every acre of the 100,000 acres 
that are adapted to agricultural pursuits. ‘That means to the farme 
of Reno County, alone, $200,000 which they have at stake in the de- 
velopment of the salt industry there. Gentlemen upon the other side 
say that the taking off of this duty will not have any effect upon the 
development of the salt industry, that it is immaterial whether there 
is a tariff or not, the industry will still bedeveloped. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Kansas farmer is a man who reasons, and he reasons thus: 


On one side men say that the tariff does develop these industries; on th 


other side men say that it does not. But I know that within twenty years pas 


something has developed the salt industry and the other industries of this 


country. I know that under the law as it exists to-day capital is coming into 
Kansas and putting down plants for the purpose of developing this salt ind 
try, which will add at least $2 to the value of every acre of our land. 


Not merely the experience of the country for twenty years, but his 


own experience in Kansas has shown him this; so he says: 








I would rather rely upon the present law and upon what I know to be a ce: 
tainty, than do away with the present law and take my chances in the uncer- 
tain realms of free trade. 

The farmer reasons thus, and is in favor of the protection of this in- 
dustry in the great State of Kansas, and for the principle of protection 
generally, which some gentlemen on the other side seem unable to 
understand to be in the interest of the farmer. 

I want to call attention now for a moment to the remarks made the 
other day by my friend [Mr. BLAND] who represents some of the 
sleepy hollows along the Missouri River, and who represents the ip- 
ital city ofthat State, a city that is as dead as the Egyptian mummy of 
the year 3000 B.C. My friend evinces a wonderful interest in the 
affairs of the farmers of Kansas, and sympathizes with them for being 
misrepresented by the Kansas delegation upon this floor; but if he would 
go out there and see the interest that the farmers of Kansas take in in- 
ducing manufacturing plants to come into every county and every 
town, he would then understand the difference between a Kansas man 
who is a Republican, a protectionist, and a progressive farmer, and the 
ones that repose in the sleepy hollows of Missouri. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I rise merely to say a few words in 
reference to a particular branch of this subject. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] was asked a question which he did not an- 
swer. His colleague [Mr. W HITING ] was asked the same question, 
and he made an answer which is not quite satisfactory, in view of the 
evidence that has been submitted on the subject. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] was asked the question whether or not the 
whole produc tion and manufacture of salt in the State of Michigan was 
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has had u n the price of salt, but J put this eposit { 
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in regard to the low price of salt in Michigan to-day, the reason the in- 
dustry languishes and why salt blocks can be bought at less than cost, 
is not because of the importation of foreign salt. 

The foreign salt bears a much higher price—four or five times the 
price of our common salt—therefore this is not the trouble. The 
trouble is this: There are manufacturers of lumber—one in particular 
in Manistee, who has just completed works capacitated to make 3,0C0 
barrels of salt a day, this right in the face of the very low prices pre- 
vailing. Why does he do this? He has been protected in the lumber 
interest, has become four or five times a millionaire, and he now seeks 
to freeze out every legitimate salt-maker in Michigan. This is what 
the salt-makers have to contend with. If lumber had been placed on 
the free-list five or ten years ago, we would not have this kind of com- 
petition that we have to-day. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of clos- 
ing debate on this item of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from New York ought to be al- 
lowed tospeak, having given up the floor to another gentleman on that 
side. Irefer to Mr. BELDEN. He has given way to permit a gentle- 
man on that side to answer from that standpoint. 

Mr. MILLS. He can have time after the debate is limited. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would suggest to the gentlemen on the other side 
that there are several here—I know of five myself—who desire to be 
heard on this question. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, of course we can not expect to indulge the wishes 
of every gentleman who wants to talk on this question. I shall be 
very glad to close the debate, and will suggest twenty minutes—ten on 
each side. Will that be agreeable to gentlemen on that side? 

Mr. BAYNE. You will arrive ata conclusion far sooner if you will 
make concessions to those who want to be heard on this side. 

Mr. MILLS. I have proposed twenty minutes—ten on each side. 
Every concession has been made that any reasonable person could ask. 

Mr. PETERS. There are some of us from the West who represent 
this industry and do not care about the other items, but want time 
to discuss it. I want some time myself. 

Mr. MILLS. But the gentleman has already spoken. Now, I have 
not opened my mouth on this question. I will modify my suggestion 
and say thirty minutes—fifteen on each side. Is that enough? 

Mr. BAYNE. Let the debate run on a while, and then we can bet- 
ter fix a limit. 

Mr. MILLS. No; I think there ought to be some limit now. I 
move that the committee now rise. 

The motion of Mr. MILLs was agreed to; there being on a division— 
ayes 84, noes 76. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under considera- 
tion the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the bill (H. R. 
5932) providing for holding terms of the United States courts in the 
district of Minnesota, Mr. CoLLIns, Mr. GLOVER, and Mr. ADAMS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr.Speaker, I want to see if we can not come to some 
understanding as to the time when this debate shall close on this para- 
graph. What time would gentlemen on the other side suggest ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I know several gentlemen on this side who want to 
speak. 

Mr. REED. I think there should be an hour on each side. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; say an hour between the two sides. 

Mr. REED. ‘There is no disposition to do anything except to debate 
the paragraph of the bill, and there are many gentlemen who desire to 
be heard on iton thisside. I say to the gentleman from Texas that itis 
the purpose and an honest desire on the part of the gentlemen on this 
side to express their views. I do not think the time should be cur- 
tailed. " 

Mr. MILLS. Then I propose that we take a vote at fifteen minutes 
before 5 o’clock. Let us close the debate at that time. That will give 
an hour and a half. ° 

Mr. REED. Very well. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, pending that, 
I move that debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments 
thereto be closed at fifteen minutes before 5 o’clock. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want tosay simply that I have an amendment 
I desire to have voted upon. I want to offer an amendment after the 
pending paragraph is disposed of, but shall not ask to debate it. 

Mr. MILLS. You will have all the time for offering amendments 
that may be necessary after debate closes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
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TARIFF. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
tariff bill, and by order of the House all debate is to be closed at 4 
o’clock and 45 minutes p.m. As debate has been limited by order 
of the House, the Chair will not ask that formal amendments be pre- 
sented, but the debate will be considered as applicable to the pending 
amendment without the necessity for submitting pro forma amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, in what I have to say upon this 
subject I do not wish to discuss the question in any sense asa partisan 
measure. I do not wish to attack or justify the action of any man 
who has ever been here, be he Republican or Democrat, or of no _polit- 
ical party. 

I have the honor to represent a district which contains within its 
borders, as I understand it, the largest salt interest of any Congres- 
sional district in the United States. Men of all political parties are 
engaged in that industry in my district, and men of all parties have 
been here to see me in reference to it. They have written to me assur- 
ing me that if the duty is removed it will seriously affect their inter- 
ests; and hence I wish to be frank with this committee and say that 
I am speaking now in the interest of the producers. 

The salt interest of this country has been practically developed since 
the year 1866. At that time the production of salt in the United 
States, as nearly as I can now ascertain, was about one and one-half 
million barrels per year. That industry had so developed that in 1886 
the production of salt was nearly 8,000,000 barrels. Not only has 
there been this large increase in the production of salt, but there has 
been a corresponding decrease in the price. About the year 1860 the 
cost of salt per barrel upon our northern lakes was about $2.35. Last 
year in the district I represent salt in packages, delivered on board 
cars, was sold at only 55 cents per barrel, and as I understand it, salt 
was sold in the valley of the Saginaw for about the same price. So 
that there has been not only a constant, but a very marked decrease in 
price; and Ithink I make a correct statement when I say that since 1860 
or 1866 there has been this large decrease in the price of salt. But 
while there has been this large increase in the production and decrease 
in price, there has been a corresponding decrease in the importation of 
salt. 

For the seven months ending on the 30th day of April, 1888, as 
compared with the corresponding period ending with April 30, 1887, 
there has been a decrease of 116,185,131 pounds of salt imported into 
this country. 

Not only has there been a decrease in the importations of salt, but 
to-day, according to a circular which I hold in my hand, the English 
exporters are now selling their salt at a loss. From the circular of H. 
E. Falk, of the Meadow Bank Mines and Salines, of Winsford, Cheshire, 
this statement appears: 

The salt trade is at the most deadly crisis. Implacable competition among a 
small section of the largest makers has brought prices below all records, salt 
being freely offered at 50 per cent. belewcost. All the large chemical contracts 
for 1888 have been taken at ruinous prices. Nor has there been any more ex- 
tensive demand for the article below cost. The total export, shown on annexed 
list, proves a considerable decrease on the average. The principle of associa- 
tion has been violated again, and with more disastrous result than ever yet 
known. Nothing but a new form of general consolidation can resuscitate the 
trade. 

So that we stand now, so far as this question is concerned, with this 
situation of affairs: Our production of salt has been increased, the 
price of salt has been steadily decreasing, the importation of salt has 
been constantly diminishing, and our English importers are placing 
their salt on the market 50 per cent. below cost. Now, the proposition 
is to take off the duty upon salt. In my own district I know that the 
producers regard that as a proposition destructive of their industry, and 
I understand—I do not speak so positively about this, but I under- 
stand—that the Michigan producers of salt regard the removal of the 
duty as prejudicial to their interests. The extent of the injury which 
they may receive depends largely, as I understand it, upon the quality 
of salt which they manufacture, but the producers of ordinary salt in 
Michigan regard the proposed removal of the tariff as prejudicial to 
their interests. Now, I understand the policy of the Democratic party 
to be, that while they favor the reduction of our revenues, believing 
that the interests of the country demand that we should collect less 
revenue, they are not in favor of an unnecessary reduction at the ex- 
pense of any interest in this country. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of my colleague be extended. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection, with the understanding that 
there is to be an equal division of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take care of that. The time for 
debate being limited, and expiring at forty-five minutes after 4 o’clock, 
of course that limit can not be extended. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man for additional time ? 
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Mr. BYNUM. I shall not object, provided the time is charged to 
the other side of the House 

Mr. SAWYER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to compare tl 
of the Committee on Ways and Meansas to twoitems. They 


1e action 


propose 
to place salt on the free-list, while at the same time they propose to 
protect the production of rice by a tariff duty, and I would be very 
glad if they would « x plait 1 to us the consistency of ae action in re- 


spect to those two articles. It is claimed that the tariff. upon salt is 
a tax upon the consumer, and it would seem to follow that a tariff upon 
rice is alsoa tax upon the consumers of rice. The salt producers ot | 
this country produce over two-thirds of all the salt we consume, while 
the producers of rice produce only a little over one-h: alf the rice we 
consume. The receipts from the tariff upon salt are less than $700, 000, 
while the income from the duty upon rice is over $900, 0 00 annually. 
Now why should the producer of rice be protected by a tax upon the 
consumer of over $900,000, while at the same time you remove the pro- 
tection from the producer of salt? Iam unable to see the reason ot it. 
[ Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to this discus- 

sion thus far and I find this peculiar feature about it, namely, that all 
alo yng from Ma iine to Michigan and across to Oregon the manufacturing 
interests discuss this measure with reference to their own advantage, 
without ever so much as recognizing the fact that there is another set of 
people in this country, who are the consumers. I realize how unfortu 
nate itis for any man in this great country to live in the interior, be- 

cause people take position upon the coast and establish their manufact- 

ures, and whenever any one from the great interior wealth-producing 
regions dares to say that he would like to have any product cheaper, 
they stand up and rail at him and cry out, *‘ Would you destroy the 
industries of the country ?’’ 

We saw it illustrated yesterday upon the question of lumber. The 
people of the interior, the people of the West, were discussing the 
question of ¢ heap lumber with gentlemen alovg the Canadian border, 
and the question before the House was, shall lumber be put on the 
free-list? That alone was under discussion, but that discussion must 
needs pause for three hours because, forsooth, Maine wanted fish-bait, | 
and Canadian lumber should have ro consideration until the coast of 
Maine was satisfied about its fish and its bait, and we were even given 
to understand that if what Maine wanted were not granted, the whole 
population of this great country, sixty millions of people, must be in- | 
volved in a quarrel, and if needs be war, about a ‘‘ mess”’ of fish. 

That is the only reasonable conclusion to be drawn from the tone of 
the debate on that side, and the vigorous denunciation in not ete most 
elegant diciion of the Administration and its supporters for what they 
term a ‘‘cowardly back-down’’ on the fisheries question with Canada 
and Great Britain. 

And as an exhibition of their superior skill in diplomacy they pro- 
pose to ingraft a new fisheries treaty upon a free lumber clause in the 
tariff bill. No matter that the Republican Senate is now considering 
for ratification a treaty that settles all these questions. I do not sup- 
poseit will beclaimed, it would hardly be courteous to Senators to claim 
that they had given out to gentlemen what the result is to be , pare 
ticularly in view of the spectacle now before the country of the Sena 
having made this treaty and exception and opened the doors and iny ited 
the world to its executive sessions. 

This all may be statesmanship, but to people not profoundly edu- 
cated on the subject of fish-bait it might be mistaken for a side-show 
to the coming campaign. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have said, all these protected interests stand to- 
gether from Maine toOregon. When the people ofthe New England coast 
would push their separate interest tothe verge of war—on the fisheries 
question—Oregon applauds, and when the Michigan mining and man- 
ufacturing pools would lay an embargo on the salt in every poor man’s | 
loaf, New England smiles her approval and all sing with a chorus, ‘‘ We | 
are a band of brothers.’’ What makes such pools and trusts less ex- 
cusable than those of private corporations is that the latter pursue their 
own business and take some risk and may have competition, while the 
former, under the guise of friendship to labor, use the legislative power 
of the Government to make their trusts permanent and safe. The latter 
enter upon a private enterprise and must depend on their own sagacity 
to induce people to buy from them at the advanced prices, while the 
former use the law-making power of the Government to make it penal 
to buy from any one but themselves or pay a bonus for the privilege of 
buying from others. 

Protectionists generally, out of respect to their own intelligence, have 
learned to argue that the producer and not the consumer pays the tariff. 
In the days of the people’s ignorance on tariffs that was winked 
childish as it was. True, that dogma has been occasionally asserted, 
even on this floor, coupled with the sneering remark that want of 
knowledge caused men to disbelieve it, but to vary the phraseology of 
a gentleman on the other side [Mr. REED] that certain actions of this 
side of the House seemed to savor of hypocrisy,’’ it is proper to say 
such assertions seem to savor of arrogance, which usually exists in in- 
verse ratio to knowledge. 

I would like to have one of those gentlemen illustrate by crossing the 
Canadian line 2 feet and purchasing a barrel of salt for a dollar and a | 
half and start home with it, and as he put his foot on the line 50 cents | 
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Mr. Chairman, I have always been regarded 
in views and expression, but I must confess that 1 ce in 
keeping a tariff on salt produces a strain on bot 


use of which no human being can dispense with, and | eit { 3 


to mankind are different from articles of food even Its daily 

eral use is a prerequisite to health, and it isthe one element, so far 

our knowledge goes, by which the most substantial articles of food can 

be rescued from the all-pervading breath of decay Without it these 
| articles could not be tr: insported except for the short time that ice would 

preserve them, and that isexpensive. The great dairy industries, the 

whole meat, and the fishing industries, oieaii which gentlems so 


anxious for an international broil, would cease without the free use of 
this great boon of God’s benevolence. 


The agriculturists, when they prepare the winter supply o od fo 











mankind, would be powerless without it. No extended voy i 
be made, and commerce would dwindle into insignificance Phe low 
ing herds would add their wail. In every family the Divine blessing 
would be invoked upon unsavory and unhe althful meats, however 
| sumptuous or humble, that would be half eaten and unrelished 

The earth’s great reservoirs of water, from which all fou 
fed by the agency of the clouds, and to which all streams 
purification, would become stagnant, and animal life finally 
air we breathe is scarcely more important to life and health than is 
this element of salt. 

And to-day we find it under an embargo imposed b 1A I 
Congress, and the toiling millions denied the use of it except 
conditions. 

There are less than a million of people engaged in this indust Vd 
the owners not ten thousand, perhaps. And yet the fift 
ions are made to pay a royalty to these more than favored f 
privilege of putting into their bread that which God made necessa 
to human life and health and supplied with bountiful hand 

It would seem that when the Government granted excl 
ship of these great salt deposits to those who, ever alert, swoope 
upon them, it did enough in the way of discrimination in fav of ¢ 
few and against the many; but when that Government prey 
prisons and on the seas with armed vessels to run down 
carcerate all her citizens who dare to attempt to rocure a1 
God’s liberal ~a ty except upon burdensome condition 
as unauthorized by the laws of God and more reprehensible 
New York or Massachusetts or Pennsylvania or any othe 
mitted when they held people in slavery, and that 
Government does when it makes the attempt to pure 1 
salt a penal offense. 

On yesterday the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep], while speak- 
ing of free lumber, and in that connection dissentin y from t ion 
of scientists that the forests should be preserved to induc« 
said, as reported in the RECORD 

The truth of the matter is thatthe most of the things of this world ve bee 
provided by God for the happiness of human beings, and for human be gs to 
exploit—to increase the riches, the comfort and the happiness of the peo; f 
the world And when people proclaim that it is injurious to the world for hu 


reof, as nature provided they shou!d, they are 





man beings to reap the riches th 
doing something for a special purpose of wl 
1 


formed, they will be duly ashamed 


maintain that 


iich, when they become better in 
To which I assent, and I salt is one of those th ngs so 
prov ided and to be so used. 

But when gentlemen who have been fortunate enough to get exclu- 
sive control of the localities of the country where God has been most 
profuse in His blessings in providing this article of necessity for man- 
kind are asked to assent, as they are by this bill, that mankind should 


he free to procure where they can this article of salt, ‘* made for the 
happiness and es of the world’’—yea, an inevitable necessity of 
human health and life—they ‘resist it as an invasion of their sacred 


rights. Theysay by their actions, *‘ True, God has placed these deposits 


| upon the earth, but in our kee ping and the unannointed of the Lord 


may taste only upon condition that they pay tribute to the saints, and 
we intend to see to it that when the books are opened there shall be 
law to be held over the heads of 
the masses of the people, warning them that we hold a royalty upon 








their privilege to partake of this great life-preserving element.’ And 
right well are these gentlemen making their words good. 
Protectionists for protection’s sake are not satisfied with the liber 
plan adopted by the Creator of all good things in distributing over the 
world with bountiful hand and putting within reach of all His creat- 


ures this article of inevitable necessity. It looks too much like free 
trade. They want to help God and alter the plan 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire toconfine myself, in the first 
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place, to the apology which my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox 


has demanded. The members about me al! say that I demanded of | \" 


him the authority for his statement, and denied that he could give it. 
I so understood the matter myself. If I did make a direct denial ot 
what he said, I desire to apologize for it, since the gentleman has p: 
duced a petition from lowa-——— 

Mr. COX. Thirty-three petitions. 

Mr. BELDEN. Only one, as I understood. 

Mr. COX. Thirty-three. 

Mr. BELDEN. I heard only one read. 

Mr. COX. The petitions are from almost every State 
read them all. 

Mr. GROUT. Was there one from Vermont? 

Mr. COX. I think so. 

Mr. GROUT. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman, when he examines these variv 
petitions, will be utterly astounded. 

Mr. BELDEN. I asked the gentleman to show me one from New 
York. But if he has produced from the secrets of the committee-room 
a petition even from lowa he has accomplished what has not been a 


I could not 


complished before, and I desire tothank him. One of these petitions | 


has been made public. 

Mr. COX. I say there are thirty-three petitions, and I obtained 
only a small fragment of the number sent to the committee. 

Mr. BELDEN. Well, never mind; I have said all I desire to say 
on that question. 

Mr. COX. I desire only to bring out the truth, as I have a right 
do, for it is of record. 

Mr. BELDEN. Among other things, my colleague has produced th 
statement of a mugwump professor to show that the salt produced ii 
this country is not pure. In answer to that I desire to present here a 
number of tests made by the Government of the United States, all of 
them certifying that the Onondaga salt is better than the English salt 
the best imported salt having been furnished by Englishmen for test 
These tests are a sufficient answer to the statement of my colleague’ 
friend, the professor. 

The attached is the report upon the Government tests of salt to 
which I have referred: 

COMPARATIVE MERITS OF FOREIGN AND DOMEST 

Attempts having been made to depreciate the quality of American mantfact- 
ured salt, and especially to prejudice the minds of the friends of the protectiy 
policy against the purity and preservative properties of salt produced in t 
country, the salt manufacturers of Syracuse, in the State of New York, respx« 
fully submit for the consideration of members of Congress, in both branches, 
the following testimonials as to the merits of the article produced by t) 

It will be proper to observe here that the kind of salt referred to, ar 
used for packing purposes, is called the ‘‘Onondaga solar or coarse 
variety resembling Turk’s Island in appearance, and manufactured p 
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in the State of New York; but there is nothing to prevent the manufacture of | 
l 


this description at any of the salines in this country; or, under a suitable syste: 
of protection, to limit the amount to anything less than what is needed for cor 
sumption in the United States. 

The first testimonials in relation to this production are derived from the an 
nual report of the superintendent of the Onondaga Salt Springs, in the yea 
1856, as follows: 





[Extracts from said report.] 
REPORT OF GOVERNMENT TESTS. 
Results of certain trials of Onondaga solar salt and Turk’s Island salt, instituted 
by the General Government during the years 1851, 1852, 1853, and 1854. 

Complaint having been made to the President in 1851 that the regulations of 
the War Department in this respect unjustly discriminated against the char 
acter of the solar salt of the State of New York, an order was issued by Secre- 
tary Conrad, directing that 300 barrels of pork should be packed in New York 
with salt of both descriptions, in equal quantities, for the purpose of testing, by 
actual and thorough experiment, the comparative merits of the two kinds. 














| market, the even-numbered b 
| color of the pork. 


j 


agent of the Onondaga manufacturers, N. Randall, esq., was apprised of this or- 


der, and the pork was put upin his presence, in New York City, in November, 
1851. ‘The hogs were of the best quality, fattened in the river counties near the 
city; each hog was split in two, and one half packed with Onondaga and the 
other with Turk’s Island salt. The barrels were distinguished by numbers— 
those containing Onondaga salt receiving the odd number, and those with Turk’s 
Island the even number. 

Six barrels of this pork were sent toeach of the different military posts alor 
the seaboard and at the South and West,and in the year following a lot wa 
shipped to California, Instructions were given to the commanding officers o 
the several! posts to have two barrels of pork inspected in each of the three su 
ceeding years by a regularly organized board of survey, the results to be re- 
ported to the Department at Washington. 





ABSTRACT OF REPORTS. 
Trials made upon two barrels of pork (packed as above stated) at Fort Trum 
bull, Conn., August 24, 1552. 


No. 31. Onondaga salt: Color, the fat portionsof a clean, white color; the lean 
ofa clean, dark red. Hardness, the meat of both the fat and lean very hard 
and firm. Sweetness, very sweet and sound. Loss in boiling, 17} pound 
boiled one and one-half hours, weighed 13} pounds. Quality after boiling 
firm and hard, same color as before, and of good taste. Weight, 198} poun 

No. 32. Turk’s Island: Color, the fat portions of a clean, fine, white color; 
lean of a clear, bright red color. Hardness, No. 32 not as bard and firm as th 
of No. 31 Sweetness, very sweet and sound. Loss in boiling, 17) pounds; 
boiled as in No. 31, weighed 13} pounds. Quality after boiling, soft and liable 
to run, but had the same color, and the taste was good, Weight, 198} pounds, 

Conditions the same in both barrels, 

Trial at Fort Mifflin, Pa., August 24, 1852: Pork all quite firmand solid. No. 
56 was the whitest; No. 55 appeared to be the hardest. An offensive smell is- 
sued from No. 56 on opening the barrel, which was not the case in No. 55. 
Throughout No, 55 the meat was sweetest in smell. The piece boiled from No. 
55 was the sweetest and firmest, and apparently the best preserved, 

Trial at Fort Mouttrie, 8. C., August, 1852: The examiners sum up their ob- 
servations with the remark that ‘‘the board is of opinion that for immediate 
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lr Castle Ph y ( Augu 2 smel 
decidedly the sweetest and best flavored, that of ». 2 being st ig d rank 
rrial at Fortress Monroe, Va., August, 1852: The board concluded their ex 
amination by gay c Chere »p 5 te t 1 I 1c qualilies 
of the two barrels of pork t board not exp san led opinion 
to their comparative merits 
Prial at Key West, Fla., August, 1852: To the statement of the examiners is 
appended the following, by Capt Vogdes 
I ir with the board int) tbove report I I, addition, beg leave 
to state thatthe salt was much better ssolved in N ». 26 than in No, 25 rhe 
salt in No. 26 tasted strongly of the pork, whilst that of No. 25 seemed as pure 
as when it had en pat N was is d ately (August 24), No. 
the 10th of this month (September), Thes efer No for eating- 
! t No 
‘rial at Fort Adams, R. I., September, 1852: Major Sherman concludes his re- 
port th 
I he opinion of ihe board that at present time no essential difference 








> found to exist tween the two barrels of pork. They both appear to be 
good and sweet and of sufficient hardness,”’ ete. 

‘I have carefully 1ined the 
uncooked 1d [am 
rel marked No. 23 is preferable at 
reason of its more fine appearance and 


hole, and I should prefer for my own use the 


Colonel Gates adds a statement as follows: ex 








said barrels of pork and tasted some of each 
of opin 1 that the pork contains 
this time to that contained in No. 2 

yreeable taste, upon the 
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gust, 1852 The board is of opinion that 
th ood Re » it was boiled the board was 
of 1! No. 37 r boiling there was no 
« LW 
; Ss nber 7 > The board is of opinion 
1only good and very well preserved, so 
n his the best; in the hardness and color 
h the board at this time to decide 
Me August, 1853: ‘‘ Both pieces were found 
t ry g 1 ba LN was a little the hardest, a little the 
> st,anda ry r of both was the ne and pretty white. 
Trial at Fortr 1 August, | Col ankhead remarks: 
fhe orderly sergeants of the compan re hat they have used the entire 
contents of the two barrels (No. 8 l ve a decided pre ference to 
the pork in No. 81, being sweeter, m 38 loss on boiling, and less 
ffected after the barrels w¢ p d | ire tothe air. The pork in No. 
sted a slight taint yr kept ie lays before boil 
t New York, 29, 1853: Tl xatmination te lace in the 

the prin rs and pork dealers of the y. 

’ ol and 52 were opened in the presence of these gentlemen, and 
the results given were the un 1mous opinion No. 51, before boiling. Color: 
yellow on the surface, looking asifrusted; s¢raping the surface itshowed white 

nd clean, 
No. 5 bright and both id f 1g as if just packed. 
I t i firm, 
After 
} yellowish on the rface, white and clean within. Hard 
le it attribute that tothe hog being younger. Loss in b ng: 
6 pounds 8 ounces. Quality: very firm and sweet. Weight, 195 pounds, 
fat, white; lean } both bright; hardness: firm, but not 
< Loss in boiling unds Weight, 199 
irrels of each ki: ethen opened. The result in color was, 
it The barr ly numbered were uniformly ined yel- 





y ‘Is presented the pork white and clean. 
red barrels was invariably better cured, 

1 of the packers, that for sale in the New Y 
rrels would be preferred, because of the bet 
But for long shipments the preference would be given 
the uneven-numbered barrels, the pork being better cured. 

All other differences, except the two last named, were deemed by them due 
to the age and feeding of the hog. 

Trial at Fort Washington, N. H 
was superior to 76 in color 
lat Key West, Fla 

and so preferred by ther . 
Trial at Fort Mifflin, Pa., August, 1853 ‘On opening barrel No. 57 I found 
that about 6 or 8 inches of brine had leaked out, and that the pork was slightly 
rusted, Otherwise it was white, tolerably hard, and perfectly sweet. 

No, 58 was full of brine. The pork of quite a red color, rathersoft, and had an 
offensive odor. The salt had not penetrated or ‘struck in’ the pork, which is 
tainted and unfit for use.”’ 

Trial at Fort Trumbull, Conn., August, 1853.—"‘No. 34, after boiling, had 
flavor decidedly rusty; No. 33 not perf y sweet, but much superior to 34,’ 

Trial fort Vancouver, W.T., At 1854.—‘** The board is of opinion that 
pork in bar Yo. 6Lis better preserved in every respect than that in No. 62.”’ 

al at Fort Reading, Cal., August 30, 1854.—‘* The flavor of No. 73 was better 
and more agreeable than No. 7f, although No.74 was not quite so salt. Both 73 

ity, he preponderance in favor of 
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Ne At a previous trial, same post, in Fe 1ary, the report says: “From 
the N 
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—‘* Altogether the pork in 75 
’ and fewer pieces rusty.”’ 
ork in No, 27 much superiorto No. 


































bove experiments and tests, the board of the opinion that No. 7lisa 

superior quality of pork, losing less in weight and generating less thirst—two 
ete. 

Aug 24, 1854,.—‘' No. 29. Hardness: Firmer than 





usual contract pork; fatandlean; no appearance of separaticn. Color: A little 
redder than usual contract pork; very healthy appearance; fat very white. 


Sweetness: Sweeter than the usual contract pork; no offensive smell on open- 
T ’ 







ing barrel. Loss in boiling: 20 pounds reduced toll}. Quality after boiling: 
lirm, sweet, of a good color, much more acceptable to the men than the usual 
contract pork; by the men considered the best pork they have ever had at this 

post.” 
No. 30. Hardness: Rather soft. Color: Bright red; unhealthy; very offen- 
sive smell when barrel was opened. Sweetness: Sour before and after boiling. 
s in boiling: 20 pounds reduced to 7}. Qua y after boiling: Soft. sour, 






greenish, and lean inclined to separate; not good pork; the fat had separated 
from the lean in the b 1; salt well dissolved, 

Trial at Fort Moultrie, S. C., August 24, 1854: “‘In regard to the color of the 
pork, the board is of the opinion that the pork in barrel marked % is superior, 
it having apparently changed its color but slightly since it was packed, whilst 
that in barrel No. 96 was changed to a dingy yellow. As to hardness, that in 
barrel No. % is superior, being quite hard, while that in 96 has become some- 
what soft. As to sweetness, 95 is superior.” Same after boiling. 


Mr, Chairman, the production of salt in New York State at present 
approximates 10,000,000 bushels or 2,000,000 barrels annually. In 
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decline than it has done since. And yet from that time to now it 


has been quite in proportion to that period as far as the decline is con- 
cerned, if you figure up the difference in the price of gold. 


I assure you that there are no farmers in my district who are com- | 
plaining of the price ofsalt. They are very far from asking that theduty 


beremoved. They make nosuch demand, nor do they deem it necessary. 
To my mind the only difference it would make would be, as my col 
league from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] stated, that it was simply giv- 
ing the British manufacturer power to ship his salt at a little lower 
cost to himself and a little farther into the interior of ourcountry. It 
would not reduce the price a particle, because the competition here in 
our own markets would keep the price up, and, if possible, it would 
add to it. Besides, it is not unreasonable to suppose that the time will 
come when that industry will be establisbed in the South. When it 
is, when that industry is on a proper footing in the South, it will tend 
to obliterate imported salt, and they will have it cheaper. They can 
not now have it as cheap, because the question of freight enters largely 
into it. The freight on salt from the mines where it is produced to 
the Southern States is necessarily large, because the distance is great; 
but if this industry was inaugurated in the South that would be over- 
come, because the freight would be saved. 

‘They must remember also, Mr. Chairman, the fact that the cheaper 
salt from England pays scarcely any freight. As a rule it is shipped 
to this country as ballast. Steam-ships arriving on our Southern coasts 
use as a rule nothing but salt as ballast, and they take it for almost 
nothing, as our vessels on the Atlantic coast take wheat for nothing, or 
very little, as they have done in the past (when they have arrived in 
this country with a load of immigrants), as areturn ballast. In the 
same way these vessels bring the salt from Liverpool as ballast. This 
necessarily makes it very much cheaper, and gives these shippers a bet- 
ter opportunity to send the salt into the interior than if they paid the 
freight on it to our Southern coast. The vessels take back rosin, cot- 
ton, and other Southern products; but necessarily they must have bal- 
last when they come over, and they would rather bring it for nothing 
than load some other material which would not be as convenient. 

Now, as to the use of salt with reference to the dairy products and 
forthe farmers. I say that so far as the farmers are concerned they have 
no preference for foreign salt. There was atime, twenty or twenty-five 
years ago, when they thought that the English salt was better than the 
domestic. That idea prevailed as against Michigan and in favor of 
New York salt to acertain extent. But both ideas have been outlived, 
by the product of the Michigan salt coming up to and competing with 
the Onondaga salt, and so now you can not sell a barrel of either prod- 
uct for more than the other. They sell on one basis and for the same 
price, one price regulating the whole, while foreign salt is almost en- 
tirely driven out. This is especially true with reference to salt used 
for packing meats. There is not a farmer now who packs his meat—and 
that is done of course in the winter season—who buys foreign salt as a 
choice, or thinks it is better for his purposes than the domestic salt. It 
is true that some prefer foreign salt for packing butter, but that is a 
different condition. They think it produces better results, 

[ Ifere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr, Chairman, on the 9th day of May the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] made quite an elaborate speech on the 
tariff, and he evinced a great deal of zeal in his argument. I remem- 
ber how he raised his hand and how tremulously it vibrated in response 
to the aroused emotions within him. I remember how from his lips 
fell words with rhetorical fluency, and I almost saw the effusion from 
his eyes of lachrymose globules laden with salt as he dealt with the 
subject. And I heard his peroration, which charged nearly all the ills 
of taxation to theduty on salt. I said to myself, ‘‘Can these things be 
and overeome us like a summer cloud without our special wonder?’’ I 
was induced by this argument of the gentleman from Mississippi to 
make a somewhat extended examination of this subject, and I found 
by his own figures that the entire duties on salt paid to the Govern- 
ment in the year 1887 were about $670,000. Supposing the entire 
duty to have been paid by the consumers of the country, which I em- 
phatically deny, it would make but about 1,; cents per capita. 

Upon a further examination of the subject I ascertained that there 
were consumed in this country about 10,000,000 barrels of salt, and 
that the entire product imported into the country amounted to about 
one thirty-fifth of our consumption. When I ascertained that such a 
small proportion of the quantity consumed was imported, I felt that 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] should not have laid so 
much stress upon that point, and that the consumers of the country 
were not in need of so much sympathy as he had expressed for them in 
his speech. But when I found, on the other hand, not one word in the 
gentleman’s speech with reference to making sugar free, I said to my- 
self, ‘‘ This is a very strange situation indeed.’? An examination of 
the sugar statistics discloses the fact that at the outside not more than 
one-sixth of the sugar consumed in the country is produced here, and 
therefore at a low calculation five-sixths is imported. 

A MEMBER. We produce only one-eleventh of what we use. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, calculations vary and I want to give the en- 
tire benefit of the doubt to the home production. [Laughter.] But, 
Mr. Chairman, when I looked into the statistics and ascertained that 
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the duties paid on sugar amounted to almost $60,000,000 annually—a 
| dollar per capita for every man, woman, and child in the country—I 
| then said, ‘* How can it be that a gentleman with so large a heart and 
such a large fund of emotion as the gentleman from Mississippi can so 
deprecate the duty on salt, amounting in the aggregate to $670,000 a 
| year, and at the same time vote for a tariff bill which leaves a duty 

on sugar amounting to between forty and fifty million dollarsa year? ”’ 

Mr. GROUT. Fifty-eight millions. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is fifty-eight millions now; but the Mills bill will 
probably reduce it to between forty-five and fifty millions. I do not 
know exactly what the reduction will be. 

Mr. WALKER. Twelve milliuns. 

Mr. BAYNE. Salt is produced in many parts of the North, and 
very little in the South. Sugar is produced scarcely anywhere in the 
North, and what is produced in this country chiefly comes from the 
South. Ican not help coming to the conclusion that this bill is sec- 
tional throughout. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] has raked up the musty records of the past in his attempt to 
discover some inconsistency on the part of the Representatives from 
Kansas. Like his party, he is always behind the procession. I ask 
him to wake up from his Rip VanWinkle sleep of five years ago and 
listen to the voice of the Kansas of to-day. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
a resolution which was adopted by a convention held in one of the larg- 
est counties in my district one week ago to-day, a resolution which 
speaks the voice of Kansas in this year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-eight. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sixth, We look with pride upon the tariff laws of our country which have 
made us the greatest nation on earth, which has furnished us an industrial sys- 
tem that pays better wages to labor than is paid any where else, which furnishesa 
better market for the product of the farms, the forest and the mines, and which to- 
day are the foundation ofso much prosperity and happiness, and we demand such 
just protective laws as shall insure to our whole people acontinuance of a stable 
and settled financial condition, and we indorse the able efforts of the Hon. 8S. R. 
| ’rerers, who is laboring so manfully in behalf of the people to prevent the ma- 
jority of the present Congress from opening the doors of commerce and forcing 
| our laborers to compete with the poorly paid labor of Europe. 

{ Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, thatissomething fresh. [Laughter. ] 
That was adopted, as I have said, only a week ago, in a county that has 
now 35,000 people, while in 1883 it did not have half that number. 
That fact and this resolution show the condition and the sentiment of 
the Kansas of to-day as compared with the Kansas of 1883. When I 
was on the floor awhile ago I stated that I desired to speak on this 
salt question from the farmer’s standpoint. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri talked about lumber, but this has nothing to do with the lumber 
question. We are discussing salt now, and having spoken about salt 
from the farmer’s point of view, I wish to say a word about it in its 
relation to labor. 

Six counties in my district have discovered salt within their terri- 
tory, and that discovery means to the farming population of those six 
counties an addition to values of $1,200,000 if the tariff law, as it is 
now upon the statute-book, remains unchanged. But, Mr. Chairman, 
it means not only this advantage to the farmersof Kansas, but it means 
a corresponding advantage to the laboring men of that State. Gentle- 
men on the other side say that the laboring men of Kansas are not in 
favor of protection. I deny it. I deny it in view of the facts that 
have been presented in the past. 

In the Seventh district of Kansas, from which I come, in the elec- 
tions for the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses the main issue before 
the people was the question of protection, and the member who stands 
upon this floor to represent that district came to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress by a plurality of 10,000, and came to the Fiftieth Congress by a 
like plurality. Now, what is to be the effect of this proposed change 
upon the laboring men of Kansas? If this industry is developed in 
Kansas, as we believe it will be under the present law, it will give em- 
ployment to thousands of men in that State. There is no assurance of 
this employment, except assertion and prophecy, if salt is placed on the 
free-list. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to supplement 
the remarks which I made yesterday in favor of free wood by a few 
remarks to-day in favor of freesalt. On yesterday I attempted to main- 
tain that in the position which I took in reference to the duty on lum- 
ber I was strictly within the line of the Republican party as its senti- 
ments have been promulgated by its latest official utterances in State 
and national platforms. That position is this, though in this House it 
has been sneered at: a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. 
And, sir, there can be no doubt, in my humble judgment, that that is 
the correct position when we take into consideration two primary facts: 
first, the constitutional limitation that you shall not raise more revenue 
by import duties than the needs of the Government demand; and, sec- 
ond, that this bill under consideration, or any other bill that can be 
conceived of, will raise such an amount of revenue as will give more 
than the needed protection to American industries. In saying this I 
am backed up by so high an authority in this protection procession as 
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is the distinguished ator n ¢ Mr. 8 { 
Pp pyle utterances, declared t 1e Wit OL 1 < i ‘ 
vise a tariff that would yield $1 000 g ‘ 
4 amply protecting our domestic industries And yet, si 
to-day we find an almost unbroken front on the part of Re 
on the Republican side, not simply opposing in detail, but 
é t i ; 
: a whole, and without offering any substitute for it, 
should | 1e a law, will raise $40,000,000 more revenue p¢ L | Sequel 
: than the highest financial authority in this country, a t R salt vi od 
' lican authority, has said would be needed in order to g t 1 t dvanced ; I 
t protection to American industries o | - 
Mr. ROWEL What is the difference between thi th <ed hin hether t M 
and now ? disposed ¢ 1537 ba t, « y « 
: Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know, and I do not it to 4 und ; 
; whatever the differegce may be, it is a difference in favor « i tated that« t t 
reduction of import duties. Weare told by the Secretary « iy of Michigan could 1 taken 
ury that the import duties for this year will be $228,000 nd I | foreign 
undertake to say that the Mills bill, notwithstanding th and So that iment I1 t, J 
the senseless and groundless hue and cry, that goes up fro 
of the House aboutits being a free-trade sure—lI say \ p t 
bill will raise, in all human probability, $180,000,000 of revenu Th educe the price ult o1 
Republican party was standing not only on the constitutional ground, but | ducer of sa n 3 pl 
in the interest of protection, when it made the declaration that it w ’ He wil t matter ent 
in favor of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection; but in these | can charge just what he pleas 
days of progressiveness and broad, enlightened statesmanship, when so One ¥ furtl My othe Mr. 1 
many Pauls on the way to Tarsus have see ght and s reiterated severa t t 
i by the wayside, we have gone on until we have now reached such a | from Maine [Mr. | »], myse d other get n 
stage of development of financial ingenuity that some gentlem« r | free salt There is but ons to that 
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i exclude foreign competition by a tariff, and then, bya trust, crush o exportation ther { 
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‘*trust’’ in the State of Iowa, which he has presided over for two terms | salt Che vi to which the gentleman alluds« 
with great ability, when he knew that the last Legislature of that Stat but simply to allow a rebat 
in consequence of the agitation of the existence of these commercial bait, et for ex} 
monsters known as ‘‘trusts,’’ and especially the Green Bay lumbh« Mr. DOCKERYS 
trust,’’ enacted a law upon this subject based upon the ve fact « t t vas ,' 
the presence of this monster, the ‘‘ trust,’’ and that “‘trust’’ the Green Mr. BURROWS [do1 rem 
Bay lumber “‘ trust.’’ ! cous 
‘ { Here the hammer fell. ] ol igar 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Let the time occupied by the gentleman be cha | ler 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa Now, if it be true that f mm comp | 
tition can be excluded by impost duties and domestic « etition | ing the re 
crushed out by ‘‘ trust’’ combinations, and yet prices not ised, 1 rhe CHAIRMAN I 1M M 
undertake to say, in view of the stupendous power of the combinat ent 
in whose hands this matter rests, we have demonstrated t fact that Mr. HOOKE! I it 
we have kind, gracious, and indulgent masters; for it 1 by t Mr. ¢ ( ' 
volition that we enjoy this exemption from high p1 vi t M 
this tremendous power in their hands; and the Americ eople who oat \ t Stat 
consume the various commodities which these combina s contri mo 
ought to make their politest bow to the manufacturers ! bhe n | ro alt in the Ch 
this country, who, having in their hands the sole power <ing pri expens s 
at their pleasure, condescend graciously and kindly to fu 
modities in which they deal at only a reasonable comp: In cle ‘ it ( 
the name of those consumers, so far as I can, I now m¢ 
thank their representatives and attorneys on this floo si] River, t 
Why, sir, the last Republican administration declared in favor of a | J 
reduction of the tariff. Chester A. Arthur, the latest and, I may say 
with truth, the best of the long line of Republican Presidents in this { the S 
country, and one who socommended himself to th people that through i » | I l 
i out the length and breadth of the land they approved his ad tra- | compelled not only to ] ghts pro ' 7 Tae ¢ 
tion, recommended a revision of the tariff and a reduction of the viding this | vad. but the ere ) to 
nue. He said: tain tity « lt per da 
Such tariff reductions may seem advisable when the results of | n l { 1a ‘ 
laws and commercial treaties shall have shown in it gq a gf in compet ) Ww gy 
tions may be most advantageously made eountrv from Liverpo 
The ‘‘ recent revenue laws’’ to which he referred were t lade The owners of t I 
under the report of the Tariff Commission in 1882; and the result ‘was | One of them vw ite to t 
that more revenue was raised under them than President Arthur him which indorsed the now unde erat {< 
self had contemplated, and hence arose more need than he had contem- | plause on the Di 
plated for a reduction of the revenues. consenting to per 
{Here the hammer fell. ] plat 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, there are only two matters to which I would | orry to y in t} H 
I wish to call attention. In my opening remarks I maintained that if | the effect of doing y to any one of 
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‘ WuiittnG], who is specially familiar with this industry and whose | di 1 the revenue \ i t ] 
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The sucé ful production of sugar, which is one of the great interests 
of that State, and having great possibilities in other States, could not 
bear any diminution of the protection given to it under existing laws. 
While that is our belief, still we come here believing it to be our 
duty to bear our part in the sacrifice required by tariff reduction if no 
better and more practical plan ild be devised. 

The reduction on sugar } ed by this bill will amount to about 
$12,000,000, a sum amounting to more than one-half of the total re 
duction on articles left on the dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN, Ti itleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

° Th re wa ho object On. : ‘ , 
r. GAY. Now we have here coming from the 
other side in favor of a greater re ri I believe there 
not a patriotic citizen in the United States who is not willing to forego 
mething in supportof ourGovernment. The tariff on sugar amounts 
to some fifty-eight millions of dollars. It is a tax which goes into the 
pocket of the Government with the exception of about 9 per cent. of 
it In other words, Ot ¢ ts out of every dollar collected on sugar go | 


into the pocket of the Government of the United States. 

rhe people who pay these taxes are the people of the United States 
and when it is collected it is put back into their own pockets, for the 
Government is the mere representative of the people. A revenue must 
be raised, and if not from sugar it will be raised in some other more 
burthensome form. It is an economical tax, for the people get the full 
value of their money. They never got sugar of eq us il quality at a price 
as low as they now get it. In 1864 sugar sold at 23 cents a pound. 


not owin g to the depreciation of the currency ‘ 


Jt NE 5, 


that small portion which is derived by planters of Louisiana goes still 


into their pockets—into the pockets of the entire United States, who 
upply us machinery and stock, implements, provisions, and supplies, 








| of which we must buy, and not only give them the revenues we re- 
ceive, but we give them ninety-nine one hundredths of the entire crop 
for their products, which we need in exchange for ours. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chais I shall not probably occupy the 


t I wish to add afew wordsto what 
has been said in this connection I have been somewhat amused to 
hear my friends on the other side, and especially the gentleman from 
Minnesota, make what I re ole as certainly a very Quixotic onslaught 
upon the ‘‘trusts’’ in this country. Now I will say to him and to 


floor for the entire five minutes, bu 








\ 
every gentleman on the other side of the House that they will not find 
uny man on this side of the House or elsewhere wo will join with them 
more readily and earnestly in combating against what they call ‘‘ ras- 
cally trusts’’ that hold back production to raise the prices of commod- 
ities than I wil! do, and I believe that this side of the House will sustain 
me in doing it. WI ntlemen stand up here, then, to discuss the 
salt question and the lumber question and h . thousand other ques- 
tions, and from the ginning to the end inveigh against trusts, as if 
they are the sole question at issue, I desire to know who it is on the 
floor of this House, on this side of the House, that is in favor of trusts 


or who are the champions of trusts? If there isanybody who occupies 
that position on this side I am ignorant of the fact 
Mr. RAYNER. I will answerthe gentleman. Will 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes. Who is it? 
Mr. RAYNER. Let mesay tothe gentleman that the leader of you 


he permit me? 


| party on that side of the House has declared here in a speech in this 
Mr.GEAR. lLetmeask my friend from Louisiana whether that was 


_GAY. Let me say in answer to the ge ntleman that I only wish | 
we oo that same currency-back again, we would have greater pros- | 
perity. 

Mr. GEAR. But was not that the fact, that it was owing to the de- 


preci ition of that currency 

Mr. GAY. The currency at the time I refer to would have given a 

value of 15 cents for sugar. The articlewent down from 23 cents 

to 18, to 15, to 12, and to 10 c« sa pound, and is now selling at 3} to 6. 

Mr. GEAR. I bought sugar from the gentleman for 3} cents a 
pound before the war 

Mr. GAY. I never’sold any good sugar so cheap as that 

Mr. GEAR. Yes, and I never dealt with a more honest man. I 
always received 16 ounces to the pound. 


Mr. GAY. I thank the gentleman for the compliment. I always 
take pleasure in meeting my old customers, whether in this House or 
elsewhere. The gentleman speaks of having bought sugar at 3} cents 


a pound. Let me say that among his people to-day such sugar would 
not be consumed, 

Mr. GEAR. Merely because under the present arrangement of the 
tariff you can not import it. Not 1 percent. of that character of sugar 
is imported into this country. 

Mr.GAY. But a better taste has been acquired by the people of the 
United States, and it has grown to such an extent that the white or 
refined sugar is taken in preference to the ordinary brown. In fact, it 
is almost exclusively used. LI admit that there are localities where 
brown sugar would be preferred, because there are relics of barbarism 
still prevailing all over the country. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEAR. That is true 

Mr. GAY. The tendency is for the finer grades or refined sugar, 
and the gentleman could not at the time he speaks of have bought a 
pound of refined sugar for less than 124 to 14 cents. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon; a great deal less than that. 

Mr. GAY. I may be mistaken, but it happened that I was quite a 
large dealer, and I never knew of any one to sell it for less than 12} 
cents before the wat 

Mr.GEAR. I can produce receipts from William H. Belcher & Co. 
howing where this sugar was sold at 6} cents for white ‘‘A’’ sugar. 

Mr. GAY. Oh, well, that must have been a kind of bastard sugar. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. GEAR. It is the samc 
isiana plantation. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, the bonus that is paid as a duty on man- 
ufactured products in many parts of the country goes into the pockets 
of the manufacturers, but in the case of the duty upon sugar it is paid 
to no corporations. They are paying it to the people who produce the 
sugar, and to no accumulations of wealth, for there never was a more 


ind the gentleman produces on his Lou- 





enterpris nd at the same timea more impoverished set of men than 
the average of those who are engaged in the sugar business in Louisi- 


| Here the hammer fell. ] 

ir. GEAR. Lask that the gentleman from Louisiana may be per- 
mitted to proceed for a few minutes lor 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. GAY, That tax is paid by the people of the United States, as 
has been suggested, but it is a tax that goes into the pockets of the 
people, because they are the Government of the United States; and 

















House that he is in favor of that system that leads to monopoly, on the 
ground that monopolies lower prices of commodities to the people. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And I tell the gentleman th: it I am satistied he 
is mistaken, and that the gentleman has not declared anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, he will tell youso. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well, perhaps so. But I will wait at all 
events until he does before I can give my consent to any such proposi- 
tion. 

Now my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], who is always genial : 
well as ingenious, desired to know why the fishing industry should have 
a rebate of duty bs salt, while there may be a duty on salt that goes 
into the dairy products. I can speak upon this subject without any 
allegation of personal interests, because there is no salt produced in 
my district, while I have a good many dairy products, and if I had any 
personal interests in defending either one or the other it would he the 

uirymen and not the salt-men. Butitisto be said in favor of the fish- 
erman that in the first place he is obliged to buy foreign salt, and that 
arises from the very necessities of the case. He lives away up uponour 
Eastern coast, and the salt which he uses comes principally from Turk’s 
Island, where salt is produced, and the cost of transportation is but a 
small item of addition to the cost, whereas the salt that finds its way 
from Michigan over the railroads is compelled to pay heavy freights, 
and if you place everso high a duty upon it you protect nobody. You 
simply take out of the pockets of those people the amount of the tax 
that you put upon it, for they have got to buy salt on the coast, and can 


} 





| not afford to pay the freight over the railroads. 


Mr. Chairman, it was the policy of our forefathers from the very be- 
ginning of this Government to protect the fishing industries of the coun- 
try. They, the wise men of that generation, looked upon it as an 
industry of great national importance. They gavea bounty to the fish 
ermen of $4 a ton, which bounty continued from near the very begin- 
ning of the Government down to 1866, When it was repe aled. Why 
was it given? Because they looked upon the fishermen as the hardiest 
seamen upon the sea; out in the wane Lewy. with no place to shelter 
their small craft except, as the sailors say, to go into ‘‘ foresail harbor,’’ 
outside of the banks where the waves ant flee ry character of wind would 
beat them around all night long. They looked upon them as the best 
sailors and looked upon this fishing fleet as the best nursery for a na- 
tional navy. And, Mr. Chairman, they are the best to-day. Do not 
gentlemen know that on our ships that go foreign there are compar- 


| atively few native sailors to be found, for they are generally manned 





by foreigners? But when you want men to man your Navy, here are 
the men in these fishing industries, controlled by patriotic impulses, 
who go forth upon the water and fight for their own flag; and you have 
amongst these hardy New England fishermen the very best class of 
sailors that ever has been known in contests on the sea since we have 
had a Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. C ities I had not attached much importance 
to the speech which I had the honor to make the other day to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House upon the tariff question, nor had I prided 
myself much upon the illustration which I gave enforcing my argument 
in regard to the tariff; but since I find that it produced such an effect 
upon the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, I mightsay the hon- 
orable and flinty-hearted gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], 
who, with sugar in his coffee and his tea, feels no sort of compassion 
for the man who has no salt with which to cook every meal that he sits 
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which it can reach the markets of the world. If disaster has attended 
the efforts to operate the mines, itis in consequence of the high freights 
on the railroad and the high rent which the lessees of the mine pay 
for its use rather ihan the effect of foreign competition 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Do the British merchants who ship their 
salt her 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MILLS. As no other gentleman seems desirous of discussing 
this question, I call for a vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] to strike out the pending para- 
graph. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Before that question is taken, I desire to offer 
an amendment to perfect the paragraph. I move to amend by adding, 
at the end of line 29, the words ‘‘and when imported for dairy pur- 


post 3.’ 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
I 


go 
1g 


he question then recurred on the motion of Mr. GROSVENOR to | 


strike out the pending paragraph, as follows: 
Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, or in bulk, when imported 


b 


from any country which does not charge an import duty upon salt exported 
from the United States 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. GROSVENOR was re- 
jected; there being—ayes 46, noes 86. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move toamend by striking out, in lines 26 and 
27, the words ‘‘or in bulk’’ and inserting ‘‘ known as dairy or table 


salt;’’? so that this paragraph will then read: 
Salt in bags, sacks, barrels,or other packages, known as dairy or table salt, 
when imported from any country which does not charge an import duty upon 


salt exported from the United States 

The effect of this amendment is simply to omit from the free-list all 
coarse salt— salt in bulk. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote. 

Che amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to amend by inserting after line 29 the fol- 
lowing: 

Rice, cleaned or uncleaned, 

The CHAIRMAN. This is notan amendment of the pending clause, 
but a new proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is a new proposition to come in after line 29. 

I will say but a word upon this proposition. Rice is a necessary 


of life, and is used all over the country. ‘The domestic production of 


this article is very limited. If it is proper that the people of the coun- 
try should have free salt, it seems to me equally proper that they should 
have free rice. Weuse annually 280,000,0U0 pounds of rice. The rate 
of duty imposed upon this article at present is over 100 per cent., and 
the rate proposed in this bill as amended is about 76 per cent., as I 
understand. This is a very high rate of duty for a necessary of life. 

Rice is consumed in every family; itis on every man’s table; it is a 
most nutritious article of food; and in view of the fact that the home pro- 
duction of this article is so limited, itseems to me the consumers of the 
country should not be compelled to pay a tax upon an article which we 
can not produce in suflicient quantitytosupplythe home market. Hence 
I submit that a very fair way of treating the American people, a very 
proper way of improving this bill, and a very good way of reducing the 
surplus, would be to put rice on the free-list. I hope that our friends 
on the other side who are soanxious to supply the necessaries of life to 
the consumers of the country cheaply will support this proposition. 

Mr. ATKINSON, Can my colleague [Mr. BAYNE] inform us 
whether there is any ‘‘ trust’’ in connection with rice? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe there is a ‘*‘ trust’’ in rice; I am told there 
is. [Laughter. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 34, noes 83, 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Flax straw 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to move to strike out, and am 
willing it shall apply to the four lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk 
will report the lines referred to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am requested by gentlemen who wish 
to discuss the question to confine the motion to the first line, to flax 
straw, the revenue paid on which is $1.18. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for the reading of the four lines, so they may 
be under consideration at the same time. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. It is the understanding we can move an amend- 
ment to either one of the lines? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, any of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Flax straw, 

Fiax, not hackled or dressed, 

Flax, hackled, known as dressed line. 

low of flax, or hemp, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the first line and 
will yield to the gentleman from Texas now to move that the Commit- 
tee rise. ~ 

The motion was agreed to, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 8 


} 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 


of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 








H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the lawsin relation to the 
collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent in the follow- 
ing cases: 
To Mr. D1IsBLE, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
int business, 


BIRMINGHAM, SELMA AND NEW ORLEANS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama. I move that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 8610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans 
Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee River in 
Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad 
Company, a corporation created and existing under the laws of Alabama, be, 
and is hereby, authorized to erect and maintain a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River, at such point. between Point Jackson and Demopolis as shall be selected 
by said railroad company for crossing said river with their railroad line, the 
said bridge to have a draw-span, so as not to interfere with the navigation of 
said river: Provided, That any bridge constructed under this act and according 
to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be known and recognized 
as a post-route, and the same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which 
also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States, or for through 
passengers or freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for 
their transportation over the railroads leading to the said bridge; and equal 
privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and tele- 
phone companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across 
said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

Sec, 2, That the plan and location of said bridge, with a detailed map of the 
river at the proposed site of the bridge ond near thereto, exhibiting the depths 
and currents, shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for his approval, and 
until he approves the plans and location of said bridge it shall not be built; but 
upon the approval of said plan by the Secretary of War the said company or 
corporation may proceed to the erection of said bridge in conformity with said 
approved plan, and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge dur- 
ing the progress of the work thereon, such change shall be subject likewise to 
the approval of the Secretary of War. And there shall be displayed on said 
bridge from sunset to sunrise such lights or other signals as may be prescribed 
by the Light-House Board, 

Src. 3. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at 
any time; and that ifatany time navigation of said river shall in any manner be 
obstructed or impaired by the said bridge, the Secretary of War shall have au- 
thority, and it shall be his duty, to require the said railroad company to alter 
and change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such manner as may be 
proper to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; and if upon 
rensonable notice to said railroad company to make such changes or improve- 
ments the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall have authority 
to make the same at the expense of said company, and all the rights conferred 
by this act shall be forfeited; and Congress shall have power to do any and all 
things necessary to secure the free navigation of the said river. 

Sec, 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years aud completed within 
four years from the date thereof, 


The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was read, as follows: 


The bill will be read subject to objec- 


Insertthe following as section 4: 

“Sec, 4, That allrailroad companies desiring the use ofsaid bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trams or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such 
use, shall l 








il to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties.” 

The report (by Mr. CRISP) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.9610) au- 
thorizing the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad Company to build 
. bridge across the Tombigbee River, in Alabama, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to report it back with an amendment and recom- 
mend its passage. 

The communications of the Secretary of War and of the Chief of Engincers on 
the subject are appended hereto. 

Wak DEPARTMENT, Washingion Cily, May 7, 1888. 

Sir: In reply to your request of the 27th ultimo for the views of this Depart- 
ment upon House bill 9610, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to authorize the Bir- 
mingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across 
the Tombigbee River, in Alabama, I have the honor to invite attention to the 
inclosed report of the 4th instant on the subject from the Acting Chief of En- 
gineers, expressing the opinion that the bill contains all necessary provisions 
for the security of navigation, which view is concurred in by this Department. 

Very respectfully, n 
Ss. V. BENET, 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Secretary of War. 

Hon. M. L. CLARDY, 

Chairman Comnvittec cn Commerce, House of Representatives. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1888. 

Str: I have the honor to return herewith (H. R. 9610) a bill “ to authorize the 

Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across 


| the Tombigbee River, in Alabama,’’ and to report that upon examination the 


bill contains all necessary provisions for the security of navigation, inasmuch 
as it provides ‘that the plan and location of said bridge * * * shall be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War for his approval, and until he approves the plans 
and location of said bridge it shall not be built."’ And also, “ that if at any time 
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There was no objection and the amendment was agre 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tin ly 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, moved to reconsider th« 





the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPAIRS TO UNITED rA S MINT. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask, by unanimous consent, to introduc 
making appropriation for the necessary repairs and alterati« t ( 
Jnited States mint building at Philadelphia, and move re¢ 
L t 1 tat } 1 PI ly | 

‘ 


to the Committee on Appri 

Mr. BLAND. That bill ought to go to the Committee on ¢ 
Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has nothing to do with Coinage, Weight nd 
Measures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks, from t 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is simply for repairs and increas« 
the Philadelphia mint. It has nothing to do with coinag 

Mr. BLAND. All such extensions of mint buildings belong to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the request. 

WINNEBAGO INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the House Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winnebago reservation 
in Nebraska, and to put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro temp 7 bil 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 



















Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nd he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to sell at public ss ufter giving due and ‘ rtiee 
by publication in such newspapers as he may select, the following-d ribed 
land, being a part of the reservation now occupied by the Winnebago tr 
Indians in the State of Nebraska, to wit: Lots 3 and 4, the south half « 
northeast quarter and the southeast quarter of section N 33 ts Nos. 5 and ¢ 
the south half of the northwest quarter and the sout! t 
No. 34, all in township No. 27 north, of range No. 6,east, I 
ian. 

Sec. 2. That the said land to be sold in such governmental divis sas tl 





Secretary of the Interior may determi: said sale to be for cas 
to the highest bidder, and the procee arising from such sale to be placed t 
the credit of the Winnebago tribe of Indians, and to be paid to t 


be sold, the mo 








} 


the first annuity is due after the said land sh 





sale of said land to be divided pro rata among the members of t tr 
vided, That in case any members of the tribe have taken all t i? 
the land described above, said allotments may be canceled by t Se 
the Interior, with the consent of the Indian or Indians who |! take . 





allotments, and said members of the tribe who thus,v iri juish 
allotment may select other land onthe reservation under the law i ha 
same allotted the same as if no selection had been made: / ed f 
That no sale of the above-described land shall be made unless the Winnel 
tribe of Indians shall give their assent thereto: Provided also, Th 
acquired by the Sioux City and Nebraska Railroad C ympany for ) 
for a line of railway and to lands for use and occupancy for station and 
purposes under an agreement made with the Winnebago Indians, beari ‘ 
April 17, 1880, approved by the Seer tary of the Interior on th 
1880, shall not be affected by this act 

The committee therefore recommend the following amendment 

At end of section 2 insert: 

“It is further provided, That at any time within three months after the sale of 
the unallotted lands as provided, any m« 
untarily relinquished their allotments on t 















vers of the tribe who have 1 
land described are authorized t 








make sale of their lands with the consent of their special agent, by transfer, and 
assigning their patents, and the purchaser shall pay into the hand of the agent 
of the Winnebago Indians in Nebraska, for the benefit of said tribe as heretof 


provided, the same price per acre as the average price paid for lands at the 
lic sale, and said members of the tribe may select lands on the reseryat 


same as if no selection had been made.”’ 





Also in line 5 of section 2, after the words ‘‘ Winnebago tribe of India dd 


‘ 


jhe words “in Nebrask 

Also in line 18 of section 2, after the word “Indians,” add s ‘ ls 
Nebraska,”’ 

The SPEA K ER pro te mpor 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the right to object until I hea ym 
thing about what this is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman having charge of t 
will explain how much land is to be sold, and the terms on wl! 
authorization is granted. 





L 


Mr. DORSEY. The Winnebago Indians signed a petition asking the 
privilege of disposing of one section of their land, 640 acres of land, 
in Nebraska. These Indians have taken their lands under allotments, 


and every adult member of the tribe signed that petition. Ithasbee1 


approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian 


Affairs, and has the unanimous report of the House committee. 


The bill will be read ect to ob- 


Is there objec ion to the present con- 
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The CHAIRMAN Is there objection ? 











T) vas no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that the reading of th 
Calendar will begin on page 62, the third bill from the top of the page. 
BENJAMIN CONTEL. 

Ir. DORSEY. Iask consent to go back on the preceding page and 
take up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to 
Ben wnin Contel. 

There was no objection. 

‘The bill was read, as follow 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin Conte], 
former drummer-boy in Company K, Sixth United States Infantry, serving 
in said company from April, 1832, until 1837, and participating in the Black 
Hawk W re-enli in same regiment in 1839 and serving until 1844; al 
served as private in Captain Morgan’s battalion, Missouri Volunteers, in Flori 
war ; who also served as captain Company F, Ninth Iowa Cavalry, from August, 
1863, until February, 1866; also served as a sergeant in Company H, Fourth Reg- 
iment United S es Infantr and that he be rated at $25 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 

r) soldier asks a pensions for long and faithful servic The following let 
t< yn the Secretary of War and Adjutant-General set forth fully the 

iO ‘ 

“War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, April 10, 18 


In response to your request of the 26th ultimo, I have the honor to 











trar ’ ‘ for the use of your committee, a letter of the 7th instant fron 
the A itant-General of the Army, containing the military history of Benjamin 
< late of Company H, Fourth United States Infantry. 
House bill 6302, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to grant said Con a pen 
which was transmitted with your letter, is herewith ret: 





Very respectfully, 
“WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT 
* Secretary oJ War 
* Hon. E. N. Morriy, 
Of Commiticeon Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives.’ 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
‘ Washington, April 7, 1888. 
I have the honor to transmit letter from Hon, E. N. Morrill, M. C., in- 


< H. , and requesting a full military history of the service of Ben- 
imin Contel, for the use of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

4 In reply to such request I have the honor to report that the records show 

t t Benjamin Contel, Company K, Sixth United States Infantry, transferred 

to Company D, same regiment, was enlisted March 1, 1832, and discharged March 

1, 1837, by expiration of term of service, a musician, 


! nin Contell, a musician, of Captain John Sconce’s Missouri Mounted 
Sp illed Morgan Spies), was enrolled November 3, 1837, and mustered out 
March 18, 1838 
i iumin Contal enlisted in Company D, Sixth United States Infantry, April 
id was dischaf®ed April 30, 1844, by expiration of term of service 
spt. Benjamin Contal, Company F, Ninth lowa Cavalry, was mustered in 
v company November 30, 1863, and mustered out with company February 3 





njamin Contal again enlisted April 20, 1867; was assis 
United States Infantry,and discharged April 3, 15 

No. 18, Department of the Platte, series of 1869, a first serg 
I am,sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


*R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 


rned to Company H, 
), per General Orders 
ant. 














rhe SECRETARY OF WAR 
Yo 1ittee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment 
striking out the words * twenty-five,’ in lines 16and17, and inserting the word 
ew Ve 


lhe amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
he bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNI( 


Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. LIask unanimous consent to go back 
three bills on that same page and take up the bill (H. R. 5284) increas- 
ing pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, widow of Alexander Schi 
melfennig, late brigadier-general and major-general by brevet, not for 
present consideration, but to ask that it be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that its consideration be fixed for the 20th of June 
under the same conditions precisely as the other increase bills which 
have heretofore been set for consideration on that day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the bill be read now and 
the report, and considered on its merits. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It will beread then and considered. 
Under the order of the House heretofore made the bills that are fixed 
for consideration are to be considered and are subject to amendment, 
with fifteen minutes debate on each side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, I shall not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection then, this bill will be re- 
ported to the House, with the same conditions which have been ap- 
plied to other bills set for consideration on the 20th of June. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 





WILLIAM H. H. BUCK. 


The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. Grout, was the bill (HB. R. 9347) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. H. Buck. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of William H. H. Buck, late pri- 
vate of Cémpany G, Firet Vermont Cavalry, and pay him a pension in accord- 
ance with the degree of disability actually existing by reason of chronic rheu- 
matism and resulting curvature of spine and varicose veins of leg. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





JUNE 8 


, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5313) 


nting an increase of pension to William H.H.Buck,have had the same 
ider consideration, and beg leave to submit the followiug report: 












William H.H. Buck served as private in Company G, First Vermont Cav- 

ry, from December 11, 1863, until September 13, 1865. In November, 1865, he 

plied for pension on account of chronic rheumatism and results. The claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the disabilities were not 

irgeable ta the service. The records of the War Department show treatment 
in service for measles, rheumatism, and dropsy. 


On March 3, 1879, Congress passed an act placing him on the pension-rolls at 
26 per month. Medical examinations show, however, a greater degree of disa- 
bility from the aforesaid causes, but as the rate of pension was fixed by the act, 
a higher rate of pension than that mentioned in the act could not be allowed 
by the Pension Office. In the Forty-ninth Congress a bill was introduced and 
it ne law August 3, 1886, increasing Buck’s pension to $12 per month, the 
te now received by him. Whyn “ater increase was asked then does not 
ppear, except from the statement of on. W. W. Groot, of this House, made 
to your committee, to the effect that the sum of $12 wasinserted in the bill under 
: misapprehension of the facts in the case. 

Ihe last medical examination of claimant was had on December 8,1881. The 
disability then existing from curvature of the spine and varicose or dropsical 
l ed as equivalent to loss of hand or foot. From the evi- 


ition of leg was ri 




















| dence filed with your committee, including photographs, it is evident that the 


| disability has not decreased since that date. 


| 


| the rheumatism as to make wal 


| 


| 


The bill under consideration proposes to inerease the pension to $30 per month, 

hich your committee, in the absence of any late medical examination, decline 
todo. But Congress having recognized the incurrence of pensioner’s disabili- 
ties in the service and line of duty, the committee areof opinion that he should 
be properly rated therefor, and therefore beg leave to submit a substitute bill 
which proposes to increase the pension in accordance with the finding of a medi- 
cal board, and ¢ it said substitute bill do pass. 


The substitute bill recommended by the committee was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 








LUCII B. VARNEY. 

Che next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 

asked by Mr. DINGLEY, was the bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pen- 
sion of Lucius B. Varney. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney, late a pri 
of Company E, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, to $0 per month 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

Lucius B. Varney served in Company E, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteers, 
from April 27, 1861, to July 19,1854. While in the service he contracted chroni 
rheumatism, and is now in receipt of pension at the rate of $51. 25 for said dise 











usec 
ind its results, 

Pensioner is unable to walk upright by reason ofanchylosis of spine from neck 
down; the toes on both feet are amputated because they were so drawn up by 
lh impossible. Right ankle is stiff; left foot 
foot drops forward. The knees are partial]; 
rr , and shoulders partially anchylosed. Be- 
sides, he is partially blind, al of rheumatism contracted in the servic 

A pension of $31.25 per month was granted him under the provisions of the 
act of June 8, 1872, because of his total or ne rly total helplessness, SO as to re- 
quire the regular aid and attendance of another person. Te applied for increase 
to $50 per month under the act of June 18, 1874, but this application was rejected 
because that act provided for a $0 pension in this class of cases only in which 
this total helplessness is shown to be permanent in character. 

Varney’s disabilities are permanent, but the helplessness resulting therefrom 

»uly exists when confined to his bed. Heis confined to his bed for months 

me, and at all times is a great sufferer. His condition is evidently worse 
than that of a person with both feet amputated and otherwise healthy, for 

Wom present pension laws provide a pension of $72. 

he bill asks for $50 a month, but $45 being the highest amount recommended 

n this class of cases by the committee, we beg leave to return the accompany- 

ing bill, and respectively ask that it pass, amended, however, by striking out 
the word *'fifty,”’ in line 6, and insert therein instead the words “ forty-five.”’ 
| The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 









i ankle paralyzed so that tl 
lhylosed ; hips stiff; 
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DANIEL D. CHASE. 

rhe next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. DINGLEY, was the bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel D. Chase. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the § ry of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
to place on the pension-roll, » the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel 
D. Chase, late of Company E, Thirtieth Maine Infantry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

A careful and thorough examination of the papers on file in this case lead your 
committee to the conclusion that it might properly have been allowed in the 
Pension Office. The plain facts are that soldier enlisted September 3, 1863, and 
| was discharged May 20, 1864, for paralysis of left arm. Recovering to a consid- 
| erable extent the use of his arm, he re-enlisted January 3, 1865, in the Ninth 
} Company Unassigned Maine Volunteers, where he remained, doing light duty, 
| until September of that year, 
|} Clsimant produces abundant evidence to show perfect soundness at enlist- 
ment. He also proves that immediately after going intocamp at Augusta, Me., 
| in fall of 1863, he was detailed to run on the cars between Augusta and Portland 
to see that soldiers riding on the cars had the required passes; and that on a 
certain day a drunken soldier, without a pass, resisted soldier’s attempt to re- 
move him from the car, and that in the scuffle which ensued elaimant’s left arm 
was considerably injured. It further appears that some months after soldier 
| had been to the front, the injured arm, which had troubled him more or less all 
| the time, became suddenly painful, and he practically lost the use of it, for 
which disability he wassoon after discharged. 





u 



























There seems to have been considerable difference of opinion among the offi- 
| cers of the Pension Bureau regarding this case. At one time it was approved 
| for admission, but was finally rejected on the ground that the origin of the dis- 
| ability was not incident to the service. This opinion seems to have been based 
upon the fact that soldier was treated for gonorrhea while in the service; but 
Dr. Hood, medical referee, in considering this said: “‘I do not think we can 
stand upon rejection on the ground that disability was due to gonorrhea; ”’ but 
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From this testimony and from the long service of the soldier, the obscure na- 
ture of his diseases, and his apparent poverty at the present time, your commit- 
tee are of the opinion that his claim is clearly one of merit, and that he is enti- 
tled to some recompense for the hardships endured, and therefore reeommend 
that the bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


ISAA M JOHNSON. 

‘The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. ENLOE, was the bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to 
Imaac M. Johnson. 

‘The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the rolls of the pension-list of the United States the name 
of Isaac M, Johnson, of Hardin County, Tennessee, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

It appears from the records of the War Department that claimant enlisted at 
Nashville, Tenn.,on the l5th day of October, 1863, as a private in Company B, 
Second Regiment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry. He wascaptured on Indian 
Creek, in the State of Tennessee, on the 17th day of May, 1864, and confined in 
rebel prison until the 26th day of November, 1864, when he was exchanged at 
Savannah, Ga. He reported at Camp Parole, Maryland, on the Ist day of De- 


cember, 1864, and on the 1ith day of that month he procured a furlough until 
the lith day of January, 1865, with instructions to report at Camp Chase, Ohio, 
and was mustered out of service at Nashville, Tenn., on the 12th day of April, 


1865, on individual roll, to date from the Ist day of December, 1864. 

The records of the Pension Office show that claimant reported at Nashville, 
Tenn., in the early part of April, 1865, for the purpose of joining his command, 
and there learned that it had been mustered out of service. He was ordered 
nto barracks, where be remained until his discharge, on the 12th day April, 1°, 
It appears that while confined in barracks he was exposed to small-pox, and that 
about four days after his discharge, and while on his way home, he was attacked 
with small-pox, and had aterrible siege of that dread malady, This disease left 
behind a number of angry ulcers on both fore-arms, which continued to dis- 
charge matter freely for a numberof years, and finally involved the bones form- 
ing the elbow-joints, causing caries and ultimate complete anchylosis of these 
articulations, thereby rendering both arms almost useless. 

W. Frank, private of the Fenth Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
and J, L. Hobbs, private of the Sixth Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
state 

Phat they know claimant, and were stationed at Nashville when he came 
there to be mustered out, in the spring of 1865, and that they know he was ex- 
posed to small-pox in the barracks.” 

Drs. L. B. Irwin and W. H. Seaman, practicing physicians in Hardin County, 
Tennessee, state- 

Phat they have known claimant since a short time after his discharge from 
the service, and that they at different times examined the sores on the arms of 
said Isaac M. Johnson, and that said sores were mattering and of avery painful 

«l of a serious nature. That from one of the sores there was taken a spicula 
of bone about 4 inches long. They further state that they are well satisfied that 
said sores resulted from small-pox, and that said sores are now of sucha nature 
as to prevent him from making a living by manual labor, and, further, that both 
elbow-joints are anchylosed.”’ 

Messrs. Northeut and Bundy, neighbors of claimant, and good reputable citi- 
zens, state: 

Chat claimant was attacked with small-pox while on his way home from 
the Army, which so affected both arms as to disable him from manual labor, 
and further, that he was a sound man at date of enlistment.” 

Dr. Asa Bed, United States examining surgeon at Purdy, McNairy County, 
Tennessee, made an official examination of claimant on the 26th day of April, 
S77, and states: 

I find the applicant suffering from complete stiffness of left elbow, the result 


ofan ulcer near the joint, which discharged for several years, finally a portion 
of bope came out and the ulcer healed, leaving the joint stiff. Heis also suffer- 
ing from a discharging ulcer onthe right arm near the elbow, with four dis- 
charging openings. The bones are both suffering from necrosis. This elbow- 
joint is also stiff. The disability of this arm is equivalent to its loss, and all the 
result of small-pox.” 

Claimant made application for pension, but it was rejected on the ground that 


he did not contract the disease in the line of duty. 

W hile it is true that claimant had been discharged from the service four days 
before the small-pox developed itself, it is nevertheless a fact that he had been 
exposed to small-pox while in barracks at Nashville, and while he was still in 
the service, 

Your committee, therefore, submit a favorable report, with the following 
amendments, and récommend the passage of the bill: 

‘Amend the title by inserting ‘‘ Isaac N. Johnson” in place of ‘‘ Isaac M. John- 
son,’’ and strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘* That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Isaac N. Johnson, late a private of Company B, 
Second Regiment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry.”’ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
House bill No. 10267. I have been here eight years and this is the first 
pension bill that I have had on this Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We are going on with the regular or- 
der so well that I think we had better adhere to that. 

Mr. STEELE. Iask unanimous consent to take up that bill for 
consideration. 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

GENERAL 8. W. PRICE. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 433) granting an 
increase of pension to General S. W. Price. 

Mr. HUNTER. I eall that bill up for consideration. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I suggest to the gentleman that this bill had bet- 
ter go over until the 20th of June. It is one of those special bills. 

Mr. CARUTH. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
object to its present consideration ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 
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Mr. HUNTER. On what ground'? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It is not necessary to take up any time of the zom- 
mittee by stating the ground. My position is well understood on that 
question. 

Mr. CARUTH. But I understood that this bill occupied a different 
plane from those objected to by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I met General Price and suggested to him that he 
speak to the gentleman who represented him here and have the bill go 


| over to be considered in a full House. I told him there would be no 


factious opposition to it if it was sent over for the consideration of the 
full House, and that is what I now ask. 

Mr.CARUTH. I haveno objéction to that arrangement being made 
if it is satisfactory to the committee. 

There was no objection, and the bill was postponed until the 20th 
of June, to be then considered under like conditions with other pen- 
sion bills assigned for that day. 

MARY DICKINSON, 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 

consideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York) was the bill (H. R. 8779) 


| granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary Dickin- 


| son, the daughter of Archibald Dickinson, late private of Company C, Eighth 


Regiment of New York Cavalry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $18 per month, through her legally-constituted guardian, 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, te whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson, have had the same under consid- 
eration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mary Dickinson is the daughter of Archibald Dickinson, who served in Com- 
pany C, Eighth Regiment New York Cavalry. He filed hisclaim for pension on 
account of chronic diarrhea and injury to left eye, and resulting loss of sight of 
same, March 19, 1880, and died from the effects of chronic diarrhea October 6, 
1882. His widow completed the invalid’s claim, and on February 21, 1888, a 
certificate was issued payable to her, but, as it appears, she died February 20, 
1888, leaving an only daughter, aged about forty years, who is demented and 
in needy circumstances, 

The Commissioner of Pensions, through the Secretary of the Interior, under 
the provisions of the joint resolution of May 29, 1830, has forwarded the papers 
in the case, including the report of the special examiner, to this committee, 
with the recommendation that the beneficiary named in the bill be placed on 
the pension-roll. 

It is believed to be necessary only to refer to the needy and unfortunate con- 
dition of the claimant by quoting the following statement made by the special 
examiner in January, 1888; 

**T find her (the widow) in a most pitablecondition. She isold and infirm, un- 
able to rise from her bed without assistance, with no one to render her regular 
aid. Her room was bare of furniture and vuid of heat. She has an idiotic 
daughter who is entirely helpless,and both women are confined to the same 
scanty bed in a cold room less than 8 feet square.” 

This daughter is now left without a relative, excepting a maimed sister, whose 
circumstances are but little better. 

Your committee concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and ask that the accompanying bill do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN R. STILES. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar, called up forcon- 
sideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York, was the bill (H. R. 8673) to 
increase the pension of John R. Stiles, late a member of Company G, 
One hundred and-forty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of John R, Stiles, of the city of Rochester, 
N. Y., late a private in Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers, upon the invalid pension-rolls and pay him at the rate 
of $50 per month, to date from the 4th day of August, 1886, in lieu of the pension 
now paid him under existing certificate numbered 50497, it appearing that said 
soldier was wounded at the siege of Petersburgh, Va., June 18, 1864, sustaining 
the loss ofthe upper 7 inches of the bone of his right arm next to the shoulder- 


joint, so that the resulting disability is greater than if the arm were amputated 
at the shoulder-joint. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

John R. Stiles is now a pensioner at the rate of $36 for gunshot wound of right 
arm. His application for increase has been rejected by the Pension Office, be- 
cause there isno provision of law under which a higher rate than that now re- 
ceived by him can be allowed, unless for loss, of arm. 

The last medical examination in the case by the Canandaigua, N. Y., board is 
as follows: 

We find in this case an utterly useless arm. There is a loss by resection of 
one-half of humerus in middle, anchylosis of elbow-joint, muscles of arm and 
fore-arm much atrophied, with entire inability to use or close the hand. His 
condition would be better were the arm removed at shoulder, for it is not only 
painful and entirely disabled, but is an absolute incumbrance. His disability is 
equivalent to entire loss of arm, and in our judgment he is entitled to the specific 
rating in such cases, 

At the first examination of the pensioner the examining surgeon declared the 
disability as equal to the loss of right arm, the arm hanging suspended by its 
muscular attachments, and gave it as his opinion that the subject must submit 
to its amputation. . 

The committee can readily agree with the board of surgeons as to the equity 
in the case, but realizing the inability of the Pension Office to grant relief, trust 
that Congress, as in similar cases, will grant that which the general law will 
not permit, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass amended, however. as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “Stiles’’ in the title of the bill; also strike out 
all after the word “of” in line 8, and insert therein instead the words “ forty- 
five dollars per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him.” 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pensicns 
was agreed to. 
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MARIE A. SALISBURY AND ALMIRA MORGAN. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
ideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York) was the bill (H. R. 469) grant- 
ing « pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Almira Morgan, only children 
of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolutionary Army. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





r enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the names of Marie A. Salis- | 
d Almira Morgan, only surviving daughters of Maj. Abner Morgan, of 
the st continental troops in the war of the Revolution; and to pay each of 
th t the rate of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act. 
The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: | 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 469) grant- 
g a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Almira Morgan, only children of j 





Morgan, of the Revolutionary Army, have considered the same, and 
vould report as follows: 
It is proposed in this bill to pay a pension of $12 per month to Marie A. Salis- | 
bury and Almira Morgan, as the surviving children of Maj. Abner Morgan. 
Major Morgan served as major of a regiment organized under resolution of 


the Commonwealth of Massachusetts for service in the Continental establish- | 
ment, and particularly in the Canada campaign of 1776. His service began | 
January 1, 1776, and continued for a period of eleven months and ten days. He | 
was pensioned from March 4, 1831, to November 6, 1837, when he died, at the | 
rate of $233.20 per year. } 


It nppears from evidence filed in support of this claim that Marie A. Salisbury 
a l about seventy years, and that Elmira Morgan isin her eighty-first year. | 
ih are destitute of any means of support, and Almira is supported at the ex- 


ense of Livingston County, New York. Mrs. Salisbury states under oath that 





turing the last vears of her father’s life she and her sister Almira took care of 





r father, and that the husband of deponent rendered him medica | 
ittendance. | 
The evidence on file in the Pension Office shows that during his last years | 
Major Morgan, who reached the age of about one hundred years, became of un- 
ound mind, and no doubt rendered his personal care constant and jaborious. 
His two surviving daughters appeal to the country which their father efliciently 
! 
| 


i 
I 
} 
‘ 
t 


served over one hundred years ago, at the beginning of its war for independ- 
ence 

Your committee consider the case one of unusual merit, and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

re being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
EMILY W. OGDEN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. LEHL- 

BACH) was the bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Og- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 





thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily W. Ogden, widow of Cor- 
nelius A. Ogden, late a major inthe United States Army, who died while in the 
service, in 1856, and to pay hera pension of $50 per month from : after the 





pass e of this act 


Che report (by Mr. BANKHW®AD) was read, as follows: 


Cornelius A. Ogden was a major in the United States Corps of Engineers, and 
rendered long and valuable services to the country. He was engaged under 


Colonel De Russy at Fort Morgan in 1822 and 1823, and afterwards was himself 

vimmand of the work. He was then engaged in the construction of the Na- 
tional road running through Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois. After compléting this 
work, he was again sent to complete the work at Fort Morgan, and remained 
there until 1817. He was then sent to Baltimore to construct a light-house at 
Sollers Point, and was there succeeded in the work by Robert E. Lee. In 1849, 
Major Ogden was sent to the Pacific coast on a commission to report on the con- 


truction of fortifications and establishment of navy-yards, and was finally sent 
to Boston in 1852 to construct the light-houses and to superintend all the public 
works in that vicinity. Here he died, on the 23d day of August, 1856, from dis- 
ease caused by overwork and exposure. Mrs. Ogden, at the time of his death, 
wa : such circumstances that it was not necessary for her to receive aid from 


the Government, and therefore she did not apply fora pension. After the death 
of her husband she again took up her residencein Mobile, Ala., and the results 
of the late war left her almost penniless. Since that time most of her relatives 
have died. After the war, compelled by her necessities, she made gpplication 
, which was rejected by the Pension Commissioner. In a letter to 





for pensio! 
General Humphreys declaring his decision, the Commissioner concluded as fol- 





i 
| 
} 
| 
lows 
‘The claim for pension of Emily W. Ogden, widow of Cornelius A. Ogden, 
major in Corps of Engineers, United States Army, who died August 23, 1856 
can not be allowed under the general laws, her husband having died of disease 
contracted in time of peace, She can only obtain relief by special act of Con- | 
} 
| 


lhe brother officers of the deceased major testified that he died of disease 


< icted-in the service caused by overwork and exposure. Mrs. Ogden is now 
far advanced in years and her health is very poor. Your committee is satisfied 
that had she made application immediately after the death of her husband she 
we i no doubt have received a pension. 

Your committee respectfully recommend that the bill do pass, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: In line 9 of the bill strike out the word “ fifty ” and insert 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was read, 


as follows: 


ne 9, strike out “50” and insert ‘‘30; * so as to make the rate of pension 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I think this is a case where the amendment re- 
ported by the committee ought not to be agreed to. The amount of 
pension originally proposed in the bill, $50 a month, seems to me smal! 
enough under the peculiar circumstances, and I hope the committee will 
agree to grant it. This lady is now seventy-six years old, is confined 
to her bed, and will probably live not more thanayear. When we take 
into consideration the fact that if she had applied in 1856 she could have 
obtained a pension, and that she did not apply because she did not then 
need it, I think Congress can afford now to grant her for the short re- 


} mainder of her life a pension of $50 a month. I hope the amendment 


will be voted down. 

Mr. McMILLIN. AsI understand, the Pension Office has held that 
this lady could not have obtained a pension under the general law if 
she had applied for it, and can notnow. I willask the gentleman from 
New Jersey [| Mr. LEHLBACH], or some other member of the commit- 
tee, what is the amount fixed by the general law as the pension for the 
widow of a major? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Ido not y 
mittee of the Whole. If there 





h to take up the time of the Com- 
is objection I will not press my propo- 





| sition. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. What rate of pension does the commit- 
tee propose ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Thirty dollars a month; but I think, under the 
circumstances, we ought to grant $50. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that $30 is the amount allowed by 
law to the widow of a major. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘I'wenty-five dollars. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Allow me to state that this lady’s husband was 
a major in the Engineer Corps, an officer of high rank at that time. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. But still his rank was that of a major. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. AsI have said, I do not wish to occupy the time 


| of the Committee of the Whole; if there is objection to my proposition 


let the amendment of the committee be agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest an amendment fixing this pension at 
the rate allowed by law to the widow of a major. We shall then, in 
the passage of the bill, simply adjudicate that this widow is entitled 
to a pension, but we shall not grant her a pension above the rate already 
given to avast number of widowsof majors. I think this is the better 
policy. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘50”’ and inserting ‘‘25.’’ I dothisso that this lady may 
be on the same footing as widows of other majors. 

The amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of the committee to strike 
out ‘'50”’’ and insert ‘‘30,’’ it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. May I ask the House to grant me a favor, 
which is somewhat in the nature of a ‘“‘dilatory motion?’’ I desire 
that the Committee of the Whole return toa bill on page 55 of the 
Calendar which was passed over in my absence. I hope there will be 
no objection to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. FORD. There is no objection, if it be understood we are to 
be allowed to do the same thing in regard to a number of other bills 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. If objection is made, I feel constrained to de- 
mand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is being followed. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] 
will think a moment, he must see that I ean give him a great deal 
more trouble than he can give me. He can not have his bill reached 
if I undertake to oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLoeH]. 

CHLOE FRAILY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. LANE) 
was the bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Chloe Fraily, the mother of John N. Fraily, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company B, Seventieth Regiment of Illinois Infantry 
Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions beg leave to report that John N, Fraily, 
a private of Company B, Seventieth Ilinois Regiment infantry, was enlisted 
in said company June 5, 1862,and was honorably discharged on the 23d day of 
October, 1862, on account of sickness. 

It appears further from the record that in July,1862, the soldier took down 
with fever, followed by chronic diarrhea, and that in December, 1862, the soldier 
died from said disease, which he had contracted in the service and in line of 
duty. These facts are made to appear from the affidavits of seven or eight wit- 
nesses, and there is no dispute about them. 

It further appears that the claimant is the mother of the soldier; that she is now 
sixty-eight years old, is very poor and needy; that her husband is seventy-two 
years ofage and nearly blind; andis totally unable todo any manual labor and has 
been so disabled for six or seven years, and that the claimant has no person to 
support her and no means of support,and that the pension could not be allowed 
in the Pension Office for the reason that at the time of the enlistment she was not 
dependent on the soldier for support, but it now appears if the soldier was living 
the mother would be depending on him for support, and this being within the 
rule adopted by this committee, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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Lexington, Ky., in the winter or early spring of 1862; that claimant was sent 
home in a few days after he was taken sick, and was absent five or six weeks: 
that when claimant returned to the regiment at Cynthiana, Ky., he had not re- 
covered; that he looked pale and complained of weakness in his back; that he 
performed some light duty, but was never entirely well while he remained in 
the regiment; that about July 17,1862, claimant was captured with him, affiant, 
and others; that in August, 1862, they were sent to Camp Chase for exchange; 
that while at Camp Chase complainant wasin very poor health; thathe suffered 
from spinal disease, and he frequently heard him complain of pain and weak 
back ; that complainant was under treatment of the surgeon at said place.” 

Dr. Holmes testifies: 

Phat about the last of February or first of March, 1862, claimant came home 
on a furlough; that he was sick and he was called to treat him; that he had a 
very severe attack of measles; that he treated him for said disease about one 
month, when he got better and returned to his regiment; that he well remem- 
bers he returned to his regiment before he entirely recovered and before he 
ought with safety to his health; that after claimant returned from the service 
in 1463, he was treated by Dr. Wells; that he has been frequently consulted by 
claimant eoncerning his disease and has examined him; that he is suffering 
from anzemia of the spine and brain; that this disease renders him totally una- 
ble to perform manual labor; that he suffers severe pains in his head, vertigo, 
weakness of his back, and has partial paralysis of his lower extremities, re- 
tarding locomotion; that a stooping position or physical exertion tends greatly 
to aggravate his disease.’’ 

Dr. Wells testifies: 

“Soon after claimant came home from the Army, in 1863, he treated him in a 
professional capacity; that he complained greatly of weak back, pain in his 
head,and vertigo; that he found his spine was affected and that he was suffer- 
ing from chronic inflammation of the kidneys; that he can not state the cause 
of claimant’s disease, but when he came out of the Army, in January, 1863, his 
constitution was greatly impaired, and he was then suffering in a less degree 
with the same disease he now has; that he has treated him for said disease 
ever since the first of 1863; that he has been gradually getting worse, and that 
he is now totally unable to work for his maintenance; that there has been no 
time since January, 1863, that claimant has been free from spinal complaint and 
chronic inflammation of kidneys; that he has been growing weaker since 1863, 
and in his opinion he is incurable; that he makes the above statement from 
personal knowledge, and has no interest in the claim.”’ 

Dr. Wells replies to a letter from the Pension Office as follows, filed June 19, 
1882 

‘‘In January, 1863, soon after claimant returned home from the Army, he ap- 
plied to him for medical treatment, which he gave him; that he found his con- 
stitution greatly impaired; that he suffered greatly at times of pain in his head 
and back; that he complained of great weakness in his back and had spells of 
vertigo, also scanty urine; cedema inferior extremities; that he gave him med- 
ical attention for several months at said time, and for a larger portion he was 
unuble to be about; that he gave him temporary relief, and for several months 
he gave him no medicine; that itis impossible to give the precise dates of his 
treatment of complainant between January, 1863, and August, 1865, and also be- 
tween February, 1866, and March, 1872, as his memorandum between said dates 
is lost; but he remembers very distinctly that he had several bad spells and 
that he treated him for disease of back and kidneys; that he finds by reference 
to his books that he gave claimant treatment as follows: During the months of 
August, 1865; February,1866; February and March, 1872; April and May, 1873; 
January, February, and March, 1874; Juneand July, 1875; January,'February, 
and March, 1876; March, April, and May, 1877; also January, February, and 
March, 1878; that during said time the symptoms were as described, except 
more aggravated and greater weakness, the disease having long since assumed 
the chronic nature; that during most of the dates referred to the claimant was 
confined to his bed, and for the remainder of the time he was unable, by reason 
of the disease, to do much manual labor; that since 1872 he thinks he has been 
totally disabled from manual labor during all the time each year; that before 
that he would state he was at least one-half disabled during each year; that 
claimant has been continually getting worse, and is incurable ; that his lower 
extremities are partially paralyzed; thatin his judgment claimant isfotally dis- 
abled, and that his disability is the result of disease of kidneys and spine, which 
disease he had when he came from the service in January, 1863.” 

lhe said Dayton applied fora pension May 17, 1879, No. 186763. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions rejected his claim upon the ground that he did not think 
the evidence established the fact that his disability arose from the attack of 
measles, as claimed, while in the service. Your committee think that this is a 
very meritorious case. The proof shows that Dayton is now unable to perform 
any manual labor, is very poor, and is an object of charity. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
FRANKLIN WHITE 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. THOMAs, 
of Kentucky) was tie bill (H. R,. 4770) for the relief of Franklin 
White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Franklin White, late private, Com- 
pany K, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll, at the rate prescribed by existing provisions of law. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Franklin White was a private in Company K, Fortieth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteers. White says that on or about January 1, 1864, by leave granted him 
by his captain, he had been to see his mother, and was at the time of the acci- 
dent returning to his command, and in crossing Bear Creek, Lawrence County, 
Kentucky, he accidentally fell, and in falling discharged his gun, which inflicted 
a wound in his right hand; that his middle finger on his right hand was 
wounded, and so fractured the bone as to require exsection of the bone between 
the second and third joints; also wounding corresponding parts of the index 
finger, and also the third finger. He can not close these fingers perfectiy, hence 
he has not a perfect grip. 

The claimant was treated ina private hospital at Grayson, Carter County, 
Kentucky, by Dr. W. D. Jones (now dead). 

Rudolph Bocock deposed that claimant, on or about January 1, 1864, while at 
or near home on Bear Creek, Kentucky, accidentally stumbled and fell, and in 
doing so his gun was discharged, which wounded him in the right hand. Af- 
fiant was present shortly after he was wounded, and was told by claimant and 
his comrades who were present at the time. 

George Stewart, Alvin Stewart, and Wyatt L. Clay testified the same as Bo- 
cock. 

The examining surgeon reported that ball took effect on second finger of 
right hand, just in front of the knuckle-joint, and so fractured the bone as to 
require extraction of the bone between the second and third joint, also wound- 
ing the corresponding part of the index finger, as also the third finger, He 
can not close these fingers perfectly, hence has not a perfect grip. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Several witnesses testify as to the good character of White. He served out 
his time, and was honorably discharged. 

White applied for a pension January 22, 1880, No. 339599. He enlisted August 
14, 1863; discharged December 30, 1864. His claim was rejected April 10, 1883, 
‘on the ground that claimant was not in line of duty atthe time the alleged 
accidental gunshot wound of right hand was received, being absent from his 
command at the time.,”’ 

The proof is conclusive that this soldier was wounded while in the service. 
He had leave to visit his mother, who lived in the neighborhood where the com- 
pany was stationed, and, while crossing a creek on the ice, fell, his gun went 
off and wounded him in the right hand. The committee is of the opinion that 
this is a meritorious case, and they report in favor of the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 
WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9184) 
granting a pension to William M. Campbell. 
Mr. HUNTER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William M. Camp- 
bell, jr., late a private in Company F, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, at the rate of $8 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. 

: ae the title so as toread: ‘‘ A bill grantinga pension to William M. Camp- 
yell, jr. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and make the following report: 

It appears from the proof in the case that claimant enlisted at Burkesville, 
Cumberland County, Kentucky, on the 28th day of September, 1861, as a pri- 
vate in Company F, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and which 
said command was encamped at Columbia, Adair County, Kentucky; and be- 
fore its muster into the service of the United States claimant was, on the Ist 
day of February, vaccinated with impure virus, and on the 10th day of the same 
month and year hecontracted mumps. The former produced angry ulcers over 
the body, but more especially on the scrotum, where an indolent ulcer became 
permanently located, and has continued to discharge matter freely up to the 
presenttime. The latter-named malady affected the testicles, producing almost 
complete destruction of these organs. 

These troubles caused his transfer to the regimental hospital, where he re- 
mained until the l4th day of March, 1862, when he was sent home for treatment 
by order of Major Owsly. He remained at home more than four months under 
the medical care of Dr. James H. Cheek, and before his complete recovery he 
joined his command at Columbia, Tenn., where, on the 5th day of August, 1862, 
he was mustered into the service of the United States, and continued to serve 
until the 16th day of July, 1865, when he was discharged at Lexington, N. C., 
by reason of expiration of time of service. 

He made application for pension on account of disability resulting from im- 
pure vaccine matter and the effects of mumps, and filed ample proof in support 
of same; but the claim was rejected on the ground that the diseases were con- 
tracted prior to claimant’s muster into the United States service. 

While it is true that claimant was not duly enrolled at the time he contracted 
the said diseases, it is nevertheless a fact that he, in good faith, enlisted in the 
Fitth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry on the 28th day of September, 
1861, went into camp with said command, did duty as a soldier under orders of 
the officers of said regiment, and was at all times ready for muster. 

It is quite evident that the delay on the part of the mustering officer to enroll 
claimant was no fault of his, and he should not, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, be permitted to suffer in consequence. 

Your committee, therefore, make this favorable report, and recommend the 
passage of the bill, with the following amendment: 

Add “ jr.’’ after ‘“‘ William M. Campbell’? wherever that name occurs in the 
bill; and strike out all after “‘ cavalry,’’ in the sixth line, and add, * subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


>. 


JOHN A. TURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 845) grant- 
ing a pension to the widow of John A. Turley. 

Mr. HUNTER. [I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cynthia E. Turley, widow of John 
A. Turley, late a private of Company E, of the Twentieth Kentucky Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 845) 
granting a pension to the widow of John A. Turley, have had the same under 
consideration, and adopt the Senate report hereto attached : 

“The claimant filed her application December 9, 1863, alleging that the death 
of her husband occurred on August 28, 1863, while in the service of the United 
States, on board a steam-boat on his way from his home. 

‘The husband of the petitioner, John A. Turley, private in Company E, Twen- 
tieth Kentucky Volunteers, enlisted November 21, 1861, and was killed by ac- 
cident August 27, 1863. 

“The claim of the widow was rejected September 27, 1870, and that rejection 
was confirmed July 2, 1887, on the ground ‘that the proximate cause of, the in- 
jury or death must appertain to or have a direct connection with the line of duty 
in order to establish basis for pension claim.’ 

‘The evidence in the ers discloses these facts: That in July, 1863, the Con- 
federate general, John ot Werten, tn a raid he was then making, captured the 
Twentieth Kentucky Regiment at Lebanon, Ky., and conveyed them to Spring- 
field, where they were paroled. The regiment was then ordered by the Federal 
authorities into camp in Jessamine County, Kentucky, where they remained 
two or three weeks. They were subsequently granted leave of absence for ten 
days, at the expiration of which time they were ordered to return to their com- 
mand at Louisville. In going from their home, under the command of a sec- 
ond lieutenant, between Evansville and Louisville a dispute arose between two 
of the soldiers, when the decedent, anticipating an affray, interposed for the 
purpose of preventing the same, and, while so acting, one of his comrades pushed 
him, and he fell striking his head against a heavy plank, from which injury he 
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by the falling of a horse at the Nottaway, Va., raid, June8, 1864. After a special 
examination, the claim for injury of leg was admitted, but the claim for injury 
to left side rejected,the record of the War Department showing treatment for 
the former but not the latter disability. The widow’s claim, based upon disease 
of lungs resulting from the alleged injury to side, was likewise rejected. 

From the evidence in the case it is evident that the injury of leg was the more 
severe of the two at the time of the soldier’s entry into hospital; hence the 
record of treatment therefor and the absence of any record of the other and less 
severe injury, For like reason the officers and comrades who were present at 
the time remember distinctly the injury to leg, but have only a faint recollec- 
tion of the injury to side. 

While the testimony obtained by the special examiner is, as usual, conflicting 
as to the soldier's condition from discharge to death, yet it can not be ques- 
tioned that he suffered more or less from the injury to side, which gradually 
resulted in disease of lungs and kidneys. Medical examination, in addition to 
the injury of right leg, showed tenderness on manipulation of left hip and back 
in luipbar region and great emaciation. 

The attending physician testifies that soldier attributed his diseased condi- 
tion to the injury in service. He was a good man and ofexcellent habits. His 
death occurred October 13, 1883. 

The widow is very poor, with several small children to care for. There may 
be doubts as to the extent of the injury to side and its connection with the fatal 
disease, but the faithful services of her husband, extending over more than four 
years, as well as her dependent condition, afford, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, ample justification for their solution in favor of the claimant, and there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask thatit do pass, amen 
however, by striking out all after the word “‘ widow ”’ and including the word 
‘children ”’ in line 6, 








The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ROBERT LISLE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 962 
granting a pension to Robert Lisle 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
Ihe bill was read, as follows: 


' 


} 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he , al- 
thorized and required to place on the pension-roll of the United States, at such 
rate as his present disabilities may warrant, under the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws now in force, the name of Robert Lisle, late private in 
Company H, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. YoDER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle, submit the following report: 

This man enlisted at Pulaski, Ohio, September 1, 1861, as a private in Com- 
pany H, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, to serve three years or dur- 
ing the war, and was mustered into service September 10, 1861. He was dis- 
charged January 13, 1862, at Camp Dennison, Ohio, for the following reason, as 
stated in his discharge paper, namely : 

** Because of chroniciritis, which disqualifies him for the duties of a soldier, but 
does not disable him from some kinds of labor. He had the same disease an- 
terior to his enlistment.”’ 

It does not appear in the voluminous evidence on file in the case what ground 
the United States of , M. F. Corey, M. D., post surgeon at said Camp Dennison, 
had for making such statement, and the only evidence on file in the case touching 
it is a statement of the soldier to the effect substantially that he was urged by 
the post surgeon, in order to get a discharge, to state that he had had diseased 
eyes prior to enlistment. 

That the soldier himself had no reason for making any such statement in or- 
der to get a discharge is very apparent from the fact that at the time of his dis- 
charge he had entirely lost the sight of one eye and could have rendered no 
further service at any rate, and would not, therefore, without urging, have made 
such astatement. And if the fact of prior disease stated in the discharge was 
placed therein by reason of anything said by the soldier, it was, in the judg- 
ment of your committee, due to the superserviceable zeal of the post surgeon 
and is contrary to the fact, as shown by the following witnesses, whose charac- 
ter as people of respectable standing and whose reputation for truth can not and 
will not be disputed, namely : 

Peter V. Fulton, lieutenant; George Megarah, a comrade; William Stough, 
captain; Amos Weaver, a comrade; Joseph Z. Laughlin, a comrade, ali of 
claimant’s company; E. D. Bradley, colonel; Elias Kinsey, a comrade, and 
Isracl A. Coons, surgeon, of claimant’s regiment, all testify that at the time of 
enlistment the soldier was an able-bodied, sound man, and free from any dis- 
ease of the eyes. 

This testimony of officers and comrades is supplemented by the evidence of 
the following neighbors and intimate acquaintances of the soldier, who had 
personal knowledge of his freedom from disease of the eyes at and immedi- 
ately prior to his enlistment, and who testify thereto, namely, W. F. Kelsey, a 
justice of the peace; John Orewiler, a justice of the peace; G.R. Joy, an ex- 
county commissioner; Michael Barnhart,and Richard Gaudern, M. D., claim- 
ant’s family physician prior to enlistment, all of whom intimately knew and 
frequently saw the soldier for several months before that time ; said G. R. Joy 
testifying’ to having employed said soldier for two months immediately prior 
to his enlistment, and having paid him full wages as a harvest hand, and says 
that he had no disease of the eyes at that time, nor had he had for the year or 
more preceding that time. 

The soldier's condition when discharged was: The sight of one eye entirely 
gone and the other badly affected, and at the present time he is an inmate of the 
Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio, absolutely blind, and has been so since 1877. He 
is now sixty years of age. 

The only evidence of the existence of disease of his eyes prior to his enlist- 
ment consists of— 

1. The said statement in his discharge paper. 

2. The afidavits of Martin Ebaugh and Christian Ebaugh, neighbors, to the 
effect that claimant's eyes were “ diseased ”’ before he enlisted, at what particu- 
lar time or how badly is not stated. 

The affidavits of John A. Barnhart, a comrade, and George Throne, a 
neighbor, to the effect that his eyes were “‘ weak and defective ”’ prior to en- 
listment, and in a subsequent affidavit Barnhartadmits he was mistaken and 
gays it was after enlistment that claimant’s eyes became “‘ weak and defective.”’ 

i. The statement of Dr. Gaudern, made upon an examination by a special 
examiner in 1881, when he stated in substance that he had an impression that 
the soldier’s eyes were inflamed at one time before enlistment, out that it was 
merely temporary, and at the time of enlistment his eyes were entirely sound, 
and had been for a longtime prior thereto; and upona subsequent examination 
by the same officer Dr. Gaudern qualifies his statement by placing the time of the 
supposed inflammation of eyes at a time when claimant was home on furlough 
or leave of absence. 

Chese statements, then, which allege prior unsoundness are reduced to the 
tree witnesses, Martin Ebaugh, Christian Ebaugh, and George Throne, and the 
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statement in the claimant's discharge paper; and they are more than over- 
turned by the statements in a letter of Israel A. Coons, the surgeon whoexam- 
ined the soldier at muster-in, now in file in the said case, to the effect, substan- 
tially, that his examination of the man at muster-in made by him was critical 
and severe, and no disease of eyes existed; and thesestatements of the surgeon 
are fully corroborated by the affidavit of E, D. Bradley, the colonel of the reg-- 
iment, who aversthat he was present and witnessed the examination. 

Your committee therefore consider that the overwhelming weight of the evi- 
dence fully established the truth of the claimant's position that the disease 
which finally deprived him of his eyesight entirely originated subsequent to 
his muster-in. And we think it may be fairly said that the testimony shows 
the following state of affairs in this case, namely: That in a few days after the 
soldier was mustered at Camp Trimble, in Defiance, Ohio, he was thoroughly 
wet and soaked with rain. He received a furlough of a few days in length to 
go home and attend to the sale of some property, so as to enable him to leave 
his family something upon which to live during his absence; that on the road 
home he again was thoroughly soaked in a cold and chilling rain. 

That from this exposure he took cold, from which he suffered more or less 


after his return; that at Nicholasville, Ky., about October 5, 1861, while on duty 


upon dress-parade on avery hot and sultry day he was attacked by what ap- 
peared to be a slight sunstroke, and was so affected thereby that he was com- 
pelled to go to the hospital; that at this time his condition was such that he had 
to be carried to his quarters and to the hospital; that these troubles culminated 
in the disease of eyes, for which he was finally discharged, and which has left 
him now old, blind, helpless, and dependent upon charity for all of the support 
which enables him to live at all. 

Hia claim for pension was finally rejected January 5, 1882, on the ground that 
the disability originated while the soldier was at home on furlough, and so not 
in the line of duty. 

Your committee think that the evidence fully warrants the belief that it was 
exposure in the service and line of duty, both before and after the furlough, 
that occasioned, in whole or in large part, the disabilities of this man, and 
moved by this consideration, therefore report the bill favorably and ask its pas- 


sage. 
‘There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ARABELLA DAVIS. 





The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 8 
granting a pension to Arabella Davis. 

Mr. ROMEIS. 1 ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-rolis the name of Arabella Davis, widow of 
Lieutenant David Davis, late quartermaster of the Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, now deceased, subject to the limitationsof the general pen- 
sion laws. 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


| 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis, have had the same under considera- 
£ £ 





tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill isthe widow of David Davis, who served as 
first lieutenant of the Forty-fifth Ohio Volunteers from July 2, 18€2, to June 17, 
1863, when mustered out upon tender of his resignation, he being no longer 
able to endure the fatigues attending heavy marches. The claim of the widow 
has been rejected on the ground that the officer’s fatal disease of kidneys was 
not due to erysipelas, as alleged. He died June 1, 1886. 

It is conclusively shown that Davis contracted erysipelas of leg while in the 
service, which disqualified him for further duty,and from which he was a con- 


| stant sufferer until death. The physicians who treated him forsome years after 


discharge are dead. Dr. Rowsey, who treated the officer in his last illness, tes- 
tifies before the special examiner that he found him suffering with a complica- 


| tion of diseases—rheumatism, kidney disease, and erysipelas. The rheumatism 


involved all the joints in the body. The erysipelas was located in the legs. 

Dropsy set in of a general character. Dropsy was the result of his general 
broken-down condition, more specifically following the disease of kidneys. 
Erysipelas utterly incapacitated him from movement. The immediate cause 
of his death was dropsy, the remote cause rheumatism, 

There is other reliable evidence that Davis suffered more or less from rheu- 
matism ever after discharge. 

The special examiner,in submitting his report,makes the following statement: 

‘She (the widow) isa lady of excellent reputation in every respect, but, as I 
am informed, very poor; and I learned that she and her daughters have fur- 
nished the principal means of support both for themselves and the Jusband 
and father from the time he left the Army until he died, he being so disabled 
and incapacitated for labor that he earned but very little for the support of his 
family. The witnesses are all people of prominence in the community and all 
testified unbiasedly. I have exhausted every source of information as to the 
soldier’s physical condition since his discharge and return home from the Army, 
and I am firm in the belief that the claim is meritorious. That he was severeiy 
afflicted with erysipelas in one or both legs while in the service, which disability 
compelled him to resign, isto me satisfactorily proven, and that he was greatly 
disabled from the diseased condition of his leg from and at the time of his dis- 
charge until mortification set in, ending in death, seems to me well estab- 
lished.”’ 

Notwithstanding the favorable report of the special examiner the claim was 
rejected, as heretofore stated. 

Recently the case was submitted to the medical advisory board of the Pension 
Office for further examination and report, which is as follows: 

‘A review of the evidence, as contained in the special examiner’s report and 
as briefed in thiscase, confirms the opinion that upon the present legal approval 
the widow’s claim must be rejected. That erysipelas or any disease resulting 
therefrom caused death can not be admitted. We are not fully satisfied that 
erysipelas existed as a factor in the last illness or that the condition testified to 
have existed in the legs was really erysipelatous. Dropsical accumulation de- 
pendent upon an organic disease distended the tissues and finally produced 
disintegration and absorption of tissue; hence the condition of the legs. Ac- 
cording to the evidence of the attending physician, Bright's disease of the kid- 
neys was the immediate organic cause of the dropsy, and rheumatism the re- 
mote. Ifthe legal board can change the approval to rheumatism and results, 
or to disease of kidneys, we can act favorably on the claim, but if not, then re- 
jection must be adhered to.” 

Thischange of approval has not been made, and therefore the rejection stands, 

With the rheumatic history in the case, which the medica! board fully recog- 
nized, it is the opinion of your committee that this difference of opinion be- 
tween the two subordinate boards of the Pension Bureau should no longer de- 
prive the widow of a pension. From the petition of a number of the most 
prominent citizens of Toledo, Ohio, now before us, it appears that she is an ig- 
valid, and has no means of support or income. 

The bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do paza. 
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Dr. Dillenbaugh testifies to his temperate habits. Wallace Austin states in 
] flidavit that he worked for him on his farm; that he was unable to do hard 
wor ind by reason of his disease often could not dress himse!f A large num 


of his neighbor ‘fliciency and inability on account of sciatica 


after he left the service until the time of his application 





testify to his ir 


Phere seems no donbt that he incurred the disease in the service. He was 
when he entered it, afflicted with sciatica when he left it, and only failed 
to receive a pension because of lack of hospital record and inability to find liv- 
ing comrades. Under the rules of the Pension Office his claim was rejected 
lie was last examined February 5, 1883, by Medical Examiner Dr. Bailey, whose 
‘ ficate shows him to have been greatly enfeebled, emaciated, and suffering 
from sciatica, On the 3d day of October, 1884, he died on account of rheumatism 
of the heart, a natural outcome of the discase contracted in the service. 


iH a.” idow applied for a pension January 30, 1888, and her claim has been re- 
Your committee believe that every doubt should be given to the claimant in 
a case of this kind. They find no fault with the Pension Office for deciding the 
case according to established rules, for they clearly recognize the necessity of 
such rules; but it is their province to call the attention of the House to cases in 
which the rules may operate inequitably. They regard this widow’s claim as 
one of them. 

Your committee recommend that the bill for her relief do pass, but that it 
be amended by striking out the word “ Lottie”’ in the title and inthe sixth line, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word * Charlotte.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee will be agreed to. 

Mr. McCULLOGH., I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it 

Mr. McCULLOGH. No quorum. 

Mr. ODONNELL. I withdraw my objection to the consideration 
of the gentleman’s bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment to the 
pending bill will be agreed to. Is there objection ? 

Mr. McCULLOGH. There is 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MorriLi, and the 
committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the pending bill, and on that 
the point of no quorum has been raised by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. McCuLLoan]. 

Mr. McCULLOGH., I withdraw that point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JAMES JACKSON PURMAN. 


Mr. McCULLOGH. I now ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James 
Jackson Purman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLoGu } 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I have been waiting patiently for three 
weeks for a certain pension bill to be reached, and I must insist on the 
revular order. 

Mr. LIND subsequently withdrew the demand for the regular or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLoaH] ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That James Jackson Purman, late first lieutenant in the 
One hundred and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, be, and 
he is hereby, granted and allowed, from and after the passage of this act, a pen- 
sion at the rate of $45 per month; and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place the name of said James Jackson Pur- 
man on the pension-roll at said rate, in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 655) 
granting an increase of pension to James Jackson Purman, have examined the 
same,and adoptthe Senate report thereon, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

James Jackson Purman, the claimant, was mustered into the United States 
service as first lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and fortieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, September 4, 1862, and was in active service 
until the battle of Gettysburgh. On the second day of that battle, July 2, 1863, he 
received a gunshot wound through his left leg, causingits amputation. Onthe 
next day, July 3,1863, while lying on the battle-field, between the lines of the 
Union and Confederate forces, and subject to the tire of both, he received a gun- 
shot wound through his right leg, severely lacerating the muscles and injuring 
the smaller bones of the limb. : 

The claimant is now drawing a pension of $30 per month, which he prays may 
be increased to $45. He bases his claim for increase on the fact that his present 
pension is not a compensation commensurate with his disabilities. The loss of 
his left leg, and the effects of the wound in his right leg render locomotion dif- 
ficult and painful, particularly when walking on a rough surface or when as- 
cénding or descending a stairway. Owing to these combined disabilities of 


both legs, the claimant is compelled to use a cane or a crutch; and many times | 


he uses a cane when his condition is such that he should abandon the artificial 
leg which he wears and uses two crutches, but does not doso on account of 
their inconvenience. 

In addition to the ordinary disabilities resulting from his wounds, the claim 
ant suffers from the effects of gangrene, pyseemia, and the long-continued use of 
morphia. 

The claimant presents a number of very strong affidavits in behalf of his claim. 
One of these—that from Thomas P. Oliver, formerly lieutenant and adjutant of 
the Twenty-fourth Georgia Infantry, Confederate States of America—is of such 
an interesting character that the following extract therefrom is presented: 
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**On thé afternoon of July 3, 1863, while the Twenty-fourth Georgia Regiment 
was posted in the edge of a woods, on one side of is known as ‘the 
wheat-field’ in deseriptions of said battle (of Gettysbur and the Federal 
forces on the other side, almost directly opposite, he discovered a wounded man 
lving in the field between the two contending lines of battle, who called to the 
affiant to assist him. That, under fire, he went to the assistance of the wounded 
man, giving him water to drink and pouring some upon his wounds. That he 
discovered that the wounded man was an officer of the Federal Army, and that 
he had received two gunshot wounds—one in each of his legs—and that the 
bones of one of his legs were broken, so that he could neither walk nor stand 
alone. 

That the affiant carried the said officer from the place where he was lying 
exposed to the heat of the sun and the fire from both the Confederate and Fed- 
eral forces, to a place in the rear of the line occupied by the Twenty-fourth 
Georgia, and under the shade ofa tree. That the said Federal officer remained 
where the affiant had placed him several hours, until the Twenty-fourth Geox 
gia fell back from that position. That during this time the affiant talked with 
the said Federal officer, and learned from him his name, rank, company, and 











| regiment in the Federal Army and noted the same in a memorandum book 





That owing to the serious nature of the said officer’s wounds, his great loss of 
blood, and the long time he had lain on the field uncared for and’ exposed to 
the sun, the affiant at that time thought the said officer's chances for life were 
very small, 

‘That since the war, through the medium of correspondence, and the com- 
parison of facts, dates, and circumstances, such evidence has been furnished the 
affiantas to convince him that the Federal officer whom he carried off ‘the 
wheat-field’ at Gettysburgh is now living, and that his name is James Jackson 
Purman, who at that time was first lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and 
fortieth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry.” 

In view of these circumstances, and of the fact that, by existing laws, the pen- 
sion for the loss of a foot alone is $30, which is the amount received by this 
claimant, your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill in- 
creasing claimant’s pension to $45 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, before that is done, I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCULLOGH] whether or not 
he is certain that this man’s name has not been already put upon the 
pension-roll. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. His name is already on the roll at a less rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the bills which have been considered by the 
Committee of the Whole are yet to be disposed of by the House, and 
that there will hardly be time for their consideration before the hour 
fixed for adjournment. 

Mr. CARUTH. One moment, Mr. Chairman. We held a discus- 
sion here last Friday night lasting nearly two hours upon a bill in re- 
lation to a case which it was afterwards discovered had already been 
passed upon favorably by the pension authorities. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. This man is already on the pension- 
roll. This is a bill to increase his pension. 

Mr. CARUTH. That does not make any difference. I desire to 
read a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions in reply to an inquiry 
which I made in regard to the case which was under discussion here 
last Friday night. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washingion, D. C., June 2, 1888, 

Drar Str: Responding to your kind request of this morning delivered by 
messenger, [ beg to state that a gross misapprehension exists in the minds of 
the committees of the Senate and House as tothe condition of Mr. Casmer’s 
case. 

Mr. Casmer was on my order, personally given upon the report of the medical 
referee, advanced to $36 per month on May 12, 1888. It is the case of Theodore 
S. Casmer, certificate No, 76389, Company C, Tenth Michigan. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN C. BLACK, 


Commissioner, 

Hon. Asner G, CARUTH, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to say further, in this connection, that the 
letter to the claimant set forth in the report in that case, and which 
caused so much discussion here the other evening, was written by a 
clerk in the Pension Office who had been in the service of the Govern- 
ment for many years, and who was a Republican in politics. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pending bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 
for a few moments. I shall be compelled to be absent next Friday 
evening, and there isa bill that I am very anxious to have considered 
to-night. It will take very little time. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I will withdraw the motion for this case only, if 
the gentleman will be prompt in calling up his bill. 

JAMES TURNER. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, by unanimous consent, called up the bill (H. R. 
964) granting a pension to James Turner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enac'ed, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of James Turner, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, on the pension-roll, at 


such rate as his present disabilities may, under the laws relating to pensions, 
show him to be entitled to receive. 
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Pa Arizona, in 1877. Turner was one tail ot 5 to | Whole ] se 
guard the wagon-train, and his comrades were not with | t the | recommendat 
time. so that he was therefore unable to establish the o i t? inderstand 
disability by theu testimony; but as I said, he did show |} t t ation of the 
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Detiance County, Ohio, that it was incurred in the ser on ea aid 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported t 4 
the House with the recommendation that it do pa ' 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. ior-g a 
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Mr. CHIPMAN. I now renew my motion that the committee rise i 
Che motion was agreed to i : ; 
‘The committee recording|s rose; and Mr. McMILLIN hay r re ™ a 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocCKERY from the Com 
mittee of the Whole reported that they had had under lerati Mr. WHI 
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House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee o 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, th yere a adi 
cordingly read the third time, and passed 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; ra 

A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; Phe 

\ bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson _ The hust 
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A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon 


A bill (HI. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- | 26, 1850, to A 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution a 
ary Army; rent. T. i 
, A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily . when « 
A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to James T. Bourland eR sOe! 
A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper = “1 
A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- geon V 
son S. Baldwin; sreat | = 


A bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; °) d 


A bill (H. R. 2460) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey rt 


bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of James Turnet Yo 








House bills of the following titles, reported fi the Committee of venta © 9 
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severally concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed Che amet 


and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read out ‘‘ Elise 
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York Volunteers (title amended by striking out all afte: john R 
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i A bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Whirry; ee 
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Ky.; and a 
A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson | three: 
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Your committee the 
and ommend its passage 


refore report the accompanying substitute for H. R. 8031 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Mr. SPRINGER. The amount asked for, $40,000, is a very mod 
t id the gentleman’s request ought to be granted. 

There being no objection, the 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tall 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

\ bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Theresa Guelich; 

\ bill (HL. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

¢. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxie; 


SIGNED, 


A 
A bill (Hi. J 
A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 
A bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds; 
A bill (Hf. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linnieus W. Risley 
A I 
‘ I 

J 


A bill (H. R. 217 a) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

A bill (H. R. 2215 >») granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 

A bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. Mercy Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieut. James Morton: 

\ bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. RR. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 


A bill (H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Mary O’ Neil; 
A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 
A bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 
roll; 
\ bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 
4 bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pieman Cook; 
\ bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill H. %. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
ns ion roll . 
A 
A 
A 


— 
= 






bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 

bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catherine Tierney; 

bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 
A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

A bill (HH. R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. It. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. it. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Mrs, Carrie A. Luey; 

A bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (HL. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (1. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; 


A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 

A bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 
A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 
A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning; 

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linten; 

A bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
A bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 


A bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 

A bill (H. R. 8159) granting a’pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 

A bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 

A bill (H. R. 8496) to increase the pension to Albert E. Magoffin; 

A bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 

A bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 

A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emi!y McClure; 

A bill (H. R. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; and 

A bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey. 


bill was considered and ordered to be 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
m of the bill which I send 


Mr. GEAR. 
Whole be discharged from the considerati 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that demand. 

DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isend a resolution to the Clerk’s desk, which ! 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the disallowed postmasters’ claims 
presented from the State of Kentucky under the act of March 3, 1883; exhibit- 
ing all such claims as by an actual computation of commissions prescribed by 
the act of 1854 and entered upon claim jackets show that the paid salaries are 
10 per cent. or more less than such commissions, such tabulated statement to 
show in each case, first, the name of the post-office; second, the name of the 
applicant; third, the period of service covered by the computation of commis- 
sions; fourth, the amount of the computed commissions; fifth, the amount of 
paid salary for the same term of service; sixth, the actual amount of commis- 
sions in excess of the paid salary. 

Mr. TAULBEE. © Mr. Speaker, that resolution was introduced by me 
on the 19th of March and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. It has not yet been reported back, but Iam informed 
by the gentleman having the resolution in charge that the committee 
has taken action upon it and authorized him to makeareport. I refer 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], and if he will now 
file his report it will obviate the necessity for the motion which I have 
contemplated making. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman [ Mr. TAULBEE ] 
submit? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isubmita motion that the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads be discharged from the further consideration of 
that resolution, and that the House now proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Is that a privileged motion, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The rules require that the resolution shal! 
be reported back within one week. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And it has beenin the hands of the committec 
since the 19th of March. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the committee have 
not reported this resolution back earlier because of the condition ot 
the public business. The gentleman from Kentucky has already ad- 
vised the House that a member of the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], has prepared a report upon this resolntion; 
but I can not conceive why my triend should insist that the gentleman 
from Illinois should present that report just at thistime. The minor- 
ity of the committee, who are really in sympathy with the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, desire an opportunity to ex- 
amine the report, aud it is due to them asa matter of courtesy that 
they should have that opportunity. I suggest, therefore, to my friend 
from Kentucky that he had better not insist on his motion this morn- 
ing, or until the minority have had an opportunity to see the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I think Iam able to take care of my 
side of this case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I donot doubt that at ail, Mr. Speaker, and I mane 
no reflection whatever upon the gentleman. I have submitted a sug 
gestion to his judgment. If his judgment does not approve it, I make 
no reflection upon him at all, and I did not so intend my suggestion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, so far as regards my reasons for call- 
ing the matter up at this time, I will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Blount] that I am in receipt of a letter from my wife, 
who is sick in Kentucky, and that I contemplate going home, and yet 
want to be here when this resolution is acted upon. I do not think 
the gentleman has any ground for complaining that I have been im- 
petuous at all about this matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iintroduced this resolution on the 19th of March, 
and from time to time I have spoken to the gentleman [Mr. Blount] 
and to other members of the committee in reference to it, and they 
have given first one excuse and then another—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Only one. 

Mr. TAULBEE. For their failure to report the resolution; all ot 
which excuses were reasonable to me, and of none of which I have 
complained. But now, Mr. Speaker, the report is prepared and in the 
hands of a member of that committee, and I do not see why it should 
not be presented in order that it may be considered before I leave town. 
Before bringing the matter up in the House I made an appeal to the 

gentleman to present his report, and when I took the floor to make this 
ceoton I again appealed to him, and now the only excuse for with- 
holding the report comes from the chairman of the Committee on Post- : 
Offices and Post-Roads—an excuse which he doubtless offers in perfectly 
good spirit, but which amounts simply to the suggestion that my side 
of the case is not ready. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not say the gentleman’s “side of the case.’ 
My suggestion was simply this, that there are gentlemen associated 
together as members of the committee, a certain number representing 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I promised the gentleman from Mis- | favor of it; but Ido not pretend 1 eso t ive t 
sissippi {[ Mr. ANDERSON | that I would show him the rep before } e- | the law on the subject as is the gent lan I Ay p ) » | 
enting it to the House. claim to be competent to take cha f and dis é 
Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON] is | gentleman from Kentucky may be competent t ‘ : 
E under pledge in this matter. So far as Iam individually concerned, | “uss some of the intricate questions of la ] 
: it may as well come up now as at any other time. I do not know | {o him to consider that he will have a strong jjutor uy 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] intends to leave. | by waiting until the gentleman from Mis pp é 
Probably to-morrow would be an agreeable time to him [I do not know whether the gentleman Miss ube 
Mr. TAULBEE. I would not like to br it up on Sunda; the day or not, but if he is, I believe the interest of 1 le; 
[ Laughter. | the interest of the app! e affected by this legisla 
Mr. BLOUNT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not mean to- | not be likely to suffer by the presence of the ge 
morrow. from Mississippi before ; considered 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have the report ready Mr. TAULBEE. Now, will the gentleman allow me fora momen 
on this question, and have no objection to offering it now, except that | I am glad to hear him say that he i favor of t olut 
I promised the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON], as I have | states as a reason for not considering it now that the gentlen from 
said, that I would submit it to him before presenting it to the House. | Mississippi is not here, and he gives that as a strong reason, he 
He is relying upon that assurance. I think he is as much interested | as he says, the gentleman knows something bout it 
in this matter as the gentleman from Kentucky himself. Ihave now | Let me ask the gentleran if it isnot possible at least tl f 
stated the reason why I have not presented the report this morning— | leave the city and this should be called upin my absencet ‘ t 
the same reason which I have before stated to the gentleman trom | may be deprived of some information which I might be te 
Kentucky. upon the subject? I presume to know something of my own resol 
Mr. DOCKERY. It should also be stated that the gentleman from | tion; and if I do not acquaint myself with the facts in connection with 
Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] who has charge of the minority report | matters in which my peopleareinterested, my constituents must 
is not now in the Hall. I do pretend to know something about nd I repeat that 
Mr. PETERS. I wish to state to the gentleman from Kentucky | can not have the matter considered with« help of the ge ‘ 
that the minority report has been prepared and is in charge of the | from Mississippi, I would be glad to have it go over until é 1 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON], who is not here this | ing, provided we can get consent to have it taken up for consideration 
morning. Ishould very much like to have this matter go over until | then. But I want to be heard when it is considered, and 1, 
the gentleman from Mississippi shall be here with his minority report. | I will be compelled to leave the cit; 
Mr. TAULBEE. I will state to the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. AN! N] 
PETERS] that I have no objection whatever to this report going over | has gone fully into the legal questions involved, and I will : 
until this evening, if it can be arranged that it shall then be considered. | reputation that he has gone as far in the examination of tl] 
i Nor should I have any objection to postponing the matter until next | the gentleman from Kentucky. 
week but for the fact that I contemplate leaving the city to go to Ken- Mr. TAULBEE. Well, the gentleman’s reputation is nothing to 
tucky, and I desire to have the matter considered while I am here me. [Laughter.] I do not care to indulge in any competit exal 
So far as concerns my having any personal interest in this matter, Ido | ination with the gentleman from Mississippi, I wv say to t gent 
not understand that because a gentleman happens through the courtesy | man from Kansas. Iam opposed to that class of il-sery 
of the Speaker to be assigned to a committee having jurisdiction of a | [Lau r.| I did not my seat by it, and I do not y 
question of this kind, he thereby has any more interest in my resolu- | I would succeed in getting it if it depended upon that. 
tion than I have myself. The very fact that I introduced this resolu Mr. DOCKERY. There is nothing in this resolution requir 
tion is sufficient evidence that I have manifested more interest in tl aste. The gentleman from Mississippi who makes tl e] 
matter than members who have failed to introduce any such resolution lf of the minority of the committeeisabsent. If th 
and I know of no rule of courtesy either on this floor or elsewhere that | pressing necessity involving any public interest 
would proscribe me from participating in a matter of this sort. I re- | sideration now, I would not interpose any objection, but ther 
peat, that if this matter can be considered this evening I am willing, | of the kind 
and in fact anxious, that it should go over for the present, in order that Mr. TAU] Well, let ss 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] may have an oppor- | is opposed to 
tunity to examine the views of the majority and submit for the consid Mr. DOCKER) [am 
eration of the House the minority report which he has prepared. Mr. TAULBEE. Is you 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, in response to what the gentleman Mr. DOCKERY. Iam 
i rom Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] has just stated, I take it that no mem- Mr. TAULBEE. Then come totrial. [Laughter. ] 
berof the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads would deny that Mr. DOCKERY. And it is a question of ord rand } 
he has an equal right to his opinion in this matter with any other mem- | si ou of the resolution, and that 4 Phe n 1 
ber on the floor. On theother hand,I deny that the gentleman has any part of any g an who is opposed to this mat t r 
re special privilege because he introduced and had referred to our com- | it. On the contrary, they want the investigation to be fu 1 faiz 
4 mittee thisresolution. Therewereagreat many resolutions of the same | when the question does con ip for consideration. But we ld and 
3 kind referred. Our committee was directed to investigate this subject | insist that it is due to the gentleman fi M ppi to } one it 
under the rules of the House. They have made an investigation and | until he is present 


are ready to report, subject to the qualification which has been devel Now a word in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky. I erred 

oped here this morning, that the gentleman in charge of the minority | to the interest he manifested, but he will understand, Ia 

report is not here, and a promise has been made that the majority re- | in that I meant no improper reflection upon him or upon 

port should be shown to him for examination before its presentation t Mr. TAULBEE. Oh, of course I understand that. 

a the House. There has been no opportunity for such examination by Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the House is now fully awar the 
the gentleman from Mississippi; and I think proper considerateness of | situation, that the Committee on the Post-Of nd Post-Road 








action would require that the resolution should not at this time be re- | this House is ready to report, and we have the 1 er in t 
ported back. tion if i to ti of t 
Mr. TAULBEE. So faras the report is concerned, I have not claimed $ the - 





to exercise any special privilege with respect to this matter. I under- | man from Kentu i bl 
stand from members of the committee that the report which they con- Mr. DOCKERY. 

template is intended to cover a broader field than that covered by my Mr. TAULBEI 
resolution. The only ground on which I have claimed any privilege | The SPEAKER 








is from the fact that I introduced this resolution, and that it has been Mr. TAUI t 
privileged for nearly three months; and now the chairman of the com- | from Georgia pr ft ult 
mittee seems to question my right in this matter after I have, through | is privil i 
-: courtesy, allowed this matter to sleep for nearly three months. The SPEA I é 
Mr. PETERS. I wish to say to the gentleman from Kentucky that Mr. BLO O 
Tam with him upon this resolution; I believe the inquiry proposed ought M 
to be made at the Post-Office Department; but if he insists on bringing 
this matter up in the absence of the chairman of the subcommittee and | 
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SORA STAG EE 


Hf 


r If you can get the opportunity. 
rAULBEE. Well, I shall take care of that. 
w tuk. he motion is not debatable. 
que n was taken on the motion to lay on the and ona 
a yn there were ives 44, noes 30. 
TAULBEE. No quorum. 
PEAKER, ‘The pointof order that no quoru is voted being 
I e, the Chau Will appoint tellers, 
Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. BLoUNT were appointed tellers. 
MONTGOMERY, Iask unanimous consent that the tellers be 
V rawn, and that this question be postponed until half past 4 this 
afternoon, to be disposed of after a half hour’s debate, provided Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Mississippi, representing the minority, is present; or I 
y say postpone it until 4 o’clock. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 
‘The tellers resumed the count, and reported—ayes 114, noes 52. 


So the motion to lay on the table was adopted. 
CORRECTION OF AN ENGROSSED BILL. 

Mr. DORSEY. 
an engrossed bill. On yesterday the bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the 
sale of a portion of the Winnebago reservation, in Nebraska, was passed 
by the House with certain amendments, but as the bill has been en- 
grossed one of these amendments has been omitted. The RECORD is 
correct, and the error appears in the engrossment, one of the amend- 
ments being omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment had better be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 2 insert: : 

It is further provided, That at any time within three months after the sale of 
the unallotted lands as provided, any members of the tribe who have not vol- 
untarily relinquished their allotments on the land described are authorized to 
make sale of their lands with the consent of their especial agent, by transfer, and 
assigning their patents, and the purchaser shall pay into the hand of the agent 
of the Winnebago Indians in Nebraska, for the benefit of said tribe as heretofore 
provided, the same price per acre as the average price paid for lands at the pub- 
lic sale,and said members of the tribe may select lands on the reservation the 
same as if no selection had been made.”’ 

Mr. DORSEY. This is one of the amendments that is unanimously 
reported from the committee. 

There being no objection, the amendment was adopted, and the cor- 
rection of the bill ordered in accordance therewith. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is it in order at this time to intro- 
duce a resolution to amend the rules of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. For reference only. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It should be introduced on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. It has been decided that a resolution proposing 
an amendment to the rules can be offered at any time as a matter of 
privilege, but it must go to the Committee on Rules 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Then I offer the resolution which J 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follow 

1, That Wednesday, the 13th day of June, after the morning hour, b« 
for the consideration of House bill No. 9961, granting ars of pen- 
sio1 id providing for the payment thereof; and that the consideration thereof 


shali be continued from day to day until the same is disposed of. 


rt 


Che resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules 








ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The motion of Mr. M1Ixts to dispense with the morning hour was 
agreed to. 
Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to present may have leave to file them in the usual manner. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


LIGHT-HOUSE, CROOKED RIVER, FLORIDA. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 735) making an appropriation for the erection of a 
light-house on the highland (mainland) to the westward of Crooked 
River, Florida; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FORT BROWN MILITARY BESERVATION, TEXAS. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 10422) to provide for the purchase of the Fort Brown military 
reservation, Texas, and to extinguish all claims for the use and occu- 
pation of said reservation; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. FORD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 7435) to amend section 4787 of the Re- 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a correction made of 
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vised Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 


. wan ? roar } } TI? } 
companying re port, orcered to be printed, 


WASHINGTON SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia 


’ 


| reported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 406) to amend 


an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington Safe Deposit 
ed to the Committee of the Whole House 


Company;’’ which was refer 


| on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


| to be printed. 


NATIONAL SAFE DI IT COMPANY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill (S. 690) to amend an act en- 
tled ‘‘An act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia,’’ approved January 22, 1867; 

hich was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE INSURANCE COMPANY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back the bill (H. R. 9435) changing the name of the 
Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature ot a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10423) changing the name of the 
Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was. read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of revenue. The Clerk will reportthe pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Flax straw. 

Flax, not hackled or dressed. 

Flax, hackled, known as dressed line. 

‘Tow of flax, or hemp. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne] 


} 
l 


“ 


| moves to strike out the first line, ‘‘ Flax straw.’’ 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, one of the serious objec- 


| tions I have to the bill under consideration is that it strikes down the 
| entire agricultural dutiable list. 1 beg to enumerate the articles that 


it proposes to transfer to the free-list: dates, plums, figs, currants, 
meats, game, fresh milk, beans, peas, split peas, bristles, bulbs, grease, 
feathers, hemp and rape seed, garden seeds, linseed and flaxseed, 
broom corn, tallow, bees-wax, soap, ete. In addition to this, wool, flax, 


| hemp, and all of the vegetable fibers with the exception of cotton. The 
| four lines that have been read include flax straw, flax not hackled, and 





the tow of flax. Now, the average duty upon these four commodities 
is but 8 per cent. ad valorem. That upon flax known as dressed line 
is but 7 percent.; upon flax not hackled it is 9 per cent. ; upon flax straw 
it is 10 per cent., and upon the tow of flaxit isonly 5. 21 percent. So 
it will be noticed that these are almost, if not altogether, the lowest 
rates of duty known to the tariff schedules; and yet while the tariff as 
revised by this bill leaves large duties upon almost every manufact- 
ured commodity, when it comes to these small agricultural products 
and industries it proposes to put them wholly at the mercy of the free 
list. Now, Mr. Chairman, flax is by no means an insignificant industry. 
It is raised in almost every State and Territory in the Union. It is 
largely produced in Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Ohio, Kentucky, Missouri, 
New York, New Jersey, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and 


Virginia. In 1860 our flaxseed product was but 566,000 bushels, | 


while in 1880 it was stated in the census at 7,171,000 bushels, and it is 


| estimated that the seed product has now reached over 12,000,000 
| bushels. 


In 1880 there were produced in the United States 421,098 tons of 
flax straw, 1,565,546 tons of fiber, and it is now estimated that the pro- 
duction of flax fiber in the United States is over 2,500,000 tons. Not- 
withstanding this, it is estimated that there are destroyed in the United 
States at least 500,000 tons of flax straw every year, on account of its 
not being sufficiently near manufactories where it may be put into 
fabrics. This industry is very considerably larger than that of hemp, 
which is also transferred to the free-list in this bill. It is estimated 
that in 1870 there were 12,000 tons of hemp produced, while in 1880 
the product had diminished by more than one-half, having receded to 
5,025 tons, 

I repeat these figures for the purpose of showing the extent of the 
flax industry, so far as we can secure any statistics upon the subject. 
The statistics are imperfect, and I have no doubt the industry is very 
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Mr. WHITE 
question ? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, yes 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Your argument, as I understand it, is to 
the extent that the tariff has caused the low price of wheat. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, I do say to a certain extent. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. You say so? 

Mr. MILLS. Of course. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Then what made prices so high in 1880? 

Mr. MILLS. In 1880 and ’81 and ’82 there was avery large expor- 
tation of agricultural product 
foreign goods. Let the gentleman go and examine the records of the 


fIndiana. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a 


terchange of commodities took place. That made the price of wheat 
go up in the year he mentions. We were importing large quantities 


of foreign products and that made a demand for our home products, | 


which, of course, made an increase in the price of those commodities. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in 
that respect. 
the tariff at all. 

Mr. MILLS. The principal cause of the activity in wheat at that 
time was because of the great demand to supply foreign markets in 
exchange for these commodities. It is the amount of the supply and 
the demand which, more than anything else, regulates these prices. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. That has nothing whatever to do with it. 
You go back three years ago when you had a short crop of wheat 
350,000,000 barrels, and less than 50,000,000 to export—what was the 
consequence? ‘lhe Chicago produce gamblers ran the price down from 
$1.10 to 85 cents a bushel because of the shortage in the crop. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, if the gentleman from Indiana has completed his 
speech in mine, I will proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetimeofthe gentleman has expired. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Very well; let us have a vote. 

Mr. GEAR. I move to strike out thelast word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Jersey as withdrawn. 

Mr. GEAR. A word as to the effect of this provision of the bill upon 
the people of my State. Flax in Iowa is the poor man’s crop. Every 
man who comes to my State a poor man and buys his 120 or 160 acres 
of land buys it possibly from a corporation on long time-—and that ac- 
counts, let me say, ina large degree for the mortgages which my friends 
{rom the other side are so prompt to describeas existing there—and he 
puts in his first crop of flax. Under the old arrangement when a man 
came to Iowa, thirty, forty, or fifty years ago, and broke up thevirgin 
prairie soil, he could raise nothing. 

There is not one year in Iowa in twenty, or in any of our Western 
Territories or States, in which during the first year you can raise any- 
thing after breaking up the land. Sometimes in very wet seasons 
15 or 20 bushels of corn may be gathered, but as a rule no crops are 
made. It became early the system in that State that the first year 
was devoted to get the land ready for producing corn and wheat the 
following year. 

But during the last few years, since there has been a fair protection 
of the flax industry, that system bas been changed and the new ground 
is now sown in flax. As soon as the man has broken up his land, 10 
acres we will say in April, he seeds it down in flax, and as he breaks 
up another 10, 20, 30, or 40 acres it is seeded down in the same way. 
He goes to the flax-mills and borrows the seed and returns it with his 
crop. 

The result is, Mr. Chairman, that at the end of the season, after he 
has put 30, 40, or 50 acres in flax, he gets for that crop $500 to $800, 
which not only supports his family, but in many instances permits 
him to make his first payment on his land, reducing his debt, and 
sometimes in one or two seasons he secures his title in full. 


In addition to that, twenty years ago there was but one flax-mill in | 


the State. To-day there are nine great mills which crush one and one- 
half millions of bushels of flaxseed annually, and their annual product 
is nearly 5,000,000 gallons of flaxseed-oil. I desire to call attention 


just here to the fact that flaxseed-oil during the last fifteen years is 
When we pro- | 


cheaper than it has ever been before in this country. 
cured our linseed-oil from England, forty years ago, the price was from 
{5 to 60 cents per gallon, but to-day you can buy it all over the State 
of Iowa at retail under the protective system for less money than we 
had to pay for it in New York at wholesale in years gone by. 

The English people produce flaxseed in large amounts in India by 
cheap ryot and fellah labor, which costs only 6 or 7 cents per day. 
That flaxseed is exported to England, where the production of oil is but 
a secondary consideration. It is ground there mainly for the purpose 
of the residuum, which is used for the fattening of cattle, and the large 
profit in the manufacture of flaxseed here on the ground is from the 
export of oil-cake which we send abroad. Now, if you pass this bill, 
in my judgment, you will strike a direct blow at the Iowa flax-raiser. 
We exported $1,900,000 worth of flaxseed from our State, in addition 
to what was consumed at home, obtained from the crushing of 1,500,- 
000 bushels of seed. In my judgment you strike a very heavy blow at 


caused mainly by the large import of 


It was gambling in wheat that produced that result, not | 
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this industry if you pass this bill. What else but flax can our people 
raise to bring their land into subjection? If they raise anything else 
they have got to be ‘‘out’’ a year’s labor. Our friends on the other 
side are clamorous all the time for the poor farmers of the West, who 
they say are downtrodden and loaded with mortgages and all that sort 
of thing. Nowif they really want to benefit the Western farmers, 
they can nct find a better way of doing it than by retaining the duty 
on flax as it stands in the existing law. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, it is strange to hear the arguments 
that are made by the protectionists on the other side of the House. I 


' have been listening here for a month to their strange wiring in and 
Bureau of Statistics, and he will see that during that year this vast in- | 


wiring out, their strange deviations, affirmations, and denials. What 


| good does the tariff on flaxseed do anybody? 








| of the article? 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It controls our home market. 
Mr. BLAND. It does? You are the first gentleman I have heard 


|; admit that the tariff did control the home market. What do you 


mean by that? That it raises prices? If the tariff on flax, or on any- 
thing else, does not raise the price, what good does it do? How does 
it hurt my friend from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] to take the tariff off flax, 
when he claims all the time that the taritf does not increase the value 
Of all the false pretenses brought in here to deceive 
the farmers of the country, I think this is the most preposterous. This 
tariff gives us a revenue of $100,000. Suppose, according to the theory 
of the gentlemen on the other side of the House, that the flax-raisers 


| do get the benefit of that $100,000, what do they have to pay for it? 


The agriculturists of this country exported abroad last year nearly 
$600, 000,000 worth of their products, and exchanged them for foreign 
commodities which ought to have been worth to them here perhaps 
$300,000,000, but on that exchange they had to pay to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, through the custom-houses, a tax of over $200,000,000. 

I say, sir, that that profit of $200,000,000 on our agricultural prod- 
ucts was confiscated at the custom-houses. It was a fine imposed upon 
the farmers of this country for having gone abroad to exchange their 
surplus which they could not sell at home because the home market 
could not receive it. And for the pitiful sum of $100,000 you want to 


| fine the farmers of this country by a high protective tariff and confis- 


cate their property to the amount of $200,000,000. Notonly that, but 
upon all of these articles which they bought at home, amounting to 
three or four times $200,000,000, you have extorted from the farmers 
by your tariff system of protection not less than $800,000,000, and you 
are doing that annually. And yet you think the farmers are to be hum- 


| bugged and tricked by the idea that they are protected on wheat and 


flax and articles of that kind from which no revenue comes and the 
duty on which is of no sort of benefit to them. That isa sham anda 
pretense and a fraud and a humbug that will never go down with the 
farmers of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, if we really want to relieve the farmers of the bur- 
dens, what we must dois to give them an outlet for their wheat and 
other products. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE] has al+ 
luded to 1880, when he says wheat was worth more than it is to-day, 
and he attributes the depression to speculation and to gambling in 
wheat. Why, sir, we had as many gamblers in wheat in 1880 as we 
have to-day. Mr. Chairman, it is our protective tariff that has driven 
European countries to seek other wheat-fields. Great Britain is devel- 
oping wheat-growing in India and is extending her railroads there be- 
cause of the fact that we refuse to trade with her. The question of 
our trade with foreign nations is also affected by another fact, to which 
I need not allude more particularly now—I mean our financial policy 
with reference to one of our metals. These two things taken together 
are ruining the wheat market of the farmers of this country, but the 
tariff especially is doing it by driving foreign countries to develop 
other wheat-fields, and, as a consequence, our wheat is depreciating in 
value in the markets of the world to-day. 

I will here give more in detail an explanation of this matter. 


Value of exports of the leading products of domestic agriculture from the 
Uniied States from 1860 te 1887. 


Year | | Provisions, Cattle | 
l- | comprising ay . 
= | Cotton, Bread- Leaf- ennai sheep, Total. 
| AV stuffs, ba . : anc 
June raw. tuffs tobacco dairy prod- = 
3u— | ucts, a 


$2,526, 746 $438, 856, 921 





1877 ...'$171, 118,508 $117, 806,476 '$28, 825, 521 118,579,676 

1878 ool 180, 031, 484 | 181,777,841 | 24,803,165 | 124,845,137 | 4,497,576 515, 955, 203 
1879 ...| 162, 304, 250 | 210, 355,528 | 25,157, 364 119, 857, 692 | 10, 162° 400 | 527,837) 234 
1880 _..| 211'535, 905 | 288/036. 835 | 16 132) 488° 201 | 14,657,931 | 663. 297, 979 
1881 ...| 247,695,746 | 270,332,519 | 156, 809, 840 | 15, 639, 173 709, 514, 321 
1882 | 199, 812; 644 | 182,670,528 | 19,067,721 | 122,020,530 | 8,913,656 | 532, 485, 079 
1883 | 247,328" 721 | 208,040,850 | 19; 438,066 | 109,217,119 | 9,768, 803 | 593.793, 559 
1884 aa 197, 015, 204 | aaattee Las 17,765, 760 | 114,353,788 | 19,333,121 | 511,012,588 
1885 ...| 201, 962; 458 | 160,370,821 | 22' 025,786 | 107,332) 456 | 13,998,441 | 505; 689, 962 
1886 .../ 205. 085, 642 | 125, 846,558 | 27, 158, 457 90, 625, 216 | 11, 963, 095 | 460, 678, 968 
1887 ...| 206, 222. 057 | 165, 768, 662 | 25,948,977 | 92,783,296 | 9,991,614 | 500,713, 906 


| | j 


“In the year 1887 we exported of the products of domestic agriculture 
$500,713,906. On page 7i of the same document will be found the 
leading articles of imports entered for consumption during the year 
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1887, which amount to $683,418,980.70, which are dutiable under the 


present tariff and on which was collected $217,000,000 tariff taxes. 
This may not be considered entirely fair, inasmuch as our whole im 
portation of merchandise amounted to $726,042,878, which would in 
clude articles on the free-list, leaving about $43,000,000 that came in 


under the free-list. Now, if we take the whole $700,000,000 imported, 


on which duties were paid to the amount of over $217,000, 000, we find 
that about 30 per cent. in value of our foreign commerce was diverted 





from the pockets of the farmers by a tax or fine levied upon th« 
not selling their products at home, when, in reality, it was a sur} 
they had on hand for which there was no home market. 

Our whole exports of merchandise for 1887 were $679,159,477. Sub 
tract from this the whole amount of farm products leaves only about 
$178,000,000 of other exports. So it may be fairly assumed that the 
whole burden of tariff taxation, being a burden and tax on commerce 
itself, is a tax upon those who produce the commodities enterin 
and constituting nearly the whole of our commerce, to wit, the ag 
culturists. But to come at it exactly, and for the purpose of illus 
trating the matter, I will say to the agent of our federation of farmers 
that suppose in the next fiscal year we find that their surplus product 
exceed somewhat that of this past year, or should be $600,000,000, in 
round numbers, for which they have no market at home, unless they 
sell at a great sacrifice, and to dispose of which they are driven from 
necessity to foreign markets, and suppose the agent of that federation 
of farmers ships this $600,000,000 of farm produce to European coun 
tries, and there exchanges their produce for the products of those coun 
tries—products that are consumed by the farmers and their families, 
furnishing the farms, keeping up theirstock, and supplying themselves 
vith the necessaries of life 

We find from this 30 per cent. that was paid last year on importa 
tions they can buy these products 30 per cent. cheaper in foreign mar- 
kets than here, and therefore their $600,000,000 of products in foreign 
markets will produce for them $780,000,000 of foreign products that 
enter into consumption and supplying their families and keeping up 
their farms. It will be readily seen that this agent of the federa- 
tion of farmers has made a wise investment; that although his exports 
were only $600,000,000 his imports are $780,000,000, 1 
protective tariff defenders would say that inasmuch as his imports had 
exceeded his exports, therefore the balance of trade was against us, it 
would be the reverse, because he had sold $600,000,000 worth of prod 
ucts for which he received $780,000,000, and instead of the balance of 
trade being against us we are the gainer of $180,000,000. So far the 
farmer has made a large profit. But‘when the commodities he has pro- 
cured from abroad reach our ports the cargo is visited by a custom 
house officer and 30 per cent. of the invoice cost of those articles, which 
would be $600,000,000, inasmuch as they are worth only $600,000,000 
in the ports where they are exchanged for, but $800,000,C00 here, 39 


per cent. tax would be levied on the invoice price, and before tl 0c 


} 





a) 
wblie our 


could be removed for the farmers to consume them, this tax of 30 per 
cent., or $180,000,000, must be paid, even before they can leave th 


custom-house. 








This agent of the federation of farmers may well! say, ‘* W s tl 
exacted of us? The custom-house officer could onl; y that 
was to discourage this sort of thing, shipping goods abroad and buying 
goods abroad; that this fine or tax was levied for the purpose of « 
pelling him to buy at home and build up home industi that it was 
the policy of this Government to discourage foreign exports and foreign 

: 


imports; that he should have traded at home and not taken his prod- 

ucts abroad. So that the farmers find that what ought to have been: 

profit to them, and would have been a profit to them but for this hig] 

protective tariff, has been ruthlessly confiscated in their | is and they 

have lost all their profits, amounting to $180,000,000. ; 
Now, our Republican friends in this House wil 

proposition that all these manufacturing industries 


} . 

i not iisten to the 

hewa for: 14 

nave lormed them 
} 


selves into pools, trusts, and combines for the express purpose of 





eep 


I 
t 

} 
, 





ing up the price of their manufactured products, and that this high 
protective tariff that finds the farmers and every one else who under 
takes to escape from the exactions of these trusts, impose him taxe 
ranging from 30 to 4@ per cent. every time he undertal » trade w 
anybody but a trust or a monopolist. W rt der that t 
farmers are endeavoring to escape from the deg of this la 

that they are forming, or attempting to form, h wl 

to fight combin ns. But, of all the pools ists th: er 
cursed the farmers of this land, the hig] otective tariff l t 





is the gigantic father; and it is against this trust of the } rotectir 


the parent of the whole brood, that they must bend every energy and 











fight to the bitter death, or else they will go to the w 
not in a condition to oppose these pools and trusts in any other manner 
than in k f rates and permitting fair competition the world 
over, so th: pools and trusts a? home undertake to ; 
prices, the products of other countries may come in and counteract 
them. A farmer who can not see this is certainly blind. 

The CHAIRMAN Debate on the ame ndment is exhausted 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, it must be said of my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that he is refreshingly direct and plain in what 
be has to say, and that he at least does not atte to conceal the fact 
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Ta hie ng 2 y ¢ ption of laxsece and tin l Idi 
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Average from 1575 to 1886, 7,893,000 bushels. 


This table shows conclusively that the tariff of 20 cents a bushel on 
laxseed has encouraged and stimulated the industry. Now, every one 
agrees that if we have succeeded in raising up and domesticating for out 
benefit a product and an industry which did not before exist it is a 
good thing. The only possible objection which can be raised is that 
vhich perhaps may be suggested by free-traders, who will say, ** Whi 
is true that the tariff has encouraged and fostered the raising of seed, 
it has nevertheless increased the price of the oil, so that the consumer 

ne the better off.’’ 

w, exactly the reverse is true. I took pains the other day to go 
ry and examine the price-current of the wholesale trade 
York for the first week in January of every alternate year since 
ause I believed that the average would 
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) i i C lit 
id that in 1862 linseed-oil, which was at that time all import 
wa rth in New York from 83 to 85 cents. In 1864 it rose to $1.43 
» to $1.47, and so it continued at higher figures until the clos 
of t war. After the close of the war it still remained at 77 to 79 


veriod, and until the American linseed industry, t! 
g laxseed, had risen to something like its dimension 

the present day. Then it fell from 70 cents to 40 cents, and at the 
resent time it is selling at wholesale in the city of New York at from 


its and at about same price in my own Stat 














0 ¢ 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 
FARQUHAR. Imove thatthe time of the gentleman from Min- 
Q vi nded for f minutes This i practical question ad 
© want } cal information on 
ie CHAIRMA? The Cl hears no ol t ind th man 
? ? 
’ A BPA ‘ i. 
r. RAYNER. Will the gentleman allow me toask himagq 
‘ 9 


r information: 

Mr. LIND. Certain: 

RAYNER. How was it the price of linseed-oil went up 37 pe 

( in 1887, and how does it get lower, to 43 and 40 cents, since last 
O ver? Was it not on unt of the trust ? 

LIND I will answer that, and Iam glad to have the oppor- 

fd | I ntleman that 





doing so; and beg to assure the 





» far as I am concerned there are no politics in this question. I wish 
to place the facts before the members of the committee so that they can 
decide intelligently. 

Mr. RAYNER. In this connection let me ask 

Mr. LIND. Sit down and let me proceed. My ti: is limited and 
is rapidly passing away. I will answerthe gentleman’s question. In 
7 we had a severe drought in localities, and the crop of seed fell 
hort. That had a tendency to increase the price of linseed-oil to 
certain degree. In the second place, I understand, the linseed-oil trust 

that time, and I have no doubt that the oil trust 





reated about a 
aised the price. 
r. RAYNER. That is what I wished to draw ont. 

Mr. LIND. Iam not prepared to say that it increased the price to 
exorbitant figures. The record shows the reverse; but that the linseed- 
oil trust raised the price to a certain extent I have no doubt. 

Mr. RAYNER. That explains it. 

Mr. LIND. In this connection I must also state that the flaxseed 





has risen in price in the last few years continually, except one fall, 
when it was down. But bearing on the trust, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that flaxseed is protected to the extent 
of 20 cents a bushel specific duty. One bushel of flaxseed will produce 
25 gallons of linseed-oil. The protection on the linseed-oil is 25 cents 
per gallon. Hence you will see that a bushel of flaxseed turned into 
linseed-oil has a protection on the manufactured article in the shape of 
linseed-oil of 625 cents. These rates are disproportionate. It is doing 
injustice to the farmer and to the consumer, and leavesa margin for a 
trust in oil. 

We should the 


our iarmers entire 


or 
t 
t 


re either raise the duty on the seed so as to relieve 
y from the foreign competition or lower the duty on 
he oil so as to subject the manufacturer to the same reasonable com- 
petition with the foreign oil that the farmer has to submit to with 

seed. This is evident to any one who will consult the reports on com- 
ation. Since our present rates of duty went into ef- 
een no importations of oil (except in connection with 
colors and pigments), while there have been annual importations of 


flaxseed, as is shown in the table I have given. 





His 








\ MreMI Millions of bushels of seed and not a gallon of oil. 

Mr. Yes, sir; and this convinces me that there is room fora 
trust The protection to the manufacturer is greater p1 r- 
tionately than it is to the farmer, and it is my deliberate jud nt 





iterest of the consumer to put the 
gallon. This would be at the rate 
, Instead of 62} cents as at present; 
I rgin, for the expense of manufacture is not heavy. 
It would subject the manufacturer to the same relative competition 
that the farmer has to meet,and no more. This is only fair, and inmy 
opinion sound protective doctrine, for while I believe in the protection 
of the American product and the American manufacturer I do not be- 
lieve that it should be carried to the extent of excluding entirely a 
wholesome competi 1 from abroad. " 
Mr. WEST. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 
Mr. LIND. Certainly. 
Mr. WEST. Willthe gentleman tell this House the cost of oil when it 
fact 
} 


that it would be safe and for the in 
duty on the oil down to 15 cents a 
of 374 cents to the bushel of seed 


and this is ample m: 








tio 


id at 50 cents a gallon? 
Mr. LIND. 
gentleman can compute the cost, or ¢ 


sufficiently accurate for our 


I mean the actual cost to the manufac 
; mittee, and then any 
e an estimate that 











The seed costs the manufacturer from $1.10 to $1.35 per bushel. A 
bushel produces 2} gallons of oil, as stated. The oil cake pays for the 


manufacture as a rule, and usually alittle more. Of course these fig- 
ures are subject to the fluctuations incident to all lines of business. 
The farmers get from 80 cents to $1.10 or $1.15 per bushel for the seed 
where they hav fair market. The margin between that and man- 
ufacturers’ cost of the seed covers freight, commissions, waste, insur- 
ance, ete. Besides, you must bear in mind thatin this as in all other 
business the manufacturer has losses, risks, interest on the capital in- 
vested, and the necessary expense of transacting the business, which 
must all be added to the cost of the oil. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized and yielded his 
time to Mr. LIND. 
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and the cost of living th ire cheaper than with us. Mr. BROWNE. « 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, but I was speaking of the of even the coarse grade of flax which we did grow. It seems to me 


fiber, not of the straw. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But I mean that I send the straw to the 
factory, where they take the fiber out of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But has it not practically lost 
all value as fiber if you wait for the seed crop? That is the universal 
testimony of gentlemen [ have talked with who claim to be familiar 
with the subject. Straw is taxed $5 a ton, tow $10, and fine fiber $40. 
The differences in value also are very great. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know what I am talking about so far 
as Indiana is concerned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, Indiana must produce 
a very inferior fiber. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We get the seed and then we take the 
straw, as we call it there, to the flax factory, where they manufacture 
it into fiber, which is used in making coarse bagging, etc., and we sell 
that straw at from $4 to $6 a ton. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to question 
that that fiber which, as I understand from the gentleman’s own state- 
ment, is an inferior and a greatly deteriorated fiber, can be used in 
making coarse bagging, and perhaps it is good for rope and paper 
stock; but I do know that years ago bagging made of it was used 
throughout the South for wrapping cotton and it was found to be so 
unfit even for that purpose that its use has been entirely discarded. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to say to the gentleman that I 
have worn many a pair of pantaloons made out of the fiber after the 
seed had been taken from it. The seed was first saved and then the 
fiber was made into thread and into cloth. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was during the good old 
barefooted days. I have seen that kind of flax used in my boyhood 
for a fabric which was the equivalent of the coarse fabric made out of 
hemp. 

Mr. 3UCHANAN. Let me tell the gentleman that I have had some 
youthful experience in this business, and that our very finest flax fiber 
was made from flax that had ripened sufficiently for the seed crop to 
be saved. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I can only say, speak- 
ing of the matter in a very abstract way—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Entirely abstract, I admit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have never grown flax my- 
self, but—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, Iam giving you my personal experience. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can only say that the gen- 
tleman’s statements are in conflict with those of a multitude of wit- 
nesses that I have conferred with on the subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. So much the worse for the witnesses. I speak 
from experience. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well. I have no doubt 
the gentleman has entire confidence in himself, and is willing to con- 
tradict even a multitude. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know what I did. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, our experience in the 
protection of this fiber is very plain. In 1850, when we had a duty on 
flax, we produced nearly 8,000,000 pounds. In 1860(having taken off 
the duty in 1857) we produced a little less than 5,000,000 pounds. 
Connecticut produced 17,000 pounds in 1850, in 1860 less than 2,000 
pounds; and under the high rate of duty which has existed since the 
restoration of the duty in 1861 the production has run down until in 
the year 1879 there was not produced there a single pound of flax. 

Take the State of Delaware. The production declined from 8,000 
pounds in 1860 to 130 pounds in 1880. Take the State of Indiana, 
where it declined from 97,000 pounds in 1860 to 25,000 pounds under 
the high rates of duty in 1880. TheState of Iowa, produced 695,000 
pounds in 1870, this product having risen from 30,000 in 1860; but 
by 1880 the production had fallen to 81,000 pounds. New Jersey pro- 
duced 182,000 pounds in 1850 and 46,000 pounds in 1880. Take the 
State of Kentucky, which produced at one time 2,000,000 pounds. In 
1860 the product was less than 1,000,000, and in 1880, 48,000 pounds. 

Mr. WARNER. Is the gentleman speaking of hemp or flux ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am speaking of flax. Mr. 
Chairman, it is the experience of our country, running through many 
decades, that we have not the humidity of climate necessary for the 
production of a high grade of fiax such as is produced in Ireland, in 
the Netherlands, and upon the borders of the Black Sea and the Baltic. 
We did produce at one time a coarse grade of flax. But you will ob- 
serve that our total production of flax has fallen from 27,000,000 pounds 
in 1870 to 1,565,000 pounds in 1880. 

i believe that the principal cause of the falling off of our production 
in even the coarse grade of flax is the introduction of jute. This 
coarse flax was cheaper than hemp, but jute, and I speak more especially 
of jute butts, is cheaper than either. Jute butts have only been util- 
ized for comparatively a few years—twenty years or something like 
that—but this grade of jute is now used in making every yard of that 
bagging which formerly was made exclusively of hemp and flax. So 
long as we can get jute, which is so much better suited for these pur- 
poses, we shall not resume, under any rate of taxation, the growing 
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that in reference to an article like flax or jute, which has to be manip- 
ulated by hand, and, being light work, can be manipulated by the feeble 
and low-paid labor of other countries. it is suicidal and foolish for us 
to keep our manufacturers of flax handicapped by a high duty on their 
raw material, protecting also, as it does, no American interest what- 
ever. It simply retards the growth of the flax goods or linen manu- 
facturing business in our country, restricts opportanities for our peo- 
ple to get work, and makes necessary very high rates of taxation upon 
finished goods. This in turn is hard upon consumers and is not needed 
by the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, during this debate we have heard much from the oppo- 
site side of the House in the way of sympathy for the agriculturists, 
the farmers of the land; yet when we come to the features of the bill 
which particularly pertain to their interests, we find, instead of legis- 
lation for them, that almost everything they produce is placed upon 
the free-list, and that they are to be compelled to enter into competi- 
tion with the cheap products and cheap labor of the Old World. 

We have heard from the other side that the lumbermen, the iron- 
men, and the manufacturers have grown rich from this system of pro- 
tection; and gentlemen who advocate this bill claim that they desire 
to give to the country some legislation in the interest of the farmer. 
If their argument is correct, if, as has been contended by them, protec- 
tion makes the manufacturer, the lumberman, the ironman rich, why 
do they not frame some legislation for the benefit of the farmer, to 
make him rich, instead of putting his various products upon the free- 
list and compel him to find a market for them in competition with the 
cheap products and cheap labor of the Old World? Why, sir, we know 
that since the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland as President wheat has 
sold more cheaply in the Chicago market than it ever did before in the 
history of that great city. We know that from Mr. Cleveland’s inau- 
guration until the present time agricultural products have declined un- 
til, as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] said the other day, 
there is no profit to-day to the farmer in the cultivation of his field. 
In order that I may not misquote the gentleman, I will read his lan- 
guage: 

I stated at the same time that in the part of the country to which I referred, 
which is as good a country as there is under the sun, agriculturists had recently 
been barely able to hold theirown. The gentleman does not question that; I 
believe no gentl@man questions it. 

So that we get a little truth from the opposite side of the House in 
this debate; some grains of it come to us occasionally. The gentleman 
who by virtue of his position as chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means [Mr. MILs] leads this House said a few moments ago, if I 
understood him correctly, that in order to give Ireland a market for 
her products here in America he would strike down American interests. 
That is the logic, if not the language, of the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. MILLS. It is not my logic or my argument. 

Mr. PERKINS. If I understood the gentleman, that was the force 
of his argument—that in order that we might help Ireland he would 
give Ireland a market in our country, and to do that he would lessen 
the protection given to American products. He would do this that 
Ireland might find a market here for her products, and the products 
of her cheap and unpaid labor. 

We heard the other day a statement made by the gentleman from 
Chicago (Mr. LAWLER], in a discussion on this bill, that the effect of 
its pendency before this House was to embarrass American interests 
and American industries. If his remark be true as to the mere pend- 
ency of such a bill before the House of Representatives, if it embar- 
rasses and paralyzes the industries of the United States and all the in- 
terests dependent thereon, how deplorable would be the result of the 
passage of such a bill to the great interests of the American people. 
| Applause. ] 

As Isuggested a moment ago, we find that from the inauguration of the 
present Administration the agricultural products and the farming indus- 
tries have been greatly prostrated. Why? Weall remember that Mr. 
Cleveland did not wait to warm by his presence the Executive chair 
before he sent to this Congress a message recommending that the mints of 
our country beclosed to the coinage of thesilver dollar; yet, sir, wefind 
here the great champion of thesilver dollar, the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. BLAND], shouting himself hoarse in singing pzans of praise to the 
man who sent that communication to the Congress. 

We know that from the very hour Mr. Cleveland’s Administration 
came into power he has not only done what he could against the silver 
dollar, but he has done what he could by his recommendations to Con- 
gress to secure the destruction of the national Treasury notes. And 
what do we find? We find the very men who advocate and believe in 
those Treasury notes standing up here and defending him before the 
country. Is not that a most remarkable exhibition of inconsistency ? 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move, by unanimousconsent, thatthe gentleman 
from Kansas be allowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, we find that from the inauguration 
of Mr. Cleveland to the present time his policy has been to contract 
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the currency, and to give to Wall street for speculati purposes the 
idle money of the Government, rather than to pay it upon the bonded 
obligations and reduce our interest-bearing debt, and thus lessen the 
burdens resting upon the people. ‘ lemen upen 
the other side House who profess to believe in an expansion of 


thar ts contraction standing here and else- 





the currency 1 
where to do his biddin 


Of course there ¢ 


and asking 1 


for him acontinued leas« of pows 

1 be no thrift and prosperity amongst the farmers 
of Minnesota or anywhere else with such acondition of affairs exis 
as has been inaugurated and as is sustained by this Administration 
We all know that its policy is in the interest of Wall street and the 


YS 





Solid South—ziving the offices to the Solid South and to Wall street 
the surplus money of the Government. And in order that this con 
dition of affairs may continue we are now asked to strike down a sys 
tem of legislation which in the past gave to our country its wonderful 
prosperity. Upon this side of the House we believe in building up 
rather than in pulling down. We believe in creating rather than in 


destroying. ] 


of the people rather than to see the industries and trade of this country | 


prostrated, and its people made poor and miserable. [Applause. ] 


I know it is said if this system of protection is broken down it will 
result in bringing cheaper goods to our farmers. We heard from the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] the frank confession that he 
would take the tariff from every article manufactured by an American 
artisan and from every product grown by an American farmer A gen 


tleman on the other side said to me the only objection he had to the 
pending bill was that it did not go far enough. He said that this year 
they would take the duty off of wool and put it | ] 


on the tree-i st, al 1 
they would take the tariff off of every agricultural product, and then 





We believe in contributing to the happiness and prosperity | 


next year the farmers of the West and the wool men would join them | 
in putting iron and steel and other protected articles of American manu- | 


facture upon the free-list, and thus in the end they would accomplish 
free trade. He said they proposed to accomplish it in detail 
the country is advised of the free-trade policy this administration and 
the Democratic House has set ont to accomplish and secure. He said 
frankly: ‘‘We may not accomplish it at once, but that is the policy we 
have started out upon, and which we hope to accomplish in time.’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Where did he tell you he 
would go to get his taxes? 

Mr. ROWELL. In Henry George's way, I suppose | Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I suppose as you propose to get them, from the in- 
ternal-revenue tax, a tax on American products and on sugar and rice, 
which you in the South produce, and the tariff upon which you pro- 
pose to continue and to increase, and also no doubt eventually upon 


and thus 


tea and coffee, which it happens do not come in competition with Ameri- } 


can producis. In other words, your policy will be to make the Ameri- 
cans pay all the taxes rather than the foreigners who bring their prod- 
ucts to our shores. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I challenge the gentleman to 
turn to the schedule and show this committee where we have increased 
or failed to reduce the duties upon sugar and rice 

Mr. PERKINS. Have you not increased the duty on 1 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir 

Mr. PERKINS. You propose to keep on, do you not? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, wedonot propose to strike 
it all off. But the gentleman shifts his ground. You said we had in- 
creased it. Now, where have we increased it or failed to reduce it? 

Mr. PERKINS. 
which practically amounts to that ? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir, it does not; and be- 


Do not you give a definition to uncleaned rice | 


sides that is only one feature in rice and you included cleaned rice and | 


also sugar. 5 

Mr. PERKINS. Gentlemen fully as well acquainted with the sub- 
ject as the gentleman from Arkansas have so stated upon this floor and 
this is the first denial that I have heard. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But you make adistinct charge; 
now I ask the gentleman to turn to the schedule and substantiate it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I make the statement on the authority of members 
of the committee who know what they are talking about, and they al- 
lege that you give in this bill a definition of uncleaned rice which in- 
creases the duty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I tell the gentleman now that 
such is not the case, and that every statement he has made is untrue. 
He makes the assertion; I ask him to turn to the schedule and substan- 
tiate it. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I happen to know something, as well 
as other gentlemen who have spoken upon this question, on the sub- 
ject of raising flax. 
the State, where flax some years ago was raised to some extent. My 
friend from Indiana {Mr. BROWNE] and myself were both from that 
part of the country and both worked in the flax field in our early boy- 
hood in Kentucky. We therefore know something about it. I have 
pulled the flax out of the ground; I have helped to rot it on my father’s 
farm; I have broken it, hackled it, and dressed it. Ihave seen it spun 


I was raised in Kentucky, the southern part of 
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e ha ceased be } ible i I ry 3 
r n the « t presented by my frie from y 
LAFFOON |, are nowd ted to the raising of the finest tobacco in 
the workl, so they claim, and this they find to be far more protitable to 
|} them than was the culture of flax Chat was the reason, and the taritf 
i could not keep the flax industry going, and nothing n keep it going 
as long as someth ng else ‘ in be produced on the san ind by the same 
men in the same time which will put more dollars into their 
That isa condition which prevails in every bran f ind 
has been the result on flax-raising in Kentucky. It is passing away, I 
repeat, in Indiana, and it will perhaps pass away somewhere els time, 
They may be growing it with some considerable suecess in Dakota, 
but after awhile, if we find markets for t peo} Dakot hey 
ascertain that they can raise wheat $1 or $1.25 per b ( ind 
which will pay them better than raisi1 lax, then they will the 
flax and go to the wheat 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana t does not my nd know tl the 
raising of flax does not interfere with whe 
Mr. MILLS. Does not. the gentleman f I ina k that it 
does interfere with anything when anothe ticle can be produced 
the same cost which is of greater \ e and profit to the raise We 
are familiar with the culture of flax fact we are both expertsin flax. 
Laughter.| But when the flax-raiser can do something els n the 
e time that promises better re 3, it puts Mor 0 
| kets than the sing ¢ I ro 
» the other That i the reas¢ t } i- 
t cky that is the ison that vradu ig V i 
it will be the case in all places throughout the countt 
My friend from Iowa affected to misunder l vs 
tleman from Kansas | Mr. PERK in reference to my all on to 
Irish. Mr. Chairman,I dor tend to be mi derstood about what 
Isay. I have sympathized with the Irish people all y life Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side ver sof extreme su 
fering and destitution and oppression that I re to ha er 
heard in my early boyhood werestoriesof Ireland and her miseries, and I 
have always fi for her people \pplause on the Democratic side. } 
I ha always fe symp people suffer ler< ces, and 
for a land irsed DY a Cé ( espot the m heartles tne 
globe. Applause. | 
Mr. FUNSTON Y¢ froin f trade England. 
Mr. MILLS. It was the rot /f the carpet-bag, centralized Gov- 





erument of England App use on the Democratic side. | She was a 
conquered province she fell under the edge of the sword; her lands 





were parceled out, and her people were prostrated and impoverished by 
the remorseless robbery of their English conque In their efforts 
for self-government they have failed, and, having f 1, Car} haggerg 
from England have plundered them 1 that hour to this Applause 





on the Democratic side 


Now, Mr. Chairman, as much as I sympathize with Ireland, as much 
as I feel for her condition, I would not help Ireland helping her re- 
sulted in the infliction of a wrong upon ourown people. [Applause on 


PI 
the Democratic side.] But when I can by helping to deliver my own 








people at the same time confer a boon upon Ireland, I am ready and 
willing, yea, eager todoso. [Renewe au 

How will it hurt Ireland to let her en and he to us? 
How are we to burt her by letting he: g tl things to us, when 
we can buy them much cheaper by raising cotton, corn, wheat, and 
other products which she needs it change for them? It hely th 
of us. 

Why do people trade? Myf 1 wh [do 
not see in his seat to-day [ Mr. ¢ i tten a litt 0 titled 


**Why do we Trade ?’’ That is the juestion it (merican peo- 


ple have got to answer, and t! ure be ning to propound that que 
tion to themselves and to think about it. The answer is, that we trada 
because both parties are benefited It is beca exchange helps both 


the man from whom the export goes and the man to whom it 
{Here the hammer fell. } 

On motion of Mr. RICE, the time 

Mr. MILLS. Gentlemen talk 


price of wheat and what affects the pri 
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been asked e, Does the tariff affect the price of wheat? Mr. Chair- 
man, : | that obstructs exchange, when you have got a surplus 
to go to market, affects prices. { small volume of money in circula- 
tion an obstruction to exchange, and when circulation is contracting 
and the volume small the surplus products remain with those who pr 
duce them; they can not be exchar d because one of the vehicles of 
exchange 1s Wanting, and that affects the p 1c If a large crov of wheat 
1S g vn in Eu ope and thi ywh on the market at Liverpool, that affects 
the market and lowers the price. : 

If war was declared to-day, and privateers were roaming over th 
ocean tocut our commerce to piéces, that would affect the price of wheat, 
because we would have asurplus which would be thrown on the home 
market, and there would be more supply than demand. So a tar 
just like any ot obstruction, by preventing the importation of that 
for which we have to giv ir exports in exchange, affects prices. Wha 
is it that people export? They export their surplus; they export what 
they do not want to consumé They export things that lose their value 
unl they can iind a market, and those are the commodities, ov oy 


ricultural products, of which England and Ireland take the largest 
amount that we il away from our shores. Therefore I say that in 
helping Ireland we help ourselves; that when we take the products of 
her labor, when we furnish her a market for them a 


us a market for our productions, we help her just in proportion as we 


a 


he Ip ourst lves. 


What I am doing is trying to extricate our people, not from foreign 
exchange, for that is not hurting them, but from the clutches of mo- 


nopolies, and combinations, and trusts ‘that are forming allaround us to 
compel us to pay higher prices for the things that we want and that 


are necessary to sustain life. These are our enemy, and not the [rish- 
man or any other foreigner. No Iris -” in outside of or in the United 
States is doing anything to hurt the United States. It is Anesathiamnens 
olies of this country which, in the name of patriotism, have seized the 
Government by the throat; it is the monopolies and the combinations 


that are being made to limit production and to increase prices, and to 


com px ‘el the pe ople of the United States tolabor longe rand to labor harder 
in order to aatisty their wants—they are the enemies from whose grasp 
we must free ourselves, and I propose to do that, not only by reducing 
taxes, but by removing obstructions upon trade, so that we may send 
our surplus products to Eurcpe and all over the world and take in re- 
turn the surplus products of other nations at prices lower than those 
which these combinations have fixed for such commodities at home. 

REED, I think gentlemen must have noticed the increased vol- 

f tone in the voice of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means when he passed from flax, which he knew something about, 
to those general principles which he so thoroughly adorns every now 
and then by his remarks. 

I think it most ¢ stonishing that a man should repeat again and again 
statements with regard to exports and imports which have been ex- 
ploded so often. But I find that it is a marked peculiarity on the other 
side of the House to pay no attention to disproof, but to believe that re- 
iteration is the only thing which can effect an object. Time and time 
again I have heard the declaration that all we need in order to have 
our commerce again whiten the seas is the introduction of British- 
built ships and the destruction of our own ship-yards. Day after day 
my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] has shown the gentlemen on the other 
side that even the purchase of ships in foreign ports would not enable 
us to overcome the difficulties arising from higher wages, higher price 
of capital, and higher running expenses. Yet, after such conclusive 
proof, the debute would not go on for five minutes before some gentle- 
man on the other side would reiterate the same statement with the 
same boldness as if it had not been utterly disproved. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means is a remarkable 


‘ ¢ 


instance of that perseverance which would be almost like ‘‘ the perse- | 


verance of the saints,’’ if the object of it were notso bad. [Laughter. ] 
[ have heard him again and again declare that what is necessary in order 


that we may increase our exports is more imports from abroad; yet it | 


is shown most conclusively by the series of figures in the Report upon 
Commerce and Navigation that there is no connection between these two 
matters. I invite the gentleman’s explanation of the table on the 
eighteenth page. In the year 1881 we imported $642,664,628; we ex- 
ported $902,377,346. The increases and decreases I now give are fig- 
ured on the year 1881. 
946 and the exports decreased $151,835, 089. The next year the eee 
increased $80,516,286; the exports decreased $78,537,944. ‘he ne 
year the imports increased $25,033,065; the exports decreased $ 161, 
363,737. Thenext year the imports decreased $65,137,299; the exports 
decreased $160,187,591. The next year the imports decre ased $7,228, - 
192; the exports decreased $222,852,516. ‘The next year the imports 
increased $49,655,140 and the exports decreased $186,194, 135. 

The fact is that the outside world buys of us what it wants and sells 
us what we want; but there is no connection between the two. If the 
Empire of Great Britain desires to have our grain she buys it. Ifshe 
can find grain cheaper in India or in Russiashe buys it there, without 
any regard to what we buy of her. When we want things of her we 
buy them. When we can buy them cheaper anywhere else we do so. 
This is not a question of how much we furnish, but of how much we 








The next year the imports increased $81,974,- 


when she gives 


| formal one, is exhausted, and the Chair will regard the amendment as 
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want, and not a question of how much other nations furnish, but how Es 
x 


much they want. 
[ Here the hammer fell. | 








Mr. MILLS. j k the time ol th itleman from Maine b 
extended. 

Mr. REED. I have finished my discour 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the ( ection to tending the time of the 
gentleman from Maine for tive minutes? ‘ »Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. I will reserve those additional five minutes. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I observe 
that the Chair, as each g leman’s time expires, asks unanimous con- 
sent for the extension of his 1 arks. J wish to know whether it re- 


uires unanimous consent. 
The CHAIRMAN. Iitdoes. Under the rules each amendment is 
subject to debate for five minutes in favor of it and five minutes agains 


t 
‘x that no further debate is in order unless another amendment 








be offered, or unless unanim 3 consent be given, 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will state my reason for ask ing this ques- 
tion. Yesterday I gave notice that I should here er object to any 
eneral discussion while we are proc g with the se different para- 
graphs of the bill. I repeat that notice now to explain why | l 
object hereafter to any general debate. 


The CHA RMA \N. Debate on the pending amendment, which is a 





thdrawn. rhe question recurs upon the amendment of the gentle 
man from Indiana | Mr. BRowNE] to strike out line 30. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I renew theamendment to strike 
out the lastword. I take the liberty, Mr. Chairman, of reminding the 
House that we are upon the question of flax. My district has as 








| widely diversified industries as any part of this country. We make 


almost everything, from fine optical instruments to steel rails, And 
we are as much interested in the items of this bill, in an agricultural 
point of view, as almost any other district—my county being one of the 
largest agricultural counties in the United States. 

fhe enterprise of the manufacturers of the Worcester district of 
Massachusetts has been extended largely in the pr du tion of line D 
and linen threads. They rival in this production the thread manu- 
facturers of Scotland. They are consumersand users of flax fiber; and 
there is not one pound of flax raised in Iowa, Indiana, or Kentucky 
that can be used in their work. Every dollar’s worth of raw material 
which they spin or weave is imported; and every penny of duty im iS 
posed upon it is a tax upon their production. Further than that, every ¥ 
piece of machinery used in the linen industry of this country is im- 
ported, and has paid the high rate of duty imposed by our present tar- 
iff upon imported machinery. Thus these manufactures are heavily 
handicapped; and I would remind gentlemen on the other side that 
these manufactures in comparison with those manufacturing industries 























which have their raw material free are not so flourishing. The great 8 
leather interest of Massachusetts, the second interest of importance in a 
that State, owes its prosperity in great part to free hides, eS 

The silk business is flourishing under the importation of raw silk. g 
To-day the most prosperous industry of Massachusetts is that of cot BR : 
ton, even under the present depression; building new mills and plan Po 


ning new enterprises, because they have free raw material. 
I believe it is necessary in the interest of production that flax in all 
forms should be put on the free-list. No harm can come tothe farmer ; 
of the West, because they do not raise a pound of flax fit for the us 
of the linen mills of this country. 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
was a flax-producing State 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. 


My friend declared that Massachusetts 


I never said so. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I misunderstood the gentleman 'y 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I said it was a flax-manu{actur e 
ing State. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I can understand why the gentleman 
and his agricultural constituents are not interested in flax fiber, | 
cause none is grown by them. l Laughter.| I have here the figur 
in reference to the flax production of Massachusetts. I find in that 
State the production in 1860 was 7 pounds [laughter and applause | 
in 1850 it was 72 pounds, and in 1870it was 52 pounds. In 1880 none 
| was produced. [Laughter.] I understand why Massachusetts is not 
interested in it, and why she seeks to put flax fiber upon the free-list 
it is that she may use our raw material free of duty. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Your raw material is not fit fo 
use. You do not make any. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will speak of that presently. Sh 
uses the French and Belgian fiber, which is used in the manufacture oi 
liner linen, She would get that, as a matter of course, free, and put 
our flax into competition with it. She would get it at a reduced price 
if there were no duty on it; that is, as gentlemen on the other side 
contend, a duty is a tax. 
Look at the bill the gentleman supports in the interest of the peo- 
ple. I find it proposes to continue a tax of 15 per cent. ad valorem on a 
flax, hemp, and jute yarns, and all twines of hemp, jute, jute butts, 4 
sunn, sisal-grass, ramie, and chinagrass. It proposes to cohtinue that q 





The CHAIRMAN. 
been re 1, 


LS. ~ lairman, not 
wandering c ny district took me on oneaiter noon intoa} 
town, and i iving along my attention was 
looking cottages, each surrounded by itsattra 
whole appear e 1 ; } f thrif ind pros} 
view a man whom I found work in his garder 
ployment which seemed to develop such home-like and pleasant 
tions, and found he, with those living about him, were flax | 
were employed in the manufactory hand. He told 
come from Scotland not very long beiore, re he and 
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that they y be protected in their trade—since they know no other 
by retaining the duty on ‘‘ dressed line. These men have been brought 
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| people welcome that healthy competition which stimulates the inventive 


up to tl rk, they are skilled in its prosecution, and if this duty is | 
removed in order to allow the hackling to be done by cheap labor on | 

1 . > ° . j 
the other side of the water, you certainly drive these men out of their 


trade and compel them to learn some other part of the business, go 
into farming or some other occupation, you ‘‘dry up’’ so much of the 
business as has thus far been devoted to that part of the industry; and 
by thus removing the incentive to develop the earlier stages of the man- 
ufacture here, you indirectly retard the complete development of the 
industry by putting off as far as you are able the time when the indus- 
try as a whole, from the raising of the flax to the weaving of the finest 
goods, shall be performed in this country. 

And yet a glance at the imports of flax in its various forms shows at 
once that the possibility of development in that industry is relatively 
greaterthaninany textileincommon use. While in other lines our pro- 
duction is keeping ahead and gradually driving out foreign goods from 
our market, it is with difficulty that the flax industry has held its own; 
and one reason is that while the other textiles, silk, wool, and cotton, 
in the manufactured product, have been protected—wool manufactures, 
58.81 per cent.; silk manufactures, 49.71 per cent.; cotton manufact- 
ures, 40.17 per cent.—flax has only had a protection of 28 per cent., 
while the manufacturers have been obliged to compete for labor with 
those industries having a much greater protection, and to pay as large 
prices, whether the spinning or weaving has been upon flax, silk, cot- 
ton, or wool. 

Now, then, whence comes this demand for free ‘‘dressed line?’’ Of 
course the layman can have no official information, but I remember 
now and again of reading in one of our New England papers occasional 
editorials upon the flax industry, which upon investigation proved to 
be suggested if not written by the English agents in America of an im- 
mense Scotch flax concern, employing in their great factory in Scotland 
thousands of operatives, but who of late years have been seeking this 
market with a persistency worthy of a Yankee; and these people, when 
they were unable, on account of our tariff, to send over their coarse 
threads and yarns in which there was involved the smallest amount of 
Jabor, came to this country a few years ago and established a small 
branch house, where they entered upon the manufacture of those threads 
used in the shoe and other industries. This American branch house 
vas simply placed here to help in meeting a competition they were de- 
termined to beat. If they had come here to enter upon equal terms 
with our own people, no one could or wouldcomplain. The American 


low prices and better goods. 


genius of our people and invariably brings 
But this foreign house comes here and receives encouragement, I am 

afraid, from this committee, for while Americans are hackling their own 

flax and making their own ‘‘dressed line’? by American labor, well 

paid and well cared for, these Scotchmen are able by cheaper labor in 

Scotland to underbid our own people in that respect, and if they could 

have their ‘‘dressed line’? made abroad come in free, they have then 

been enabled to score such an immense advantage over the American, 

with his comparatively expensive plant and his more expensive labor, 

as to drive him, if not from the business, for I do not wish to speak 

extravagantly, at all events from that particular part of the busi- 
ness, 

I speak from the book in this matter when I assert that the purpose 
of this bill, in so far as it relates to ‘‘dressed line,’’ isa direct concession 
to foreign manufacturers, and as clear a discrimination against our own 
people as if the concerns were mentioned by name, and that its purpose 
will be to lay a great hardship upon American manufactures, to drive 
into other trades those industrious people who are now engaged in 
making ‘‘dressed line;’’? but, more than that, it is so unpatriotic and 
servile in pandering to the demands of foreign competitors who are 
seeking to contrel our markets as to stir up the honest indignation of 
the representatives of American industries and American labor. 

{ do not like bringing politics into this debate, but the suggestion is 
so obvious that I can not repress it. This Administration has held a 
most unaccountable love for the countries across the water. They have 
made a treaty, known as the fisheries treaty, by which all the rights 
of American seamen have been surrendered, to our everlasting shame, 
to the English Government. They have made a postal treaty with 
Canada by which they have discriminated against the American farmer 
and seedsman in the proportion of 16 cents to 4 cents per pound for 
every pound of seeds, plants, or bulbs sent under this treaty, so that it 
is quite in line that we should find in this very tariff bill another 
illustration of legislative discrimination against American manufact- 
urers. 

Upon page 107 of the Sixteenth Annual Report of Massachusetts Labor 
Statistics will be found asummary of the average weekly wages paid all 
employés in flax and jute goods in both Great Britain and Massachu- 
setts, showing that in Massachusetts the weekly wage is $6.46, while 
in Great Britain it is only $2.84. 

I also add a table showing the average rates of wages paid in the flax- 
spinning trade: 


Wages in Europe and America. 


[Mark equal to 23.8 cents; ruble equal to 50 cents; frane equal to 19 cents.] 
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* Work 72 hours per week. 
Flax and Hemp Spinners and Growers’ Association, 1856. 


Let me put upon the witness stand a representative of the foreign 
competitor, and also several of his employés, who will testify as to 
what they think of the protective tariff of this country in its bearing 
upon their wages and condition: 

A LESSON IN FLAX—-HOW THE TARIFF MAKES ONE INDUSTRY POSSIBLE—SCOTTISH 
RUSINESS TRANSPLANTED TO WORCESTER COUNTY—WORKING PEOPLE'S WAGES 
THERE AND HERE. 

[Special dispatch to the Evening Record.] 
Worcester, May 15. 

A few miles east of Worcester, upon theline of the Boston and Albany Rail- 
road, and upon the stream flowing out of Lake Quinsigamond, is the little vil- 
lage ot North Grafton. The village is apart of the old Worcester County town 
of Grafton, and is 2 miles distant from Grafton Center. It used to be called New 
England Village, and it well deserved the name, for it is a community of the 
typical New England sort. a 

Manufacturing is the principal business done atthe village. Theswift stream 
which runs through the place furnishes a splendid water-power, for itisthe out- 
let of the big Lake Quinsigamond, situated a few miles away tothe northward. 
The stream, after leaving the lake, fills several lily-padded, duck-haunted ponds 
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along its course, and then comes down among the low hills into North Grafton, 
and flows away through broad meadows. At North Grafton it turns the wheels 
of the Grafton Fiax Mills, the principal manufacturing industry of the village. 
The Grafton mills are the American establishment of the Scotch firm of Finlay- 
son, Bousfield & Co., of Johnstone, Scotland, who are among the largest linen 

thread manufacturers in the world. The selling agents of the firm are J. R 

Leeson & Co., of 298 Devonshire street, Boston. 

A representative of the Record paid a visit to the Grafton Flax Mills last 
week. The mill buildings are situated at the upper end of a breezy common 
which lies just off the main street of the village. The Methodist and Baptist 
churches and the tenements of the firm front upen the common and the school- 
house is only a few rods away. The mill office is in the stone warehouse which 
looks upon the common, and down behind it where the swift blue stream runs 
brimming full between its green banks are the dye and bleach houses and the 
stone mill building. 


THE FOUNDER OF THE FLAX MILL. 


The Record representative was lucky enough to find at the mill Mr. A. W 
Finlayson, of the firm of Finlayson, Bousfield & Co. Mr. Finlayson, whose 
portrait is in this article, is the founder of th® Grafton Flax Mills. Heisat pres 
ent making one of his periodical visits to this country in the interest of the mills. 
He is the second son of Mr. James Finlayson, of Johnstone, Scotland, ex-mem 
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WHAT THE OPERATIVES SAY. } 












The Record representative went through the flax mill and watched the varic 
processes of manufacture of linen thread from the time the hackled fi 
taken in hand and prepared by spi g, drawing and roving. up through t 
spinning, winding, twisting, reelin bleaching, scouring, finishing, and 
ing. He also talked with some of employés. 

Mr. William Johnston, who has charge of the line stock at the mill. w 
of the pioneer Scotch empk s who came to this country eight years ago, whe 





the Grafton Mills were started. He ownsa house and pr val 
Mr .Johnston, when asked to give some comparison of the modes « 
workingmen in Scotland and America, said: 

“IT will give you my opinion as an honest man 

“When people get married in the old country the children come fast a 
parents are driven to send them to work as soon as th: re oldeno I 
can not get along withoutthem. Parentsare forced to doitif they want to ‘ 
As long as the children stay ai home the 
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J UNE vy, 


where he saw the picture of ¢ = ntmentand happiness with which he Fr orted to this country about $6,000,000 worth of lumber. It is fair to 


opened his speec h. 


he in favorof keeping the ston nt duty upon the raw material of the 
linen manutfacturers of his district and my district. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Of course I am, for I do not un- 


derstand my people expect a duty upon their manufactured goods, and 
deny protection to the material and labor entering into such manu- 
factured articles 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I did not ask you the question 
before, because I did not want to interpolate into your speech anything 
which would make it unpleasant for you when you circulate it. But 
that very picture of contentment and happiness which you drew of 


ial ‘ 1 bt hava heen heisl 1 
the foreign operative at Andover might have been heightened if the 


people working those mills bad not been compelled to pay a duty on 
the raw material, which, as I have before stated, they can not get in this 
country, and every dollar’s worth of which they have to import. 


I think it is unworthy of my colleague to intimate that the men who 


[ want to ask him and have him answer whether | 


a 


say that of that $6,000,000 worth each thousand feet paid to our Gov- 
ernment $2 as a tariff duty: According to the speeches of some of our 
friends on the other side, and, in fact, according to the theory of the 
Democratic party, that duty was added to the cost of production in 
‘anada. This bill makes lumber duty free. Therefore, if this bill 


| passes, it will take off that $2 duty from each thousand feet of lumber 


| that - manufactured and sent from Canada to this cout itry, and will 


are engaged in the manufacture of linen at Grafton, in my district, are | 
| ersof the State of New York last year raised 20,000,000 bushels of 


not worthy of full credit for fair statements. They did publish this 


pamphie let. They had a perfect right to do so. They pay wages not of 


Scotiand, but the wages of Memuahenbie. They have made a cleat 
Their industry is handicapped to the extent of the duty 
on the raw material, because they can not obtain it in this country. 

The large works controlled by foreigners he speaks of as manulact- 
uring flax are not the only ones in wy district. There are others, 
managed by men whose remote ancestors were bornon the soil. They 
also join with the Grafton Mills in the hope that the raw material of 
manufacturing may be madefree. They have the right, whatever thei: 
nationality, to come be fore us and give any information they may have 
to give and to ask any privilege Americans may ask for. 

HOPKINS, of Illinois. You would treat the foreiguers just as 
you would treat American citizens? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I do not ask people living in my 
district and carrying on business liable to be affected by legislation if 
they are naturalized. They pay taxes and employ labor. They are 
entitled to the protection of law. I represent the people and indus- 
tries of my district. The word ‘‘ foreigner,’’ in my judgment, should 
not be used in this connection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I do not wish to disturb the gentleman, 
but we are to understand the whole inspiration of his argument is 
drawn from the alien argument which he holds in his hand. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. If I draw the inspiration of my 
argument from men who know all about this business, and who invest 
money largely in the industries of my district and prosper by reason of 
their skill and intelligence, I am sure I can not do better, even if they 
are ‘‘aliens.’’ 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman then admits the argu- 
ment which he uses, and which he holds in his hand is an argument pre- 
pared by aliens on this subject, and in opposition to what is contended 
for by us in behalf of American industries ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. 
coun try is not ‘‘alien.’’ Nordo I know that the argument is made by 
aliens, except from the statement made by the gentleman on the other 
side. My colleague from Massachusetts stated it was taken from a 
series of editorials which he alleged were published in a Mugwump 
newspaper. Ifthe facts are correctly stated and the argument is sound, 
I do not ask the nationality nor the politics of those from whom it 
comes, 


Mr. NUTTING. 


statement 





, Chairman, I think that during this disc ussion 


| legislate in favor of Canada’s potato trust 


An industry carried on in this | 


thereby reduce the cost of production there. 

Now, sir, I charge that the Canadian Government with its four mill- 
ious of people is itself a trustin the manufacture of this lumber. All 
the people of Canada, four millions in number, are interested in every 
foot of lumber which is manufactured, and every foot of it that issent 
to this country; and when this bill places oe on the free-list it will 
give $2 per thousand feet to that Canadivn trust. Then this bill is 
legislation to help a Canadian trust in aanlia. So much for that. 

I desire now to call attention to the potato trust. This is a com- 
bination—a trust—which affects the farmers of my State. The farm- 


potatoes, and the farmers of our entire country last year raised 175,000, - 
000 bushel ls of potatoes. Last year Canada sent tothis country 1,500,- 
000 bushels of potato 's. Potatoes raised in Canada, with Canada’s 
cheap labor, potatoes belonging to the Canadian people and the Cana- 
dian Government, and the Canadian a ito trust—upon each bushel 
of these potatoes our Government laid and collected a duty of 15 cents, 
or, in the aggregate, upon the whole omaiaeal $250,000. 

Now, sir, the Canadian Government, with its 4,000,000 people, with 
its territory which is greater than that of the United States, is, as I 
claim, a ‘‘trust’’ in the matter of raising potatoes or any other agri- 
cultural product that comes from Canada to this country. As the law 
now stands the duty on potatoes coming into this country is 15 cents a 
bushel, and the Mills bill makes them free. Then, if you pass this bill 
you take the duty off potatoes, and, as gentlemen on the other side 
claim, and their claim is correct, reduce the cost of raising potatoes that 
are to be exported here 15 cents a bushel. 

Then if you pass the Mills bill it will be in the interest of or benefit 
of the Canadian potato-raisers and the Canadian potato trust. Then 
if next year after we have passed this bill the people of Canada—this 
Canadian potato trust—import in this country 1,500,000 bushels of 
potatoes, this 15 cents a bushel will go into their pocket, and so you 
—$250,000. 





By unanimous consent, Mr. NuTTING was allowed three minutes 
more. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, there is one other trust that I de- 
sire to bring to the attention of my friend from Maryland [Mr. Ray- 
NER], the glass trust. That trust is not in Canada, but it is in Bel- 
gium. This bill reduces the import duties upon glass 35 percent. In 
1883, when the tariff was reduced before, the importations of glass in- 
creased, and the receipts of duty from that source increas sed, and when 
you reduce the cost of making glass in Belgium and introduce the Bel- 
gian product into this country, as against our own, I say you are as- 


| sisting the Belgian glass trust, and my friend from Maryland, who is 


very few speeches seen been made upon the Democratic side of the | 


House, under the five-minutes rule, where the gentleman occ upying 
the floor, before he got through, did not make some reference to the 
question of trusts and to the influence of trusts on the business of this 
country, upon manufacturing, and upon the prices paid for necessaries 
of life by the people. Now, I desire to call the attention of the House 
and of my friends upon the other side for a moment to a few of the 
trusts which they appear to have entirely overlooked. It is not neces- 
sary to call the attention of this side of the House to them, because all 
the Republican members of the House, I think, have learned of them, 
and are informed upon the subject. But I judge that my Democratic 
friends have not, because they have not said a word about the trusts 
and combines to which I shall refer. 

Now, I charge here, Mr. Chairman, and I call upon members upon 
the other side of the House to answer it if they can, that there are 
trusts in Canada and other foreign countries in the interest of which 
the Mills bill in many particulars seems to have been prepared. Can- 
ada with its four million people and its territory larger than ours is a 
lumber trust. All the people of Canada and the Canadian Government 
itself are in the trust, in the combination. There are many of those 
trusts in Canada, a few of which I will mention. 

The lumber trust in which all Canada is interested, the potato trust 
in which all Canada is interested, and there is the glass trust in which 
Belgium is especially interested. 

Now, let us see about these foreign trusts and combinations, and see 
what our Democratic friends do about them, Canada, last year, ex- 


interested in glass. may answer that, and at the same time may tell 
us whether or not he intends to have glass put at a higher rate than it 
is in the bill. 

We have glass aeons in this country to make all the glass we 
use. You will find glass furnaces all over thiscountry. You will find 
glass-manufacturing establishmeuts in fifteen States and one T erritory, 
and I now have reference to window-glass manufacturing alone. 

Massachusetts has 11 furnaces. New York has 17; there are several 
of these in my Congressional district, and I intend to a a fight for 
them. New Jersey has 25 furnaces; Pennsylvania, 44; Delaware, 2; 
Maryland, 9; West Virginia, 2; Ohio, 20; Indiana, 6; illinois, 8; Mich- 
igan, 1; Wisconsin, 1; Missouri, 2; Kansas, 1; Wyoming Territory, :, 

‘here are 8,500 workmen employed in these establishments. The 
wages paid the workmen in this country are from two to three times 
as much as-the wages paid in Belgium, and I append a list of the wages 
paid in each country to the laborers in this industry: 


Wages paid per month. 


Occupations. Belgium, United States, 


Blowers . eoscscescecesereeeensos sconces soesesees| G00. 00 tO $100. 00 | $100. 00 to $150. 00 
Blower’s assistant.. | 2.00to 30.00] 67.00to 100.00 
Flatteners ............ ..| 25.00to 26.50! 100.00to 150.00 
Flattener’s assistant. 8.00to 15.00; 30,00to 40.00 





Cutters ..cccseesscccesescsesesesssssssssssesscorsorsacsseesseeee} 25.0080 30.00] %5.00to 100.00 
Shearers ......... .. ws 30. 00 to 85,00 | 80.00 to 100.00 


z ee too, the sdeene work a greater onniowr of hours 4 in | Belgien. 

Since the reduction of the duty in 1883, imports into this country 
have increased. 

I give the importations for the year 1882, the year before the reduc- 
tion of the tariff, and for each year after, to and including 1887, and at 
the same time showing the values of this kind of glass imported, 











CLYDE, Febri y $8 


I also, as part of my rema 


representing the workmen in 


lishments i! y di s 
matter forth intelligently: 





Srrm: We the unde 
in the district which you repres¢« 





you, as our representative, go before the Way 


your influence to retain the pres 
First. The reduction of the tari 
cept a proportionate reduction i 
glass since that time has been so 
than eight months’ work a year. 
Second. The window 





not receive half as much for their labor as we do. 


compelled to compete with 11 


dren and wives to help in the 
do. We 
] 


not compe 








3 Third. The price 
¢ is the cheapest thing t 
of surface with goo t 





about five hundred 
window-glass industry It is ar 


from a tariff. If that issoin any 


double the wages for our work t! 
you will give this matter your at 


BERNHARI 























We see by the pape 
ont uss, Which they p1 
pe information trot 
the > comes in which you « 
how lof what ss is made 
which we r 
age this year the r 
very I i ] 
sod and 
in the labor drawing 


pounds, and soda ash 
lime are only used to 





sand. Tl 
box of glass which wills 
bor, 80 you Vv St it w 











nothi 


igned comn 








3, read petitio! ent me! 
y +} y] 5 
l me oO er giass-manulat 
L w aiso pi t a letter 





nt as Conere 





ent tariff on window gl 








3 we live as they 


rict who are intereste 
rued that workmen dor 











»)more than good lum! 











ff on window glass in 1883 co 
n our wages, and the import 
great that t ive bee ur 
lass workers of Europe ar oor] 
iff 








d or ¢ 


t rece 


W ren I 
tent we respectfully subs 
GRANVILI VW 
H. C. LAN i 
SIMEON PF. I 
Bay, Oswi | I N. ¥ 
rs that the Ways and M ‘ 
ypose to reduce about 40 per « 
n us would not bea bad t 
ld i t advanta geous 
nd, soda as und 
or 
i 
bout 25 cents, tl 
t tariff 1 40 pe 


oO 
Ni 
' 
‘ 
er ¢ 
Oo 
n 


{ 
a 
’ 
d 
I + 
mal ‘ 
I 
do [ft 
me wl 
ro rt 
Ucean 


tAYNEI 
il n 
» a cent 











aN A arn 


Ree ae 


Ce 
> Std os = 


pase 


D076 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


oil trust, which was started in January and made such rapid progress that before | 


¥ix months had passed it brought harmony among the crushers where chaos had 


reigned 


JUNE 9, 





worth while to lie everlastingly to the community ? [Laughter and 


| applause on the Republican side. ] 


Hut it also broaght chaos among the consumers where harmony had | 


reigned. This last remark is my own. 

There are now thirty-six mills in the “‘trust,” representing over one-half the 
crushing capacity of this country. 

Observe that remarkable statement. 


Certificates to the amount of $11,000,000 have been issued on the basis of $33.33} 
asbare, Accompanying tables show that in 1887 the jobbers’ price of raw oil 


Nothing but a reduction of duty can save the people from these “ trust’’ exac- 
tions. * * * At the close of the year the New York crushers have not gone 
intothe “trust.” The “trust” prices seem to have been accepted since that time, 
however, without any audible protest. 

Why, gentlemen, you have, all of you, marched up and proclaimed 
your hostility to these combinations. Why not come up now and when 
these ‘‘trusts’’ are involved in the reduction of the tariff, make an 
earnest, honest effort to break up these ‘‘trusts?’’ As the iniquity of 
‘‘trust’’ after ‘‘trust’’ is exposed on this floor, we find gentlemen on 
the other side, instead of opposing these combinations, rising in their 
defense and vindication. Iwill tell youwhy. The Republican party, 
from the early days of its existence, has been the friend and ally of 
such combinations and of the capitalists who compose them. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] I defy you to put into your platform, which 


| Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, what I wish to say has no direct 
bearing on this subject, but it has as much to do with it as many of 


| the speeches which have been made, and therefore I think I shall be 


excused for saying it. 
When I had the honor of submitting some remarks to this House on 
the 26th of April last I had a little colloquy with the gentleman from 


: | Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] in which the question was raised whether I 
advanced from 38 to 52 cents—-nearly 37 per cent.—and closed firm at the top. | 


was in favor of buying where I could buy the cheapest, and I said I 
was. Then the question was asked if I was in favor of hiring where I 
could hire the cheapest, and Isaid Iwas. That remarkas printed has 
been quoted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], and cor- 
rectly quoted as I recall it. From that remark of mine he makes a 
deduction which he thinks, I presume, is the logicalouteome. He says: 


It means, Mr. Chairman,that the owners and managers of the coal mines of 
Maryland and Illinois, and the coal and iron mines of Virginia and Alabama, 
Pennsylvania,and these other great States interested in these industries, can 
lock out their employés for any cause or pretense and fill their places with the 
contract labor of Europe. It means that the factories and furnaces in all of the 


| great manufacturing States can be supplied by starving operatives from Bel- 


you are to adopt in the Chicago convention that meets on the 19th of | 


this month, such a resolution as the Democratic convention has adopted, 
avowing your antagonism to these combinations, which, one by one, 
are draining the life-blood of this country. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] You dare notdo it. There is not aman of you who has 
the moral courage to support such a proposition and then go back to 
his district and face these ‘‘trusts’’ that are sending Republican Con- 
vressmen to the House of Representatives in the interest of the manu- 
facturers of the country and in opposition to the rights of the consumer 
and the laboring man. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. REED. ‘This is a spectacle which we have witnessed a number 
of times, aud which I attempted, ‘‘in my humble way,’’ (quoting the 
language of the gentleman trom Maryland) to describe the other day. 
I think the House must have called to mind my description during 


gium, England,and other overcrowded countries of the Old World. It means 
that the scenes of squalor, of poverty, and distress found among the laboring 
poor of Europe, which make the heart sick to contemplate, shall be the future 
lot and portion of the great laboring classes of America. Ay,Mr. Chairman, it 
means more than that. It means that the importation of Chinese coolies, which 
to-day, like a great cancer upon the body-politic in the Pacific Coast States, 
threatens their lives, shall be renewed and be unrestricted. The very contempla- 
tion of such results shocks the sensibilities of every friend of labor. I pray God 
that in my time the economic principles which lead directly to such results will 


| never find sway or control in America. 


And so on, drawing a most doleful picture. 

The gentleman from Maine who has preceded me has undertaken to 
picture what he designates as the frantic efforts of the Democratic party 
to give the people relief {rom the imposition of unnecessary taxation. 
Now, I do not know anything more distressing than the vain efforts of 
the other side of the House to show that we are in favor of foreigners 
and against the industries of this country; that we are in favor of pau- 
per labor, which is to ‘‘ knock out’’ our industries and bring ruin on 


| this country. 


the last few minutes. This is not the first time I have seen gentle- | 


men on the other side in a state of ‘‘conniption.’”’ [Laughter.] I 


have heard before just such orations as this, in which the text was a | 


little different. That kind of oratory is cheap on the other side, and 
cyeap anywhere else. [Laughter.] I have seen gentlemen on the 
other side in the most agonized condition of mind about the running 
of conventions by Federal office-holders [laughter], and I have after- 


[am not astonished at the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. HopKINs], because a man who believes in protection as he does 
can not be expected to follow out anything very logically. 

It seems that my position has been misunderstood, not only by the 


| members of the House, but in the newspapers of the country. Now, 


wards seen them supinely register the edictsof their own office-holders. 


I have seen gentlemen on the other side in a great state of excitement 
about national banks; about the ‘‘vampires of Wall street that were 
sucking the life-blood of the nation;’’ and I have lived to see a Demo- 
cratic administration put sixty millions of money in the coffers of the 
national banks, with only one man, the gentleman from lIowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] making a protest—illustrating *‘ the survival of the fittest,’’ 
he being the sole survivor of that wild screaming that used to possess 
the Democratic side. [Applause and laughteron the Republican side. | 


Aud I shall live to see the day when the gentleman from Maryland | tion between the hiring of labor ata cheap price and that which you can get by 


will have got over his condition of mind. 

Vhy, sir, on the Democratic side ‘‘trusts’’ are taking the same po- 
sition in morality that ‘* fits’’ 
man from Maryland and his compeers get hold of a ‘‘ trust’’ ora ‘‘com- 
bine,’’ and how they sail through the atmosphere! What a spectacle! 
Think of it! Torn all to pieces about ‘‘combines’’ of a dozen people 
who are going to crush out the citizens of the United States; and there 


is no remedy but the destruction of American industries in order to | 


exterminate the parasites, 

Why, sir, if the gentleman had read the whole of my speech he 
would have found one other thing, a legend well known all over the 
world. There was once a man sleeping, and a tame bear, who was 
very much his friend, was keeping guard over him. The bear was as 


ignorant as if he had been a member of Congress on the other side of | 


the aisle. [Laughter.] This bear saw a fly troubling his sleeping 
friend, and said, ‘‘I will destroy that fly.”’ He took up a stone, de- 
stroyed the fly, and at the same time destroyed his friend ! 


So these men on the other side, because they see, as they claim, the | 
| and seemed to have no appreciation of American iustitutions. 


evils of ‘‘trusts’’ and ‘‘ combines,’’ purpose to destroy those ‘*‘ trusts ”’ 
and ‘‘combines’’ by destroying the industries of the country. That 


is something on which they undertake to appeal to the people, and to | 


rend the atmosphere with their outcries, in season and out of season. 
Why, sir, this was a carefully arranged plan. When this session be- 


gan a flying squadron from the Committee on Ways and Means was | 


deployed to go upon the Committee on Manufactures for the purpose 
of exploiting this new Democratic bonanza of ignorance. And they 
have exploited it well—only the members from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who, having investigated the question, know something 
about it, keep ominously silent, and leave the wandering squadrons 
to do the fighting. 

Now, is it not time that we squarely talk sense tothe people? Is it 


if am permitted to hire men to do work for me I will hire them as 
cheaply as I can, that is, if I wish to make money out of the enterprise 
in which Iam engaged. That is ny first statement. 

But when it comes to the introduction of coolies or the introduction 


| of Italians or the introduction of any other class of people into this 


country, I think there are other things to be considered instead of the 
question of cheap labor. 
That is the position which I occupied on the oceasion to which the 


| entieman from Illinois has referred, and to prove such is the fact I 
| need only refer to what I said in a colloquy between myself and the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] on April 30: 
While I am on my feet I may say, too, that there is in my mind quite a distine- 


| the introduction of people into this country who are simply laborers and with- 








out the qualifications of good citizens. I have always maintained in my own 


: “ye | State and here that when you introduce people into this country who are la- 
do in medicine. Only let the gentle- | : 


borers, who make their living with their hands, there are other things to be 
considered besides the cheapness of their labor. 


Now, sir, I think it would be very far from statesmanship to advo- 
cate the introduction into this country of any people who have not a 
proper appreciation of the institutions under which we live, or who do 
not assimilate and become an integral part of the great body who go to 
make up the people of the United States. 

As to other people who come into this country, and who make good 
citizens, I for one see no objection to them if they choose to work cheaper 
than somebody else whois here. In a letter to a citizen of South Car- 
olina as to the introduction of immigrants into my own state, and 
which was published in the leading paper of the State early in March 
of this year, I stated that I thought we should welcome all industri- 
ous and intelligent citizens of our sister States or other countries, but 


| that I was not in favor of bringing in any of thatclass who, without ed- 


ucation or cbaracter, failed or refused to affiliate with our people, 


Therefore, I say in reference to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopk1ns] 
that the inference which he has drawn from my remarks is not, I think, 
warranted by what I said, and does not represent my position. 

But if the gentleman from Illinois is desirous of commenting upon 
what has been said by somebody who really announces himself in favor 
of free trade in men, I should like to refer him to the remarks of a gen- 
tleman whose long service in this House as a member of his own party 
entitles him to the greatest respect. I will quote from a speech made 
by Hon. WILLIAM D. KELLEY in 1870, in which he says as follows— 
and Mr. Schenck, to whom he refers, was then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means: 

Mr. ScHenck. We have free trade in men. 
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Mr. Ketiey. The chairman of the Committee of Wa 
ScNENCK] suggests in this connection that we have free trade in men Yes 
men are on the free-list. They cost us not even freight. Yet how they swell 
the revenues and help us pay the debt of the country! They are 


helpless infancy, through tender childhood, and trained to skilled labor in 








youth in other lands, and in manhood allured by higher wages, they come to 
us and are welcomed to citizenship. In this way we have maintained a balance 
of trade that has enabled us to resist without bankruptcy the ordinary « - 
mercial balance that has been so heavily against us. We promote tree t 

in men, and it is the only free trade I am prepared to promot 


[t is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, nor is it my business partic 
larly, to comment upon the position the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


occupied on that day, and which I presume he still occupies, ¢ I take 
it he wants to be consistent, like the balance of us; b it I wished to 
show - my position on this subject is misrepresented and misun- 
derstood (I do not think with any evil intent or wrong - irpose), and 
that the alae n that was attributed t » is really the po: ition which 


was occupied by the leader upon the oline side on the discussion 1 
ferred to in 1870, as shown by the quotation I read from his speech. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the speech to which the 
gentleman from South Carolina has just referred was delivered by me 
in this House on the 8th day of May last, more than a month ago. ‘The 
gentleman from South Carolina, I think, will do me the credit of veri- 
fying the truth of the statement which I now make that before I de- 
livered the speech and quoted the remarks to which he has just now 
referred, I went to him privately and stated that I proposed to quote 
certain remarks of his in the speech delivered in the House a few days 
before I received recognition to speak; and as I now remember, sir, the 
gentleman did me the honor of being present at the time of delivery 
of a portion of my speech, and I think that portion which referred to 
remarks made by him. 

Now, if the gentleman was misquoted and if deductions which I drew 
from remarks in his speech were not logical, I submit to this House 
that the proper time for him to have corrected that misapprehension 

vas at the time I delivered the speech in which the comment was made. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, let me say I was not present 
when that speech was delivered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
upon your speech. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. You may have told me so. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You say I ‘‘may’’ have told you so; 
did I not tell you so? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 

am not prepared either to affirm or deny it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I most assuredly did. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I do not doubt it is true. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. And I remember distinctly that the 
gentleman was in the House during a part of the speech, and I supposed 
until he denied it that he was here present at the very time that I 
quoted the colloguy between himself and the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS]. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that speech was delivered in the House and 


I told you I was going to comment 


went into the RecorD on the 9th day of May, and has been a part of | 


the public records of this Congress from that time to the present. Now, 
sir, if I was not correct and logical in the conclusions which I then 
drew, why did not the gentleman take earlier opportunity to correct 
them ? 

Why did the gentleman wait until to-day, until his party had heard 
from Oregon? [Cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ on the Democratic side.] Why was 
it that he waited until we heard from the State of Illinois, where in a 
district that has never given a Republican majority before, yet since 
the agitation of the Mills bill in this House that district has elected a 
Republican judge by a change of some 5,000 votes. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] It looks to me, sir, that the gentleman who is rec- 
ognized as one of ihe leaders A his party-—— 

“Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Minois_-begins to see the handwriting upon the 
wall, begins to see that the American people, whether they be logical or 
not, are drawing the same conclusions that I drew from the speech of the 
gentleman from South Carolina and the speeches of others on that side, 
and that is, that the Mills bill is leading directly to free trade in this 
country, and that the advocates of that measure are compelled to advo- 
cate free trade pure and simple. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, sir, I submit that no man can read the remarks made by the 
gentleman from South Carolina without reaching the same conclusion 
that I reached, and that is that he is in favor of absolute free trade; 
and to show this more conclusively I propose to reread these ques stions 
and answers. 
Mills bill. He was making a statement in reference to and was at- 
tacking American protection as advocated by the Republican party; 
and was claiming that a person should be permitted to buy where he 
can buy cheapest, and in doing that he was speaking of a foreign mar- 
ket as against a home market Then Mr. Perks, in order to com- 
pel him to still further explain the position he occupied, put these 
questions—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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raised from | 


I can not remember whether you did or not. I | 


The gentleman was making a speech in favor of the | 
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mitted to proceed five minutes longer 

ry e was no objection 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinoi In speaki to that bill he uses this 
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the doct e that we s I tted ‘ 

Mr. res Yes, si 

Now, Mr rmun, mark, that is not limited to the markets o 
country. rt is as mad and comprehensive as language can be It 
means that if a person in America can buy cheaper in Liverpool or 
London, or elsewhere, he shall be permitted to go and buy rm I 
meansif he can buy cheaper in China or Japan | ll be p ted to 
goand buy. Again, Mr. PERKINS asked this question 

Mr. Perkins. If we shor per tted to buy wh« ve ear 
why should we not be permi to hire where we can | che 

Mr. HemMPpHiLy. Exactly; I think that is right 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what does that mean? It means precisely what 


I stated in my speech made on the 8th day of May last. It means that 
if the gentleman from South Carolin itted to buyin China 
| Japan, or England, that he shall be permitted to hire his employés in 
| China, Japan, or England. There can be no other conclusion drawn 
from the language. It is as broad, as I stated before, | l 


ais to be perm 


as the English 
language can make it. And the gentleman at the time these ques 
tions were put to him understood full well the language he was using, 
and the whole argument which he used was an argument that would 
lead directly, fully, and completely to the doctrine of free trade. If 
the gentleman, after the period of reflection which he has had, d 

sires now to take the back track: if he wants and de lity 
the statement in that connection, I have no objection; buat I want the 





i 


sires to modity 





American people to understand that the gentlemen who stand upon 
the political platform that he does advocate the doctrine precisely as I 
stated it in the speech I made. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

|} Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to reply to the gentleman from 
| Illinois, if it is satisfactory to the gentieman from Pennsylvania 
| Mr. KELLEY. I thor ight pe rhaps you woul Id like to reply to both 
| of us; kill two birds with one stone. 

| Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I will take care of you a little late 
| Mr. KELLEY Very well. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has not received 
the remarks which I made in the spirit in which | thought they would 
be received. He asks why I did notreply to him sooner. In the tirst 


place, I was not present when his remarks were made. 


n the second 
place, after 1 read them in the RecorpD the general debat 


| 

| vate continued 
for some time, and I could not reply to them without interrupting it. 
| In the third place, sir, I do not consider myse : one of the leaders of 
this House, nor do I undertake to speak for tl 





€ party as one who is.a 
leader, and therefore I did not think that my remarks were of such 
public consequence as to demand an immediate explanation. In the 
fourth place, in a colloquy with the gentleman from Ohio { Mr. Gro 
VENOR]} who delivered a speech upo n this floor on the 30th of April 
(mine having been delivered on the 26th), 1 did state my position, 
though not quite so fully as I have stated it here to-day. So that 
four days after my speec h was delivered I did in fact endeavor tomake 
plain my position on this subject. ‘The gentleman has referred to the 
elections in Oregon and Illinois. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
not many men in this House who think that I would be influenced in 
my position upon such a question by any number of elections that 
could take place, and if that is the motive which controls the gentle- 
man from Illinois, I have simply to say that lam very much disap- 
pointed in him. My notion is that a Represer 
comes here because he is supposed to have some brains and some prin- 
ciple, and if he shifts and trims his principles according to the resu 
| of every election that takes place in this country, I say that if he has 
| not the decency to quit, his constituency ought to kick him ont of this 
| House. [Applause. ] 
i 
| 


The gentleman charges that I am speaking in favor of a foreign mar- 


itative upon this floor 





ket. Ihave never spoken in favor of a fore market. I speak in 
| favor of what I believe to be the freedom of the American people and 
| their right to use their own money in the way that seems best accord 
ing to theirown judgment. That is what I believe in and that is what 
I speak for. Ifa man buys an article that is manufactured in ¢ ’ 
orin Great Britain or in protected Germany o tected | ! 
brings it here, he consumes the article, and that end mnt if 


a man brings laborers here he does not consume them, they become a 
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part and parcel of this country, and go to make up the great mass of 


our citizenship, and therefore I say that the one case is very different 
from the other. 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatdo you say as to the Chinese, who never do 
unite or affiliate with us? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have never been in favor of admitting Chinese. 
Under no circumstances have I ever voted or spoken a word in favor 
of admitting the Chinese or of any other class of people who refuse to 
affiliate with us and become citizens of this country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is your objection to admitting the Chi- 
nese founded upon the fact that they refuse to become citizens? If so, 
I simply want to call your attention to the fact that by a law made by 


a Democratic Congress the [ 1 States courts are prohibit ted from 
making citizens of them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, there area good many objections made 
to the Chinese. My knowledge of them is limite -d; those I have seen 
appear to be of an inierior race. Then they seem to de sire not to be- 


come citizens of this country; nor do they add to its prosperity or well- 
being. I might go on to mention other objections possibly, but it is 
suflicient now to say that I have never favored the admission of such 
people. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Soam I. 
{ Here the hammer fell. | 

e CH. ATM AN. Debateonthe pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mi . KELLEY. _ Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
As I listened to the glowing sentences of the gentleman from Maryland 
Mr. RAYNER] asserting the devotion of the Republican party through- 
out its whole history to trusts, I could not help recalling one trust to 
which it had been most piously devoted, a trust which it had executed 
with a devotion, an energy, a sacrifice of life and property, such as time 
had not witnessed or history recorded. Sir, that trust was cast by des- 





tiny upon the Republican party in its infancy, nay, sir, in the hour of 


its birth. It was the requirement to maintain the integrity of the na- 
tional territory and the supremacy of its flag and Constitution. To 
the execution of that trust it gave a singleness of purpose and of serv- 
ice unparalleled in the history of parties or of governments; and I was 
made to again recall its fidelity to duty and the greatness and variety 
of its achievements during the years of its infancy, when the gentle- 





man trom South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] quoted my response to the | 


sugvestion of General Schenck, chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, with reference to the admission of skilled foreigners to em- 
ployment and citizenship. That distinguished gentleman et et 
‘*We have free trade in men,’’ and following the suggestion I said 
‘We promote free trade in men, and it is the only free trade I am pre- 
pared to promote.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, this happened on the 25th of March, 1870, more than |} 
seventeen years ago, when we needed immigrants to replace the 


waste of war. The South and the North had sent the flower and vigor | 


of their manhood to the field, and had poured out nearly two millions 
of lives. I had, in the course of my remarks, called attention to the 
fact that we had come to the discharge of that great trust with a bank- 
rupt Treasury, and when our Army was mainly stationed in the ene- 
my’scountry, where it was surrendered by General Twiggs and sent to 
the North, a body of able-bodied men under parole, so that they might 
not serve their country as soldiers, and when our ships of war were 
upon the most distant stations, and when the sources of revenue had 
been reduced to so low a point that 11 per cent. and a fraction was the 
average rate of customs duties upon which, in the absence of internal rev- 
enue or war taxes, were our exclusive de spendence for current expenses. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. Kenury’s time was extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. On the occasion to which the gentleman from South 
Carolina referred, I said: 


In 1856 the rate of duty on the aggregate of our imports was 20.3, and the num- 
ber of immigrants were 200,436; in 1859 the rate of duties had been reduced to 
14.6, and the number of immigrants fell to 121,282. In 1861, by the acts of March 
2, August 5, and December 24, the rate of duties was further reduced to 11.2. 
This broke the camel’s back. So many men were thrown out of employment 
and wages sunk-so low that none but agriculturists could come to us with anv 
prospect of im proving their condition and immigration sunk toa point lower than 
it had been since the ever-to-be-remembered free-trade crisis of 1837-40. In that 
year but 91,920 immigrants arrived, and the depression continued through the 
next vear, and the number of immigrants was but 91,987. By the act July 4, 
1862, the duties were raised, so that in 1863 they were up to 23.7, and the immi- 
gration nearly equaled that ‘of the two preceding years, having gone up to 176,- 
282. By the several acts of 1864, 1865, and 1866 the “duties were increased, sothat 
the duties on imporiations of 1866 averaged 40.2 per cent., and immigration went 
up to 318,554. Last year, when the West was further oppressed by the increase 
of duties on woo! and copper they averaged 41.2, and the number of immigrants 
went up to 352,569; and the Commissioners of Immigration assure us that this 
year the number will exceed 400,000, 

It is thus demonstrated historically that precisely as we make our duties pro- 
tective of high wages for labor, so do we bring skilled workmen from Germany, 
Belgium, France, and England to work in our mines, forges, furnaces, rolling- 
mills, cotton and woolen factories, and create a home market for the grain of 
Iowa, Illinois, and the other States whose farmers complain that they have no 
market for their grain. 


SKILLED WORKMEN THE MOST VALUABLE COMMODITY WE CAN IMPORT. 


Mr, Scutnwck. We have free trade in men. 
Mr. Ke.ury. The chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Scucenck] suggestsin this connection that we have freetradeinmen. Yes; men 
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are on the free-list. They cost us not even freight. Yet how they swell the 
revenues and help us pay the debt of the country! They are raised from he!p- 
less infancy, through tender childhood, and trained to skilled labor in youth in 
other lands, and in manhood, allured by higher wages, they come to us and are 
welcomed to citizenship. In this way we have maintained a balance of trade 
that has enabled us to resist without bankruptcy the ordinary commercial bal- 
ance that has been so heavily against us. We promote free trade in men, and 
it is the only free trade I am prepared to promote. 

Will the gentleman object to imperting skilled laborers from the 
manufacturing nations of the world and investing them with the right 
to earn American wages and enjoy the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties of American citizens? I am ready to defend this policy to-day, 
though I stand on the ree rd as - ostile and with invincible purpose 
against bringing in contract laborers, from whatever country they may 
come, as any man who has been on this floor during my long service. 

I see here my friend from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH], who can tell 
you that four years ago, when I ascended a platform in his district to 
address a meeting made up of laborinz people, I was recognized as the 
champion of skilled labor and the opponent of contract labor by bois- 
terous and long-continued cheers for *' the laborer’s friend,’’ though 
the men who constituted the assemblage had never seen me before. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, as I before stated, it was not my 
purpose to pass judgment upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY]. He is responsible for his own utterances. All I desired to 
say was that if my remarks are subject to the construction which has 
been put upon them, I am exactly in line with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania; if they are not subject to that construction, then I think 
he is a little more of a free-trader in men than I am, because he has so 
declared himself. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a few 
remarks on this question before the vote is taken. I live in a State 
which raises, perhaps, ¢ one-fourth of all the flax raised in the United 
States. Dakota and Minnesota raise more than one-half of the whole 
product of the country; and after Dakota and Minnesota comes Iowa. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I gave notice this morning, before this dis- 
cussion began, that when we reach the item of flaxseed I shall move 
to strike it from the free-list, leaving it subject to the present tariff. 
As we have not yet reached that item the discussion of the question or 
placing it on the free-list would be premature; but as something has 
been said on that question I beg leave very briefly to refer to it at 
present, reserving to myself the right to refer toit more at length when 
ve reach it in its order. 

Flaxseed or flax in this country is very largely, though not wholly, 
what we callasedcrop. It is the cropefanewcountry. In my State 
to-day, for instance, where they are about to commence breaking up 
the wild lands, they can raise a crop of flax on the new sod, sowing it 
after the land is broken for the first time. In this way the flax crop 
is almost a clear gain. The case is the same in Dakota and in North- 
ern Iowa, It is for that reason, perhaps, that the crop of flax has be- 
come so great in Minnesota, Dakota, and Iowa. ‘This crop is to those 
people a godsend—a matter which, I submit, should be thought of. I 
think I may say, Mr. Chairman, after conference with the Democratic 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means, that this side is ready, 
when we reach that item, to strike flaxseed from the free-list, leaving 
the present tariff thereon. 

Mr. WARNER. Do you recognize flaxseed and linseed as synony- 
mous? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand linseed and flaxseed are 
synonymous, as my friend suggests. 

So far as concerns the suggestion that there is a ‘‘ trust’ in the lin- 
seed-oil business, I think I may safely say that there is not the least 
doubt but that there has been such a “ trust’’ forseveral years. Some 
gentlemen say that the industry has not been prosperous. Such is not 
my observation, and I have known something of it. Ido not propose, 
however, to discuss ‘‘trusts’’ or to digress in that direction. Nor do 
I propose here to discuss the question of the tariff on flaxseed or oil. 
I perhaps may properly add that I favor the reduction of the tariff on 
the oil. I am of the opinion that it should be reduced about 40 per 
cent. ~ I think that would leave an ample protection on that article. 

Flaxseed competes with no industry, and the tariff on it can injure 
no one, except so far as it raises the price of linseed-oil. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what I wish particularly to call attention to 
now is the question of taking the tariff off **flax-straw, flax not hack! led 
or dressed ; flax hack sled, known as dressed line; tow of flax or hemp,” 
ete. That i is properly the only question before us at present. The 
gentleman from Iowaand the gentleman from Indiana have stated that 
this side of the House propose to give no protection to the farmer be- 
cause we propose to remove the tariff from flax-straw, and they claim 
that the other side is the friend of the farmer because they favor sucha 
tariff. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Minnesota be allowed to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, if placing flax- 
straw on the free-list is a blow at the farming community, I, living 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And which is still perpetuated by the bill, 
which leaves it practically the same. 

Mr. CANNON. It is perpetuated by the bill, and deliberately done 
at that. What are the facts? Ten-elevenths of all the sugar con- 
sumed in the United States is produced outside of our borders. The 
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annual consumption is over 3,000,000,000 pounds. The tariff is so | 


arranged that a premium is paid by law to make the sugar imported 
dirty or give it that appearance, when much of it could more easily 
and cheaply be made clean and fit for use. So that all the sugar im- 
ported has to pass through the refineries before it goes upon the mar- 
ket; but this is not all: the tariff on refined sugars is so much higher 
than it is on that which is in fact imported, that the refiners import 
the artificially made dirty sugar, pay for it, and pay the duty on it, 
then put it through the refinery, turning out the refined product and 
add the cost of refining, and they then have a refined sugar ready for 
market that costs them over 1 cent a pound less than a similar pound 
of refined sugar can be imported for. What is the result? They add 
the 1 cent a pound to the price of thesugar; now multiply that by the 
annual product of the refineries, and you have $30,000,000 of annual 
profit for the refiners. So the refiners make an agreement or trust 
amongst themselves not to cut prices, and year by year this tribute is 
levied upon all the people. 

The truth is that the tariff on sugar is a revenue tax equivalent 
to 82 per cent. ad valorem, which goes into the Treasury, and the re- 
finers at the same time manage to levy an equivalent of over 40 per 
cent. ad valorem more, which goes into their own pockets. ‘The best 
remedy is to place sugar, at least up to No. 16, Dutch standard, on the 
free-list. Or, if you fail to do that, lower, and greatly lower the tar- 
iff on refined sugars and on those grades of sugar No. 18, Dutch stand- 
ard, and below and above No. 13, Dutch standard: aiso, to reduce the 
duty on refined sugars above No. 18, Dutchstandard. I call attention 
to the fact that the bill as originally framed for consideration in the 
Committee of Ways and Means did give some relief to the people by a 
provision which would have allowed the importation of sugar that could 
be used by the people without passing through the refineries, but that 
provision was stricken out of the bill as it was reported to the House 
and now is. Why was it stricken out? I call upon the gentlemen on 
the Ways and Means Committee to answer, and give notice now that 
I will ask again when we reach the sugar schedule. 

Mr. Chairman, with all these facts staring them in the face, the s€gar 
trust is still protected by this bill, and the bill is solemnly indorsed 
by the Democratic caucus, and again by the Democratic national con- 
vention at St. Louis, and yet the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. Ray- 
NER], and generally on the other side of the House, talk about this 
side being in favor of trusts. I say to the gentleman from Maryland 
and on the other side your cry is not founded in truth and candor. It 
is rather the regular stop-thief dodge. You know this sugar trust is 
in your bili, and you seek to divert attention from it by accusing this 
side of favoring trusts. 

The gentleman from Maryland says that when the Republican party 
meets in convention at Chicago it will not dare to put a declaration in 
its platform condemning trusts. Sir, as members of the Republican 
party and as Representatives, we dare to do better than that. We are 
ready to help cut up this trust by the roots and cut it up here and now. 
Can the Representatives on the other side do as much ? 

Mr. Chairman, what a figure the gentleman’s party cut at St. Louis ! 
Think of it; one of the greatest, if not the greatest, railroad king in 
the world in command of the Democratic party there assembled. I 
tefer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], not only there 
ror himself, but there as the chosen friend and mouthpiece of Grover 
fCieveland, The power behind the throne, he dominated the conven- 
tion, designated the candidate for Vice-President, dictated the platform 
in which trusts are denounced. It seems to me like Satan rebuking 
sin. 

[ Ifere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that wealth can 
he created by the exercise of the taxing power. There is no productive 
power in a tax, but on the contrary it is a burden upon those who pay 
it. The effect of a high protective tax is not to create wealth, but 
to transfer it from one individual to another, or from one industry 
to another. It ‘‘protects’’ the owners of the industries for which it is 
laid, but does not protect the laborers employed in those industries, 
because the wages of labor are determined, not by the profits that may 
inure to the manufacturer, but by the law of ‘‘supply and demand.”’ 

The laborer, therefore, should be wholly eliminated from this discus- 
sion, because manufacturers will not give the American laborers more 
than their competitive value in the market. It has never been done, 
end never will be done so long as human nature remains unchanged. 
To illustrate, let us suppose that one hundred laborers are sufficient to 
supply the demand ina givencommunity. With this condition of the 
labor supply it must be manifest that the effect of an additional num- 
ber of laborers seeking employmentin that community willbe to lower 
wages; it matters not what height the tariff rate may attain. The de 
crease in wages that inevitably follows such a condition will be propor- 
tional to the increase in the number of laborers. 

When the labor supply is equivalent to the demand, wages will be 
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maintained; when the labor supply exceeds the demand, wages will be 
reduced; and when the labor supply is less than the demand, wages 
will be enhanced. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, a high rate of taxation not only aggregates 
wealth in the hands of the few as against the many, but by reason of 
the monopoly it gives the manufacturers destroys competition; for, as 
has been well said by the eloquent gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 

VILSON], where ‘‘combination is possible competition is impossible.’’ 
A new danger therefore threatens. 

Those great industrial monopolies known as “‘ trusts’’ are springing 
up on every hand, limiting production and fixing the prices of the nec- 
essaries of life, and I confess, sir, that I was astounded to hear the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the leader of the Re- 
publican party, deny the proposition that monopolies existed in this 
country, and ridicule the idea that combinations could control the 
cost of the staples of consumption. That gentleman, as we all know, 
is exceedingly skillful in debate, and by reason of his eminent abilities 
the leader of his party on this floor. I call attention to the language 
he used on May 19 that the House can determine for itself that I have 
not in anywise misrepresented his position. He says: 

And yet, outside the Patent Office, there are no monopolies in this country, 
and there never can be. Ah, but what is that I see on the far horizon’s edge, 
with tongue of lambent flame and eye of forked fire, serpent-headed and griffin- 
clawed? Surely it must be the great new chimera‘ Trust.’? Quick,criesevery 
masked member of the Waysand Means. Quick, let us lower the tariff. Let 
us eall in the British. Let them save our devastated homes. Courage, dear 
brethren. Be not too much disturbed. The Lord will reign even if the board 
of mayor and aldermen should adjourn. 


Callin the British! When the day comes that this Republic can not save itself 
from a dozen of its own citizens without aid from over the sea I hope to be buried 


| a thousand leagues under some respectable and permanent mountain range. 


What unreasonable talk this is—a dozen men fix the prices for sixty million 
freemen! They can neverdoit. There is no power on earth that can raise the 
price of any necessity of life above a just price and keep it there. More than 
that,if the price is raised and maintained even for a short while, it means ruin 
for the combination and still lower prices for consumers. That is one ot the 
laws of God working for Hischildren, Compared with one of your laws of Con- 
gress, it isa Leviathan to a clam. 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that the honorable gentleman has well- 


| nigh exhausted the vocabulary of contemptuous ridicule in his attempt 


to belittle the powers of ‘‘trusts’’ and the dangers that menace us by 
reason of their existence. Buta few moments since, in reply to the 
scholarly gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], he indulged in 
substantially the same vein of ridicule; and yet my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], forgetting the position of his chieftain, has just 
taken his seat after having conceded the existence of the ‘‘sugar trust,’’ 
which is based on the tariff, and admitting that its exactions have 
amounted to the enormous sum of $10,000;000 annually since its or- 
ganization. ‘‘Small favors thankfully received.” 

We have at last a concession from that side that there is one ‘‘ trust’’ 
growing out of the tariff. Before we get through with this bill we 
will demonstrate the existence of many others. I now turn to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] as they ap- 
pear in the REcorD of May 16, and I think that after I have read them 
the eminent gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrrp] will be half inclined 
to concede that a Republican ‘‘ revenue-reform orator has gone into ac- 
tion against monopoly.’’ [Laughter.] Let us hear what the able 
gentleman has to say and see wherein he differs from the gentleman 
from Maine. Mr. BUTTERWORTH says: 

No man upon this floor shail be before me in condemnation of these organ- 
izations—(trusts) 

I do not hesitate for one moment to assert that the most serious menace to 
republican institutions in this country will be found in the power and influence 
of aggregated capital and the pretentious insolence of overgrown wealth. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, that sounds very much like a good old Demo- 
cratic speech. [Laughter.] But he proceeds: 

And I am not alone upon this floor— 

Almost alone on that side, but not on this. 


And Iam not alone upon this floor in the conviction that unless they are 
speedily throttled they will have upon the throat of the Republic so firm a grip 
that nothing short of revolution will compel them to relax their hold, 

[Applause on Democratic side. ] 
Continuing, the gentleman says: 
This is strong language, but I mean every word of it. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. SoI do. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I honor the gentleman for the declaration. 

Concluding his observations upon this point, the gentleman from Ohio 
said: 

I donot stand here to condemn as moral monsters the individuals engaged in 
these various enterprises or organizations, for I recognize the fact that there is 
a vast deal of human nature in utilizing opportunities and conditions to better 
one’s condition, increase his wealth, and extend his influence; but they are 
none the less dangerous to the well-being of my country that the men interested 
therein are reputable citizens and have not violated the letter of the law of the 
land. 

Sir, that is the deliberate utterance of a gentleman on the other side 
of this Chamber, as genial and charming in social relations as he is able 
and courageous in the discharge of public duties. [Applause.] He 
ought to be on this side of the House; and if he were, and expressed 
his sentiments in the language I have quoted here to-day, would be one 
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of those subject to the inimitable powers of wit, invective, and sarcasm 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not claim that all the ‘‘ trusts ”’ of this country 
are directly the outgrowth of the tariff. The gent! eman from Ohio 
[Mr. Bot rERWOR TH] in condemning these organizations did not so 
hold. But we on this side of the House believe 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by 
time of Mr. DocKERY was extended. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman fro 
and the House for the courtesy extended. I was about 
is not claimed on our side that all the ‘‘trusts’’ are the results 
of high tariff laws; but we do claim that this system of taxation = er- 
ates to build up what the gentleman from Ohio has fitly styled ** the 
power and influence of aggregated capital and the pretentious insolence 
of overgrown wealth.’’ 

‘This is not a theory,’’ but one of the stern ‘‘ conditions that con- 
fronts us’’ as legislators, and which clamors for speedy ret 
salutary regulation. The ‘‘influence and insolence’’ of ‘‘ aggregated 
capital and overgrown wealth ’’ are daily becoming more apparent and 
potential; and, as I stated on a former occasion, the wealth of the coun- 
try is rapidly passing under the control of the few; and if we continue 
at the same rate to aggregate wealth, in ten years we shall reacha point 
where 90 per cent. of the entire wealth of the country will be domi- 
nated by 1 per cent. of its population. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILson] has just called the 
attention of the House to some of the ills that affect the farmers, as they 
are expressed in our present tarift laws in the taxation upon artic les 
in daily use among the masses of the people. I have not now time to 
notice these items in detail, but will ask to incorporate the list as he 
presents it in my remarks. I wish in this connection to call the at- 
tention of the House to a ‘‘trust’’? which does not directly have its 
origin in the tariff, but whichis the ‘‘ combination”’ to-day vexing and 
oppressing the farmers of my State more than any other in existence. 
I refer, sir, to the ‘‘cattle trust’’ of Chicago, controlled by five men 
from the State of the gentleman [Mr. CANNON] who has just spoken, 
and who so vigorously denounced the “‘ sugar trust ’’ (in which denun- 
ciation I coneur)—five men who in the last year, according to the best 
estimates and the most reliable statistics, fleeced the farmers of the 
West to the enormous amount of $55,000,000 in excess of a legitimate 
profit. 

Mr. ROWELL. Has the tariff anything to do with that trust? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I said that it probably had not. But the tariff 
has the effect which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurreRWORTH ] 
described, though he was not speaking of the tariff; it has the effect 
to aggregate capital and to make wealth insolent. 

Mr. WARNER. Do not the national banks and the other banks of 
this country have the effect to aggregate wealth and capital? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly they do aggregate wealth; and the Dem- 
ocratic party has felt the influence and power of national banks in the 
campaigns of former years. 

Mr. WARNER. But will my colleague answer the question? Do 
they not have the effect of aggregating capital? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly they do, and as such aggregated capital 
is authorized by Federal laws it is usuallyin sympathy with the party 
in power. [Laughteron the Republicanside.] ‘The Republican party 
was in power for a quarter of a century, and the influence of aggre- 
gated capital in the campaigns that took place during that period was 
as a rule unfriendly to the Democratic party. 

Mr. WARNER. Have you lessened that aggregated capite il by de- 
positing $60,000,000 of the people’s money in those banks during your 
Democratic administration ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The President was compelled to take this action 
to avoid a dangerous contraction of the currency and because you have 
obstructed all efforts to reduce taxation. You have piled up the peo- 
ple’ s money in the coffers of the Treasury, and the President deposited 
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vored the aggregation of wealth by legislation. 
Mr. WEBER. Why did he not carry out the law ? 
Mr. DOCKERY. He did. 


He has never fa- 


Mr. SPRINGER. He did carry out the law. 
Mr. WEBER. Oh, no 
Mr. ROGERS. You mean that he did not buy your bonds. 


Mr. WEBER. He created the ‘‘ condition’? which he 
to!d us ‘‘ confronted ’’ us. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did not create it. 

Mr. WEBER. Oh, yes he did. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Twice your side of the House, notwithstanding 
solemn pledges to revise the tariff and reduce the surplus, have refused 
even to consider tariff bills; twice you have struck out the enacting 
clause of bills to reduce taxation, and to- day you are utterly unable to 
align your forces on any tariff measure. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has just denounced the 
“sugar trust’’ and favors the abolition of the tax on that article, while 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] stands here in oppo- 
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Very respectfully, 


BENTLEY & GERWIG (Limited 


The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means said a day 
two ago, when delivering a speech on the lumber question, that trading 
freely with Canada would benefit Canada and would benefit us. He 
said to-day that by establishing trade with Ireland we would benefit 
Ireland and wouid benefit this country. His proposition reminds me 
of one of my early reminiscences. Two boys who were attending the 
same school with myself had been confined by their mother in a room 
for a certain period on account of some childish misbehavior, and one 
of them told me afterward that while in that room they got to ex- 
changing knives, and having some small money, they used it by way 


of ‘* boot’’ in the exchange, and when they came out of that room each | 


believed that he had made $2.50 off of the other. 
tleman from Texas is to my mind just as absurd as was the conc 
which those boys reached with reference to the result of their ex- 
changes. 

My idea is that the way the Mills bill proposes to benefit the United 
States is the wal England has benefited Ireland. Something like 
seventy-five years ago Ireland had flourishing industries, one of which 
was the linen industry. But owing, I believe, to the suggestion ot 
Lord Brougham a movement was begun by the British Government to 
crush out the industries of Ireland, and that movement wa 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] stated to me in conversation 
a few minutes ago that not many months since he stood upon one of the 
streets in Cork and, in talking with an old Irishman, made the remark, 
‘*What a world of beggars you have here!’’ Every one who has vis- 
ited the city of Cork or Queenstown or Dublin or other cities of Ireland 
has had occasion to make the same remark. ‘‘ Yes,’’ replied the old 
Irishman, ‘‘ but I remember sixty years ago, when we hz x flourishing 
manufacturing industries in Cork, there was scarcely a beggar on our 
streets, though now the streets are full of them. E very “time,” he 
said, ‘‘that 1 look upon this spectacle I in my inmost heart curse Eng- 
land.’’ 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like a minute or two more. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I believe that if the policy advocated 
by the friends of this bill should prevail it would equalize wages be- 
tween this country and Great Britain, and equalize pauperism between 
the two countries. As you reduce wages in this country, as you take 
away from our wage-people the opportunity to earn and to provide for 
their families, you elimin: ute from the productive classes those who are 
not now able to do full days’ works, and you relegate them to the class 
of paupers, because as competition becomes more and more lively 
among workingmen, as wages become lower and lower, the inferior 
classes of working people are crowded out, only the fittest surviving; 
and thus you level the American wage-worker to the same plane as 
the wage-workers in foreign countries. 

This is a logical necessity of the present bill. Mr. Chairman, it is a 
conclusion based upon the exact researches of science, and one from 
which you can not escape, that so far as you go in the direction of equal- 
izing trade between this country and countries less prosperous, you 
bring down the earning capacity of the working people of this country 
to the level of the working classes of the countries with which you 
freely trade. 

Capital earns more in this country than anywhere else in the world; 
so does labor, I want to protect the earning power of capital and the 
earning powerof labor. ‘That is the proposition for which the Repub- 
lican party contends, and it affects all sections of the country alike. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] says he will ask the 
House to put flaxseed on the dutiable list, because in his country the peo- 
ple produce flaxseed. He must have some little idea of protection, or 
he would not make a suggestion ofthat sort. Why will he not do unto 
others as he would have othersdo unto him? Why will henot observe 

the golden rule?’’ That is the rule which obtainsamong protection- 
ists. W hy does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER ] propose 
to raise the duty on glass while he would let everything else come in 
free? The gentleman from Minnesota would put flaxseed on the du- 
tiable-list and let everything elsecome in free. Gentlemen from Loui- 
siana say keep a high duty on sugar and let everything else be free. 
Gentlemen from South Carolina say keep up the tariff on rice and let 
everything else be free. No, gentlemen, do as you would be done by. 
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Treat all sections alike, 
paid to American labor. 

| Here the hammer fel] J 

Mr. WHI TE, of Indian Mr. Chairman, the question now pend- 
before the committee inn reference to flax presents exactly the same 
tures as salt and lumber. Flax is similar in its relations to our 
manufactures and involves precisely the same question, whether we 
shall preserve our home industry or not? 


Preserve 11 this country the high wages now 


Now, the President of the United States set out with the theory that 
the tariff isa tax upon the consumer. I am satisfied that gentlemen 


on the other side in the framing of this bill, as well as the President 
of the United States, have not considered this quanto, as I believe, 
upon proper grounds of public policy. If they had done so I am sure 
they would not have fallen into the mistakes which are perfec tly ap- 
parent irom the beginning to the end of it. 

Let me indulge in a few homely illustrations to show that the tariff 
isnotatax. Suppose, gentlemen, the President of the United States 
wanted to establish an industry in the District of Columbia, and, in 
order to do that he should place a tariff on boots and shoes; suppose 
the tariff was $2 on boots and shoes coming into the District of Columbia. 
What would be the result of the imposition of that tax? According 
to the theory of gentlemen on the other side of the House, and accord- 
ing to the theory of the President of the United States in his last an- 
nual message, the in rp siti on of such a tax would necessarily advance 


| the price of boots and shoes $2 beyond the price which was maintained 


| at the time the tax 


i of shoes or boots 








was imposed. But nothing could be more absurd. 

Let me show that such would not be the result, and that the price 
of boots and shoes would not be increased by the tariff of $2 on that 
amount of the — of boots and shoes when the tariff was enacted, 
For, sir, just 80 soon a s that tariff went into effect the Boston manu- 
facturers of boots anc d shoes, within thirty days, would come here with 
their plants an l manufacture all that was needed to supply the > market, 
Say there were 300,000 people here and that they consumed four pairs 
each during the year. That would be 1,200,000 boots 
and shoes. The competition on the part of the manufacturers would 
necessarily reduce the price of the » article, and consumers would 
their boots and shoes just as cheap as they did before the tariff was im- 
pose d. 

Of cour se, whether the boots and shoes come in free, it does not mat- 
ter to pe ople who will buy Boston fancy shoes whe ther the tax is on or 
off. Those who want Boston fi mcy shoes, why let them have them and 
let them pay for them; $2 a pair, saying a were 5,000 p e cop le who 
wore them in : this District out of 300,000 poprlation, would afford a 
good revenue to the District. 

I see the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILus] in the House, and let 
me illustrate the matter so faras his State isconcerned. Say the State 

Texas has a population of 2,000,000, and that they consume ina 
year 2,000,000 barrels of flour. A tax or tariff of $2 a barrel on that 
flour, according to the theory of the President and the Committee on 
Ways and Means, would be added to the price of the article; but in 
that respect let me say that they would - wrong. Just so soon as the 
tariff of $2 a barrel on flour was imposed the millers would go down 
into that State and establish there what Texas does not now have, a 
milling industry, and the competition would be so great that the re- 
sult would be that the people of Texas, notwithstanding the duty of 
$2 a barrel, would be able to purchase their flour just as cheap as they 
did before. 

‘Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it is proper I should 
something here in response to my honorable friend from Missouri Mr. 
DocKERY]. I would not do so if my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] 
was in his seat. Ido not know there is any difference between the 
position of the gentleman from Maine and myself as to these trusts 
and combinations. I have never heard the gentleman from Maine de- 
fend a trust or question the wisdom or propriety of putting an end to 
any improper use or abuse of power by any corporation, syndicate, or 
trust. We have differed in some respects; mainly that I regard the 
danger as vastly more imminent than does my friend from Maine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that is quite a difference. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. But to recognize the existence 
of an evil is one thing, and to provide for its eradication is quite an- 
other. The gentleman from Maine simply suggested, if I understand 
him, that you can not do it by loud and boisterous declamation. He 
doubts the utility of that kind of steam-boat which, when it blows its 
whisile, has got to stop its machiney. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that is good if it is not applicable. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I am in no wise referring 
to what my honorable friend from Missouri has said. I am in accord 
with him, except as to his criticism of the gentleman from Maine. In 
that I think he did that gentleman an injustice; but I am talking ot 
the general wail we have heard, and which takes the place of fixed 
and determined effort in the accomplishment of a good purpose. 

And since listening to the honorable gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER] in his violent arraignment of the Republican party as the 
friend of corporations, trusts, syndicates, and combines, it becomes 


pertinent to ask him [Mr. RAYNER] whatsteps the Committee on Ways 
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Mr. BUTTERWOTH. LBeyond that, I know that when the House 
met there was placed upon the table of every member a compilation 
like this, which was a perfect photograph of the condition of the then 
rate and result of customs duties in matter of revenue, so that the in- 
fluence upon the industries with which we were dealing could be de- 
termined with reasonable certainty. [Applause on the Republican 
side.| In other words, I know that with the information in our pos- 
session we addressed ourselves to the work of revising the tariff in a 
business-like manner, with the purpose of protecting the homes and 
the hearthstones of this country, while you gentlemen address your- 
selves to that undertaking solely, as it seems, with reference to a Presi- 
dential election. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will my friend permit me to make a sugges- 
tion throxgh him? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. When this committee placed this book in type 
and printed only 30 copies, the extra cost of a number sufficient to 
have supplied all the members of this House would not have amounted 
to more than $125. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And members would gladly have paid it 
out of their own pockets rather than not have had the book and the 
needful exhibits it contains. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this book of 
which the gentleman speaks was not prepared here. It has been in 
possession of the minority as long as it has been in the possession of the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, and during the two 
months that we have had it no gentleman on eitherside among all the 
members of the committee ever proposed to have additional copies 
printed. Ifsuch a proposition had been made it would doubtless have 
been agreed to, but no one seems to have thought of making it, so that 
the gentleman’s criticisms do not seem to be quite fair. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As usual, my friends on the otherside are 
satisfied when their best comes up to our worst. Now, I never heard 
of this book, although gentlemen around me have conferred time and 
again of the necessity of having the information it contains, and my 
friend on the left [Mr. ADAMs] has been at work studiously for a month 
trying to compile such a document for himself. I agree that this doc- 
ument might have been called for by a member if he had known of its 
existence. I am not defending our omission to do what might have 
been done, but am condemning your omission to do that which your 
duty required of you. [Applause on the Republican side.] You are 
responsible to the country for legislation; you are responsible for the 
condition in which our industries will be left if this bill should become 
a law. 

I will agree to vote for the Mills bill if any gentleman on the other 
side will stand up before the House and undergo a ‘‘civil-service ex- 
amination’’ in regard to any given article mentioned in the Mills bill 
touching its relation to the industries of the country, its relation to 
commerce, the revenue it yields, the localities where it is used, the 
sources of supply, etc. No gentleman here is ready to answer fully 
such questions; yet this information is absolutely essential to the right 
understanding and discharge of the duties which devolve upon us. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


PRINTING IN RELATION TO TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the document which I hold 
in my hand and to which I have already referred be printed, so as to 
furnish one copy for the use of each Member and Delegate. 

[The document is entitled, “The bill of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue, with table of rates and estimated duties on 
imports under the same; prepared by Charles H. Evans, Treasury De- 
partment.’’ ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. All the information embraced 
in the book which the gentleman holds in his hand is included in the 
document I have here, which was printed in the first instance for the 
use of the members of the Committee on Ways and Means, but which, 
since the 14th day of last March, has been accessible by every member 
who chose to call for a copy of it. It is an exhibit approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and designed to accompany the pending bill, 
giving, with reference to every item in the bill, the amount of imports, 
the existing rate of duty, the ad valorem equivalent, the unit of value, 
the proposed rate of duty, and estimated reduction. Iwill say further 
that the volume which the gentleman from Ohio has in his hand is, as 
he knows, such a publication as has not in the history of the House 
been printed as a document for general circulation among members. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Why should we nothaveit? We needit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I make no objection what- 
ever, except that I want to call attention to the fact, by way of dis- 
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proof of all you have been saying that by the publication of that docu- 
ment we would simply duplicate information which has been at the 
command of members, as I have said, for several months past. But 
we have acceded to every request of this kind heretofore, and we do 
not oppose this proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Ohio? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That one copy of this document for each 
Member and Delegate he printed. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwould like to know howsoon they can be furnished. 
We do not want to have the consideration of the bill delayed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not ask any delay. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Youneednothaveany. Gen- 
tlemen can get in the committee-room this publication to which I have 
referred, which contains all the information that you have spoken of. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The publication which the gentleman holds 
in his hand does not present the items of the bill in their order, but in 
a scattered form, not so convenient for reference as in the document 
which I ask to have printed; nor are the same facts stated. I have 
looked through the gentleman’s document, and I would as soon have 
a pocket Bible for the purposes of this discussion, and in fact a good 
deal rather. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The articles are classified in 
exactly the order in which they are usually presented. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [I insist on my motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not object. I only want 
the House to know that we have granted every request of this kind 
for information, as we will grant this one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there not some law or rule 
limiting the expense of printing which may be ordered in this way? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the cost of any proposed printing 
will exceed $500 it must be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iunderstand that the expense 
of printing this document may exceed that amount. That is the in- 
formation I have. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not think the cost can exceed $500. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the House wants this doc- 
ument of course no member of the committee will object. Iwas about 
to suggest, however, that the motion be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, with instructions to report on Monday morning next. In 
this way we can ascertain the exact cost. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So important is thisinformation with refer- 
ence to the subject on which we are acting that if the cost were $5,000 
or $10,000, I would not hesitate to favor the expenditure. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butif anything like that is to be the cost, the 
House can not order it without the question being first considered by 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idonot want, of course, tomake any motion 
which would be nugatory. I therefore ask that my motion to print 
this document be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instruc- 
tions to report on next Monday morning as to the cost. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘That is right. 

Mr. HEARD. What is the original motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH] ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That this document be printed in such 
number as to furnish one copy to each Member and Delegate. 

Mr. HEARD. I suggest that the number be enlarged so as to in- 
clude a copy for each Senator. I move to amend the gentleman’s mo- 
tion so as to provide for printing 500 copies. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrERWoRTH], to print 500 copies of 
this document for the use of Senators, Members, and Delegates, will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instructions to make a 
report on Monday morning next. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 74, noes 69; and ac- 
cordingly (at 4.45 p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

3y Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10424) for 
the relief of James H. Dennis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10425) providing a pension for 
Matilda C. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho 
G. Hendrix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 10427) for the relief of Seth C. Shat- 
tuck—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10428) for the relief of J. R. Was- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief 
of Messrs. Schiffbauer Brothers—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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By Mr. McCREARY: 
P. Bottom—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10431) for the relief of Wi 
Box—to the Committee on War Claims. 
; TONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 
h is—to the Committee on War Claims. 

bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. 
on Invalid Pensions. 
TAUL BEE: A bill (H. R. 10434) for the 
to the ¢ mittee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill tT. R. 10435) for the relief of H. G. Gardner 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Aiso. a bill (11. R. 10426) for the relief of H. H. Shaw » the ¢ i 
mittec Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10437) for the relief of Green Gardner—to the 


1 Invalid Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 10441) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 10442) granting a pension to Belle Cluxton—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R 10145) granting a pension to Andrew Hood—to 
the C 1ittee on Inval d ‘Pens ons. 

Als H. R. 10 granting a pension to Isaac McMu to 
the Committee on Invalid ‘Pen ns, 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 10447) granting a pension to Frilley Day—to the 
( VHIILLes¢ on Inva d Per n 

Also bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (Ff. R. 10449) granting a pension to Rachel Washburn— 
to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (Hf. R. 10450) granting a pension to Thomas 
I’. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10451) for the relief of Elizabeth 
ulwiler—to the Con ee on War Claims 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 10452) for the relief of the heirs 
it law of Edward Fowler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

I I ONS, ET 
Che following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s d 





under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Me. BROWER: Petition of G. Washi: ot 
rette M. Howard, heirs of William Hopson; of Julia H. Emerson, « 
ecutrix of Alfred B l I 
and Thomas Pickett, for reference of their claims to 
Claims—to a Committee on War ¢ 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of B. C. King, ti 

h, of Brighter xl, D. C., for 


—to the 





laims. 

ustee for Emory R. E 
reference of his claim to the Court 
Committee on War Claims. 

CHIPMAN: Petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Exchange ef Detroit, for a winter bridge over Detroit River 
Committee on Commerce. 

Ir. CONGER: Petition of W. W. C oe ick and others, citizens 
of Knoxville, Iowa, for a pension for Otto G. He nd rix, C 
United States \V r Engineers hs the 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the Cleveland Refini 
pany and others, of the Brooks Oil Company and others, of Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio, and of ; J. Sullivan and 50 others, of Hamilton 
County, Tenuessee, in favor of amending the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, zesolutions of the Faculty of the Rose Polytechnic Institute of 
Terre Haute, Ind., favo ring the Cullom-Brecki inridge bill—to the Co 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Edward Wisner, 
Committee on Mi litary Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Alexander Green, of McMinn County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on : War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of William P 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committe 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resol 
of New York State in relation to the 
City by the Government for new 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of J. M. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Thereupon Mr. MAN DERSON took the chair as Presiding Officer 
to-day 
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The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap 
pr ver 
EXECUTIVI IMMUNICATION 
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ite a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
in response to a resolution of May 31, 1888, a statement of the am 


each claimant 





due for bounty, back pay, and other allowances, where 
has been allowed in full or in part since the commencement of 
present session of Congress, d not already reported by hi 
ss; which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was, with the acco 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 


dered to be printed 
He also laid befo 
of the Treasury, 


ion from the Secretary 





Vostmaster-General 





submitting an est ippropr rease in the force ot 
the salary and allowance divisi First t Post- 
master-General, for the ensuing fiscal year; which, with th ompany 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropr ind or- 


dered to be prints d. 
He also laid before the a communication from the Secretary 


of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Postmaster-General 


senate 





nitting an esti! ation in the sum of $1,021,200 fo 








x t Ol ; 
t ensuing fiscal year for the free-delivery service in consequence 

act approx ed May 24, 1 S$, entit in act to] t tl 1 
that letter-cart in cities shall be em ed per da h, with 
t accompanying papers, was reierred ( mittee on Appr 
itions, and ordered to print 

He also laid before the Senate a communicati rom t Ne t 

of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of May 31 “ 
tain information as to the = ire to use the appropriation 

le by the act approved June 14, 1830, and the sum of 


ted by the act ay re Mare h 3, 1887, for theim 








S enandoah River in Virginia d West \ la: which t 
ipanying papers, Vv referred to the Co ttee on ¢ 
ordered to be printed. 
EDENTIALS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER presented the credentials of I ‘LI 
LEE GIBSON, chosen by the Legi tn! of J mwas c 
it St r the term beginning March 4, 188 ich 1 read 
Mr. SPOONER. I ask that that cert te ol 
enator from Massachusetts | Mr. HoAR], who is ch 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, may be present 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The credentials will lie uy 
i the further di sition of the Senate ; 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIA! 
Mr. TELLEI I present the petition « M. Bryan 
n Cherokee Indians formerly resi gin) th Cart } 
ently removed at their own expense from the Cherokee country to 
he Indian Territory, praying to be granted certain rel 
As this is a matter of public interest, I s] i e to] 
tion printed. I move that it be referred to t ( umiutt 
Affairs and printed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Printed as a document? 
Mr. TELLER. Printed as a document, in the ] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless t 0 the pet 
| tion will be oo as a document, and r to the ¢ é 
Indian Affairs. ie Chair part 10one, and rdered 
Mr. CULLOM pine nted a petition adopted by the G 
tion of Congregational ¢ ana hes for the State of linoi y 
] lation prohibiting the Executive Department the Government 


| law at an early date; 


for relief—to 





m restricting the use of the vernacularin the Indian s¢ ls: w 1 





was referred to the Committee on Ludian Affair 

He also presente la petition of citizens of Schuvler Coun 
pray ring that the schedule of duties agreed upon by the re] 
of the ‘wool-grow rs and woolen-manufacturers may be ¢ 





which was referred to the Commit nee, 

He also re yn of Lewis D. Simmonds, lat ! ite 
in Company B, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, p or the 
removal of the charge of desertion from his mili re l; whi 
referred to the Committee on Military Affair 
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Mr. STEWART presented the petition of Riley Moutrey, a citizen 
of California, praying to be allowed compensation for services rendered 
in 1446-47, in rescuing from death by starvation and cold a party of | 
immigrants known asthe ‘* Donner”’ party, en route to California, who 
lost their way in the snows of the Sierra Nevada Mountains; which 
vas referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present a memorial of Reginald Fendall, William 
C. Dodge, and other citizens of the District of Columbia, in favor of 
changes in the government of the District. This is, I judge from a | 
hasty examination of it, and I am so told by those who know, a vala- 
able legal history of the government of this District. The memorial- 
ists intend to order the printing of a considerable number; but I ask 
that a thousand copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut asks that 1,000 copies of the memorial be printed for the use of the 
Senate. Is there objection to the order? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneape- 
lis, Minn., remonstrating against the erection of any bridge across the 
Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.GIBSON. Ipresent a petition from certain citizens of Louisiana. 
As it is not long I shall read it. It is as follows: 





To the honorable the Senale and House of Represenatives 
of the United States of America: 


The undersigned petitioners, residents of the State of Louisiana, represent 
with respect that by clearing out Bayou Terrebonne and Kayou Black, in the 
southwestern portion of the State, which were a few years ago navigable by 
steamboats, an open water way would be completed between the Mississippi 
River and Berwick’s Bay, and a permanent means of communication estab- 
lished between the valley of the Mississippi, and Texas and Mexico, which in 
time of war would afford a safe route for supplics and munitions of war along 
the borders of Louisiana and Texas. 

Your petitioners wou!d further represent that not only would this improvement 
constitute a national benefit, but would also be of local advantage to the people | 
inhabiting the country through which this line of communication passes. ‘The 
United States Government has already completed the work in Bayou Terre- 
bonne with the exception of a small portion, which it is estimated $3,000 more 
would finish. Morethan one-half the work on Bayou Black has been completed. 
A dredge-boat was purchased for these works for $10,000, and will remain idle 
unless the appropriations are made to continue the improvements. 





This petition is signed by a large number of citizens of the State—by 
Peter Berger, John Berger, D. R. Calder, Caillouet & Maginnis, Thomas 
B. Maginnis, Llewellyn Pugh, agent of the estate of Walter Pugh, G. 
H. Robichaux, H.C. Minor, and others. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana if the petition relates tothe Mississippi River improvement? I 
could not hear it. 

Mr. GIBSON. It does not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present a petition of citizens of the District of 
Columbia, praying for an investigation into the management of theaf- 
fairs of the water department of the Districtof Columbia. I move that 
the petition be printed in document form for the use of the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Fair- 
bury, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Pacific Railroad funding 
measure knownas the Outhwaite bill; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the 
Pacific Railway Commission. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Franklin County, Nebraska, 
complaining of existing evils under the operations of the interstate- 
commerce act, and praying for the adoption of needful and necessary 
amendments thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Nebraska, officially signed, praying that an appropria- 
tion of $200,000 be made to furnish headstones required to fill requisi- 
tions for the coming year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Carleton, Nebr., praying 
for the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue laws as classes drug- 
gists as liquor dealers and requires them to pay license as such deal- 
ers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nelson 
County, Kentucky, praying for a certain amendment of the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Cotton Exchange of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill to establish 
a bureau of rivers and harbors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Linton District Medical Society 
of Missouri, praying for the removal of import duties on medicines and 
surgical instruments; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New 





ES 


York City, praying for the erection of a public building in that city, 
to cost $3,000,000, for the use of the United States appraiser and other 
Federal officers; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, 
and a petition of citizens of Erath County, Texas, praying for the pay- 
ment of Indian depredation claims; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Hiram M. Pierce and Rufus R. 
Ricker, of Montpelier, Vt., praying for the passage of Senate bill 548, 
granting pensions to widows and minor children of pensioners; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the follow- 


| ing resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 2079) entitled ‘A bill for the relief of George Brown,”’ 


now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and 
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of an act entitled **An act to proVide for the bringing of suits against the 
Government of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1X87. And the said court 
shal! proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of said act, and 


| report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution reported by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will be agreed to, and the bill, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Court of Claims, unless there be objection. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (8.695) entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of John N. Trook, 
administrator of William Hughes, deceased,’ now pending in the Senate, to- 
gether with all the accompanying papers, be,and the same is hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘Anact 
to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,”’ 
approved March 3, 1857, to find and report the facts bearing upon the merits of 
the claim, including the loyalty of claimant, and all facts bearing upon the ques- 
tion of laches, and as to whether the bar of the statute of limitations ought in 
justice to the claimant to be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be agreed to, and 
the bill referred to the Court of Claims, unless there be objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. ht. 478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. 








| Collis on the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chap- 


lain thereof, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to ask 
that a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury addressed to the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance and a report of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing on Senate bill 1472, requiring all Govern- 
ment securities to be printed on hand-roller presses, may be printed as 
a miscellaneous document and recommitted to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatorder will be made, unless there 
be objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: ° 

A bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Mathew H. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Roundtree; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; and 

A bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones, 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2917) to withdraw the public lands in the State 
of Florida from all entry except homestead entry and settlement, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 

ses, to report it with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, to report it with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to give notice that to-morrow morning, imme- 
diately after the close of the morning business, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bills which I have just reported, 
taking them up in the order in which they have been reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 
report back favorably the bill (S. 3025) to provide for the reconstruc- 
tion of the Government dam at the Rock Island Arsenal, and for the 
immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water-power for 
said arsenal. I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill this morning 
immediately after the regular morning business is disposed of. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
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the bill (H. R. 2529 ga pension to Mary Monti, reported it with t to ] 
out amendment, and ed a report thereon Dist r pur ' read t 
ni rAYLOR 7. ‘ 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Mr. DOI I 
Taylor, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask that im- | him to the | ti : : : 
mediate action be taken upon it. The Senate passed a bill precisely | \ t Ll to the Co 
like the one reported except that it was a Senate bill which I had print 
called from the House of Representatives, and it is now on the tabl Mr. STEWARI] Litted i l 
I shall ask the indefinite postponement of the Senate bill if the Hou by I t t 
bill can be putonits passage. I askin justice to this pensioner unani- | wh was ordered to be printed, and, w 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill [ have reported. | referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. Mr. CHANDLER submitted an ame: 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: him to tl { proj 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and h reby the { ‘ \ppr t s, and ordé i | ed 
thorized i directed to increase the pension of John Taylor, lat I ; 

Third New York Light Artillery, from $l2to $16 per month, on int ¢ as 
shot wound of the head and its results \f DOLI . th 0 1 ' 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ; , u om t. and agreed to 
proceeded to consider the bill. wai tach Gince oe 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | the Senate with a copy of the « ar letter « ‘ \ iS 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed S a ' : 

Mr. SAWYER I now move that the bill (S. 2058) to increase t ; al ' aa bent ae ice : ’ 
pension of John Taylor, which was recalled from the House of Re -|is rthe gen WW Se 
sentatives, be indelinitely postponed. ' t conside1 f the Le itures 

The motion wa agre dl to. 

RODUCED ; - 

Mr. GRAY introd vend the law relat . meat : m . 
international Wi by its tit i I dt 
ferred to the Commi gn ne F 3 t 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3116) granting an i ma: Cor ‘ 
pension to Thomas Wynne; which was read twice by i : 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions che ¢ . , FoF the Colum of Ca b, ca i 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3117 ng 
Edwin Hollister; which w read twice by its title, and, 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen oe ra ‘ s s 

Ir. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3118) for the reli Ma ee 
O. Regan; which was read twice by its title, and, with th | 4 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions > ‘ : I 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (8S. 3119) amendatory of t : 
the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, De i 
fornia, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washingt 1 t 
Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; which was read tw <, \ tel . 7 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ree l t the s ( 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3120) to remove the charge of desert i son ears ' : po sO t 
against Godfrey Smalley; which was read twice by its title, and : , : 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Militar I 
fairs. rs na a . 

Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3121) for t1 ’ : 
lief of Algernon 8. Dorsey; which was read twice by its title, and DUT . Ll 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. Mr. STEWA tted 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill 3122) for the enlargem« ft I i 
military reservation at West Point, N. Y.; which was read t ( I ( 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affair ee ” 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3123) toamend anact entitled ‘* An ; aie 
providing a permanent form of government for the District of Colu ie 
bia,’’ approved June 11, 1878; which was read twice by i title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Mr. STEWAI! 1 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3124) creating three additional | present considerat 
land offices in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title : { 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. furnist 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption ; a 
to Alfonso Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | men 
the Committee on Public Lands. I ims paid 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3126) to authorize the construction Phe PRESIDI PEI 
of a free bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point let n of t 

: at or near the mouth of the Kansas River; which was read twice by Mr. COCKRELI ] 


title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. PRESIDING OFFICER. 

q Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3127) in relation to the ret es ovel 

. ment of certain medical officers of the Navy; which was read twic Mr. SHERMAN ve D 

its title, and referred to the Committee on Nava! Affairs. I do not think it t ( 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3128) for the develoy t | It tends to deter t 


: and encouragement of silk culture in the United States under t! is no oce: li ( 
pervision of the Commissioner of Agriculture; which was read t e | and ther f 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. | If 1 

f 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3129) granting a pension to Ar lation, tl 
e ibald Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and, wit! 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to ] 
Welch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3131) granting a pension to Mrs. ¢ 





line G. Seyffarth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the iy ING 
Committee on Pensions. [ ' 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3132) to provide for Ir } : MI reWw 
magistrates in the District of Columbia, to define their ‘7 
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imous consent. 
ing? 


Is there objection to the Senator from Nevada proceed- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUS® 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; 

A bill (H. 2. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 
ary Army; 

A bill (HT. R. 477) for the relief of Allen Gunter; 

A bill (H. R. 835) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 
a United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 

angland; 

A bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 

A bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; 

A bill (H. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of William L. Travis; 

A bill (H. R. 2537) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon 
R. Tobey; 


A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 

A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

A bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 
A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 

A bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (HL 


. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley; 
. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 
son S. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the estate of Douglas Dale, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R, 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of a Winnebago 
reservation, in Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 

A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 

A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, 
Mich. ; 

A bill (H. It. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River in Alabama; 


A bill (CH. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, 
un.or; 
: A bill (1. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 


A bill (H. 
Buck; 

A bill (H. 
Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (8. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 
Ky.; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
Purman; 

A bill (S, 


. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 


. 9771) for the erection of a public building at Ottamwa, 


647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 
656) granting an increase of pension to Jgmes Jackson 


845) granting a pension to the widow of John A. Turley; 


A bill (S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarkin; 
A bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Whirrey; and 


A bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph and 
telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Omaha, Nebr. 

The message also announced that the House cane? on its amend: 
ments to the bill (S. 431) granting a pension to Emma §. Free, widow 
of Thomas 8. Free, late major of the United States Army, disagreed to 
by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
LANE, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. MoRRILL managers at the conference on 
its part. 

The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2058) to increase the pension of John Taylor; and 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
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it requested the coucurrence of the Senate. 


The message 
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ief of Sophia W. Wright, with an amendment in which 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
further announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolled bills: 
A bill (8. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. 
Pike, deceased; 


A bill oe) 
A bill (H 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H 
A bill (H 
A bill (H 
A bill (HT. 
A bill (H. R. 
of the District 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (1 
A bill (} 
A bill (H. 
A bill (HI. 
A bill (H. 
Lieut. James \ 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill J 
A bill (H 
A bill (HI. 
roll; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
pension-roll; 


R 
R 

t 
.R 
R 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (Hi. R. 
A bill (H.R. 


Missouri River 


R. 
R. 
As 
4 
R. 2 
R. 
Rh. 


It. 
R. 
R. 
phe 
R. 


R. 
R. 
R, 
R. 


. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese Guelich; 

. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds; 

- 1074) granting a pension to Linneus W. Risley; 
2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Company 

of Columbia; 

2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 

2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 

2413) granting a pension to Mrs, Mercy Knight; 

2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. C YT; 

3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow ot 

forton; 

3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 

3745) granting a pension to Mary O’ Neill; 

4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 


4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 

5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 


5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 

5812) granting a pension to Catharine Tierney; 

6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr.; 


A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark; 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 
A bill ee R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 
A bill (H. l. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (HH. Kt. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A. bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Mrs. Carrie A. Luey; 
A bill (H. R. 6840) tor the reliefof Hiram M. Goss; 


A bill (H. R. 
Railway Comp 


6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
any of the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H. R, 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 


A bill (H. R. 
the pension-rol 


6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
1; 


A bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich. ; 

A pill (H. R. 7264) for the erection of a public building at Bridge- 
port, Conn. ; 


A bill (H. R. 7 
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7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
River at Hickman, Ky. ; 

7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 

7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 

7574) granting a pension to I'rank Lewis; 

7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 

7688) granting a pension to John Glenning: 


. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton; 


7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Petter; 

. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ierguson; 

. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 

. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunne; 

. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 

. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 

8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 

8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 
8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 

8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoffin; 
8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 
8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 
8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. drews on 
i 

8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 

8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 

9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; and 
9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey. 




















1888. 


ROcK 
Mr. SHERMAN. If there is no further morning business, I move 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


ISLAND ARSENAL DAM. 





I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me for a 
few moments that I may call up a bill that I reported this mor 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio y to 
the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 


sideration of the bill I reported this morning, relating to the replacing 
of the dam at Rock Island, Il. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him may be proceeded with. Itwill be read, if there be no objection 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection to it after the morning business 
is completed; but the morning business is not yet concluded. A reso- 
lution I offered last Thursday comes up to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It comes over under the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
tinue in its present position, inasmuch as some Senators were not here 
when I made my remarks upon it the other day. If the resolution 
goes over until to-morrow it is all well enough. 
to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
would hold that it would recur again to-morrow if passed over to-day, 
without being placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis right. Very good. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think as the resolution has probably nt its 
force, and the object of the Senator from Alabama had in view has been 
accomplished, it had better be referred at once to a committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I object to a reference. I want to del 
it before it goes through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFF ICE R. The question before the Senate is, 
will the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3025) to pro- 
vide for the reconstruction of the Government dam at the Rock Island 
arsenal, and for the immediate construction of a temporary dam to 
furnish water-power for said arsenal? Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill ? 

sy unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $275,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the recon- 
struction of the Government dam at the Rock Island arsenal, and fo 
the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnis! 
for the arsenal and to be used as a coffer-dam when the permanent dam 
is reconstructed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make a statement in connection with 
the bill. This appropriation is for the scmuaiiin tion of a dam at the 
Rock Island arsenal which was taken out by a flood some two or three 
weeks ago. The Government of the United States, under a contract 
made with the Moline Water-Power Company, is bound to maintain 
this water-power. 

Executive Document 177 of the present Congress, being a letter from 
the Secretary of War, shows the exact condition of the letting of the 
water-power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
much public? 

Mr. ALLISON. The water- -power is entirely owned by the United 
States. They have constructed it, and have agreed with the Moline 
Water-Power Company, who transferred it to “the United States, to 
maintain it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you a copy of the agreement? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas about to refer to that. The details of the 
agreement, the resolutions of Congress, and all the papers connected 
with the matter will be found in two executive documents, one Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 21, Forty- fifth Congress, first session, the other 
Executive Document No. 7 75, Forty-fifth Congress, second session. I 
shall not take the time to read them, but I will ask to have inserted in 
the REcorRD the report of the commission of Army officers respecting 
this water-power, and the agreement made by General Grant when 
Secretary of War ad interim, and the Moline Water-Power Company 
respecting the obligations of the United States to construct and main- 
tain this water-power. I ask that the matter referred to in Executive 
Document 75, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, may be inserted in 
the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 


spe 


na 


APPENDIX X. 


OFFICE OF THE Rock IsLAND COMMISSION, 

Washington City, January 24, 1867. 
The board having taken under further consideration the matter of the Moline 
Water-Power Company, finds it impracticable to determine, as a separate ques- 
tion, the damage sustained by that company in the taking of one-half of their 
water-power by the United States, because of the inseparable character of the 
interest thus acquired by the United States and that retained by the company. 
The determination of this question of damage was, however, rendered un- 
necessary by the negotiating of a transfer of the entire water-power from the 
Moline Company to the United States, under the act of Congress of June 27, 
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Joint the Secretary of War rry 
ower for the ar at Rock Island. 
Be it ry th l House of Repre vtatives of the I ed St ? 
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Approved March 2, 1867. 

United States Statutes at Large, volu 14,1 
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JUNE 11, 








behalf of the company, have hereunto set our hands and seals, at the place and | course we ought to doit. If we have not, asit would appear from that 


date set opposite to each, respectively. 
[SEAL, | U.S. GRANT, 
Secretary of War ad interim. 
Wasuinaron, D. C., Auguat 20, 1867. 
[si CHARLES ATKINSON, 
President Moline Water-Power Company. 


Mouinnr, Ius., June 18, 1% 


Mr. ALLISON. Itis clear that the United States is bound to main- | 


tain this water-power, as it has contracted to furnish one-quarter of the 
power to the Moline Water-Power Company, or itsassignees. I think 
that is all the explanation I need make respecting the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Iowa, if he has not al- | 


ready stated it, would inform the Senate definitely whether the United 
States is now under any obligation to the Moline Water-Power Com- 
pany to rebuild that dam. Isuppose the water is used almost entirely 
for private purposes. If weare underan obligation to rebuild the dam 
for these private mill-owners and operators, of course we ought to ful- 
fill that obligation. If we are not, it might be quite a different ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that I have 
had the report of the commission of Army oflicers, consisting of Gen- 
eral Schofield, General Barnes, and Selden M. Church, and the contract 
made between General Grant, Secretary of War ad interim, and the 
Moline Water-Power Company, inserted in the RECORD. 

1 will state in brief the substance of the agreement. The Moline 
Water-Power Company, which claimed to own the water-power at 
Moline, [ll., agreed to convey that water-power to the United States 


| 
| 





in fee-simple. The Government of the United States agreed to develop | 
and maintain the power, and the Moline Water-Power Company was | 


‘*to have the use, in perpetuity, free from all charges for rent or re- 
pairs, of one-fourth oi the entire water-power developed, and also the 
right to rent for a specified time, at the rate of 50 cents per annum per 
square inch of water-power, measured by openings of water-whceels, 
so much additional power as the Ordnance Department may deem 
expedient.”’ 

‘That was the original contract, and under that contract (the report of 
that commission is made part of the contract) the Government of the 
United States proceeded to develop the water-power, and expended upon 
it, I think, in the neighbcrhood of $800,000. During the freshet in 
the month of May at Rock Island about 700 feet of the stone dam con- 
struction was taken away by the freshet, making the entire recon- 
struction of the dam necessary. 

Without expressing any opinion which would bind anybody as to 
whether the United States Government is bound in damages to the 
Moline Water-Power Company if it does not reconstruct the dam, I 
will say that its reconstruction is necessary to maintain the Govern- 
ment property at Rock Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that property? What do they do there 
now? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not just at this moment doing a great 
amount of work there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What do they do? 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The arsenal is there. 

Mr. ALLISON. The ordnance officer states that the Government 
works at Kock Island could get on temporarily without the construc- 
tion of this dam, having also at the arsenal temporary, steam-power; 


but I think it is perfectly clear myself that the Government is bound | 
| morning. 


to maintain the dam. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see about this a little. I will assume that 
the contract of the 24th of January, 1867, between General Schofield 
and the parties on the other side is a binding contract under the act of 
the 27th of June, 1866. I assume that, though I do not know any- 
thing about it. But Isee that the second article of this contract is 
that the Government is ‘‘ to develop and maintain the power, so faras 


it can be done with the money heretofore appropriated and that which | 


may hereafter be appropriated by Congress for that purpose.’’ Then 
the Moline Water-Power Company is to have the use in perpetuity, 
free of charge, of a certain proportion of water. That would, to my 
yind, imply very cieariy that the executive authorities did not under- 
take to guaranty the keeping up of the dam except so far as the money 
already appropriated for that purpose would go, and that it was to be 
le{t to the discretion of Congress to determine whether further money 
should be appropriated in respect of kegping up those works or not. 
If that is se, it then becomes a question of public interest, and not 
of private contract, in regard to how much money should be expended 
in restoring the carried-away dam and when it should be expended; 
and in that case I should think we ought to go a little slowly upon 
the subject. There may be some later contract or statement about it; 
but taking that clause in the agreement between the company and 
Schofield and Barnes, if would seem to be pretty plain that the United 
States had carefully refrained from undertaking to keep up that dam 
forever for the benefit of these private mill-owners or whatever these 
gentlemen may be. Of course it is a perfectly lawful and proper occu- 
pation, but the United States ought not to pay for building dams for 
their use unless we have undertaken to do so. If we have, then of 


clause to me that we had not, and it is left wholly as a question of 
public interest, we ought to know what is the object of keeping up the 
works at that place for the United States and how much money ought 
to be spent in doing it. I wish the Senator from Iowa would let the 
bill go over for a day or two, so that I may look into it a little more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Sepator will allow me to say one word as re- 
spects that contract, I will state that the Government of the United 


| States agreed on its part, on the surrender of the rights of the Moline 


Water-Power Company, to develop and maintain this water-power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So far. 

Mr. ALLISON, And to use the amount of money designated in 
that contract and such further amounts as Congress might from time 
to time appropriate. Congress, in pursuance of that agreement, has 
from time to time appropriated sums aggregating in all, I think, nearly 
$900,000, and has constructed there an immense water-power suilicient 
to maintain all the constructions at the Rock Island arsenal when they 
shall be brought into play at any time. 

The dam constructed by the Government of the United States and 
paid for by the Government of the United States has washed away, and 
the Senator from Vermont raises the question whether we are bound 
to reconstruct that dam. I think, if we are to maintain the water- 
power, it is clear that we must reconstruct it. 

Of course I have no objection to allowing the matter to lie over for 
a day or two, if the Senator from Vermont so desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish it to go over for a day or two, so that we 
can see exactly about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the bill goes over, I wish to say that I intro- 
duced the bill which the honorable Senator from Iowa has reported to 
the Senate and called up. Since its introduction I have been informed 
that it is very important in the interest of the protection of the public 
works there, the bridges that the Government has built, that this work 
should be prosecuted with as much rapidity as possible, so that it may 
be completed before the coming winter on account of the break up of 
the ice, etc., inthe spring. Otherwise there will be very great danger, 
not only to the works there and the private business that has been con- 
ducted there and which has been stopped by virtue of this dam break- 
ing, but the bridges will be washed away in the spring probably. The 
bill ought to be amended, if it is at all consistent with the reguiations 
in reference to these public works, so that the necessity of advertising 
shall be avoided if possible, and that the work may be commenced as 
soon as the appropriation is made. 

I have always understood, Without having referred to the documents 
very recently, that the Government had undertaken to construct and 
maintain this dam, and I apprehend that it will be found necessary 
that if should do so without any reference to the private interests that 
may be involved in the dam having been washedaway. The situation 
there now is that on account of thisdam failing there are thousands of 
men thrown out of employment who will be compelled to drift away 
from these works into other portions of the country in order to secure 
a livelihood. I think the Government ought to take some interest in 
the immediate construction of this dam on that account as well as on 
account of the necessity for protecting its own property. 

While I have no objection to the bill going over for a day, I hope 
there will be no great delay in taking it up and finally considering it 
and passing it, if, in the judgment of the Senate, it is thought best to 
pass it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I bope the matter may be taken up to-morrow 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not engage for to-morrow morning. I do 
not wish to make any delay, but I think we ought to know exactly 
where we stand and what are the public duties of the United States 
both in respect of the contract and in respect of the public interests. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from Vermont that I have 
made very careful examination of all these reports and documents, and 
I am satisfied that we are bound to construct the dam. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolutions in relation to the fisheries treaty coming over from the last 
legislative day, submitted by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN] June 7, 1888. The Chair understands that the consideration of 
the resolutions is to be passed over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered. 

ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read: 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL June7, 
1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 20, 
1874, since the allowance of those which are embraced in Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 101, present session. 
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Che PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Illinois asks nnar ; es Rae pnenee Ss tees 
imous consent that the action of the Senate indefinitely postpor a , ul e the - _ that the peo me 
he bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett be 1 ;- | DeAtes Shalt Continue to enjoy unmMO! : . ~~ S _ 
sidered, and the bill, with the additional and new evidence, be referred | *'®¢ 32 Common with her own suyjects In a 
to the Committee on Pensions. Is there objection to such action Of Der North American possessions. 
The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. gee -+~ mp becece nap n+ -paaalienaalaadliae 
n ¢ t treat 172 
THE FI J 3 TREATY. 
t i ed that the ; t ed : 
ly motion. n ested! the 1 to tak« sh of « rv k t i c j 
1¢ question is on the motion oth LnkS : he G 
proceed to the consideration the | ;  acamel : aaa 
n. ; t ‘ t . 
fisheries treaty is before th. Se 7 ; a 
article by article already, is ore | erty to dry a of nsett ys i 
Whole, the pending qu: 
Alabama {[ Mr. MorGAN it 
further consideration of the treaty be postponed until the Wes 1 By th ut ) > i L 
after the first ) December next ) 2 com : le « ( 
\ Gia l rr nt. on ti Oth Feb t ¢ : ’ 
Presid t ( ted stat sent to the S¢ trea 
United S 3 and Great Br 1 ¢O ing rt ‘ i 
< ven m of O bet 20, | 12 sig 2 W iin n ' 1 . Aa ‘ 
Ls ? , } Lbyam re €X} I tine ral ¢ i ) 1 
cies out of he negoti ms preceding t i va : ‘ ’ ‘ - 
that it meets his approval : > **b $s tha p i t ‘ treat 
factory, practical, and final ad tment, wpen a basis hor : i } m i4, v \ rt on 
just to both par , of the diffieult and vexed question t rhe ro ms whieh res i i ( ‘ 
reiates. i t 1s I ! 
Ane gi I ,» Sa ( ) It is o7 ‘ oO 
tl ; ed for its action rh that the 1 un end to the t of 175 
¥ renot new. The case of 1 ‘ right ired und it to th eople ¢ { 
y eri was not made by this Ad tra- | contention > Ame in negotiators 1 ‘ 
t it generation of men It wa e! was d fr 31 pe 





years ago, and it has continued through many administrati is made le ul 1 n of the treat 
nearly tl " } 
of the two greatest and most powerful peoples of the world. eries), In W 1 the 1 was i 1, and nt 
No; this is not a question to be belittled, as the Senator from ! 
well said, by being localized. If it is so belittled it will not be by me | British territorial wat: vas made, by which tants of 
or by those on this side of the Chamber. The interests, the happiness, | United States were granted the right to take and é : in 
the honor of our country are involved in this diseussion, and it can not | of them, and were excluded from the remainder and fr 
be made to turn on the wishes or the selfish interests or the pecuniary | fish therein, which they had previously enjoyed und the eaty 


advantages of asmall number of capitalists who may reap or lose a | 1783. 


generations to vex the counci 
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Article I of the treaty of October 20, 1818, provides as follows: 


Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
States for the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, and cnre fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors,and creeks of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America, it 
isagreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall have forever, in common with the subjects of His Britannic 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands; on 
the western and northern coast of Newfoundland from the said Cape Ray to the 
Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and also on the coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks from Mount Jolly, on the southern coast of Labrador, 
to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence northwardly indefinitely 
along the coast,without prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive rights of the 


Hudson Bay Company. 

That concession of a common fishing right is marked on the map be- 
hind me in yellow and red. Upon both shores designated on that map 
we have by the treaty of 1818 still a common right of fishery with Brit- 
ish subjects. 

Now comes the important part about which all our troubles and dif- 
ferences have arisen, and that is the renunciation by the United States 
of the.right which had been theretofore claimed by us to take fish in 
common with British subjects on the other coasts and bays; and right 
here let me remark that this renunciation by the United States of a 
right to fish in a portion of these waters which had theretofore been 
claimed in common and the grant of a liberty to fish by Great Britain 
in other portions make anew starting point in our relations with Great 
Britain on this whole subject, and establish the proposition that all our 
rights of fishery in those waters are contract rights and depend on the 
convention of 1818. Now, what were the terms of that renunciation? 

And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed 


or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty's dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned 


limits: Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to 
enter such bays or harbors for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages 
therein, of purchasing wood, and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose 
whatever, But they shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to 
prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner 
whatever abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them. 

For all practical purposes the terms of this article are the foundation 
of any discussion as to the fishery rights of the people of the United 
States in those waters, and all suggestions of our former tenancy in com- 
mon and our rights under the treaty of 1783 are barren of results, and be- 
side the question with which we are now concerned. By the terms of 
this deliberate and solemn convention we undertook to define, and did 
define and limit the territorial waters in which our common right of 
fishery was preserved and conceded; and we, by no less explicit terms, 
renounced the right of fishery ‘‘ within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions 
in America not included within the above-mentioned limits.’? How- 
ever it may suit the purposes of the Senator from Maine, who I am 
sorry not to see in his seat this morning, to denounce the negotiators 
of that treaty now, it was believed at the time of its negotiation to 
have achieved for the fishermen of the United States important and 
valuable advantages. 

A glance at the map will show into what intimate participation of 
the fishery rights of Canadian waters we were admitted, and it is small 
wonder that a rigid construction of the terms of exclusion was soon 
insisted upon by the Canadian fishermen, and that difficulties which 
taxed the best diplomacy of both countriessoon arose. They could not 
be avoided. The conditions of the case were peculiar and unprece- 
dented. Let us be just and even generous to the other side in stating 
the situation, as a great, powerful, and brave people should be, and 
can well afford to be. In being so we need not fear the sneer of any 
who shall say that we are arguing the Canadian side of the controversy. 
God help the country and the people if those in whose hands they have 
placed the trust of power shall refuse to look at both sides and all sides 
of questions which involve the issues of peace or war and the national 
honor and welfare! 

The inhabitants of those storm-swept and fog-enveloped coasts led 
lives environed by many hardships. A rigorous climate and an unpro- 
ductive soil were sources of a poverty which was only alleviated by the 
advantage which nature had given them in their proximity to the abun- 
dance of the seas. And on their coasts and in their bays and on the 
Grand Banks, which lay within easy sail, they were enabled to make 
the struggle for existence on something like equal terms with their more 
fortunate neighbors to the south. It was natural and human, though 
selfish, that they should wish to retain in their exclusive control as far 
as possible these advantages which nature and geography had given 
them, and that they should look with jealousy on the right of par- 
ticipation which was by the convention of 1818 granted to American 
fishermen in those great landlocked waters of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, 
on their coasts, and in their bays. 

The New England fishermen, on the other hand, enterprising, hardy, 
and brave as they have always been, not backward toassert to the utmost 
verge the rights which they had obtained, spread their white sails and 
in great fleets covered those waters and coasts and pressed in pursuit 
of their game into all the inlets and baysinto which they had the treaty 
right to go, and, as we may well imagine, into many from which they 
were by treaty excluded. The water can not be staked so as to make 
certain the line of exclusion. How could we expect differences not to 


arise about the true location of this imaginary line which was to sepa- 
rate the selfish pretensions of one side from the enterprising cupidity 
of the other? 

They did arise, and from 1822 down to 1854, with periods of inter- 
mission of greater or less less duration, the controversy was continued, 
and was sometimes pressed toa point that endangered the peace of the 
twocountries. This danger was avoided by the diplomacy of two Gov- 
ernments, that of Great Britain restraining aud modifying the extreme 
demands of the colonial fishermen, and that of the United States, while 
stoutly asserting the rights of American fishermen under the treaty, at 
the same time doing so in such fashion as not to sacrifice practical re- 
sults to technical pretensions. It is important that we should consider 
what these pretensions on the one side or the other were. 

Soon after the convention of 1818 the imperial statute of 59 George 
III, chapter 38, was passed in order to carry into effect its provisions. 
It did not undertake to define more explicitly its terms or enumerate 
what were territorial bays; it used the language of the convention and 
penalized infractions of its stipulations. And under the authority to 
regulate or make restrictions as to the enjoyment of the right to enter 
bays for the four purposes mentioned in the proviso it provided that 
fishing vessels so entering should leave when required to do so by proper 
authority. 

The colonial acts were more minute and more stringent. They sub- 
jected a vessel ‘‘ hovering’’ within 3 miles of the coast and bays to be 
boarded and ordered off, and a vessel entering any of the bays for shel- 
ter, wood, water, or repairs might be seized at once, ordered out, or 
taken to a port to be condemned for an infraction of the treaty. These 
were in large degree in violation of our rights under the convention of 
1818, and that the pretensions under them were not at all times strictly 
enforced alone made those rights available to our fishermen. 

The difference in interpretation of the words of the convention was 
soon made apparent. Within a few years after its ratification vessels 
were seized for fishing in the Bay of Fundy when more than 3 miles 
from shore. The United States complained of this interference as early 
as 1824, but the English Government justified the seizures on the ground 
that the Bay of Fundy was a bay within the prohibition of the con- 
vention of 1818. 

In 1839 the President of the United States sent Lieutenant Paine, 
commanding the United States schooner Grampus, into those waters to 
investigate the causes of trouble and protect our fishermen. In a let- 
ter dated December 29, 1839, to the Secretary of the Navy, he makesa 
clear statement of two claims under the convention of 1818, made by 
the Canadians. After stating that he found the convention variously 
construed, he says that one of the questions in dispute was the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘ bay ’’ as used in the convention of 1818, ‘‘ The au- 
thorities of Nova Scotia,’’ says he, ‘‘seem to claim a right to exclude 
Americans from all bays, including the Bay of Fundy and the Bay of 
Chaleurs, and also to draw a line from headland to headland, the Ameri- 
cans not to approach within 3 miles of this line;’’ and here for the first 
time I find a clear distinction made between the claim of the territori- 
ality of the bays and the claim to enforce what was called the headland 
theory, which is quite another thing. 

Another point of dispute was, he says, ‘‘the right of resorting to 
ports for shelter, and to procure wood and water. The provincial au- 
thorities claim a right to exclude vessels unless in actual distress; and 
the subordinates warn, as they term it, vessels to depart, or order 
them to get under way and leave a harbor when they suppose a ves- 
sel has lain a reasonable time; but this is often done without examin- 
ing or knowing much of the circumstances under which the vessel 
entered or how long she has been in port.’’ 

Now here at this early day, from 1824 to 1839, not only were all the 
larger bays, including the Bay of Fundy, claimed as territorial waters, 
but a new pretension was made, called the headland theory. This did 
not concern bays properly so-called, but was applied to long lines of 
coast, measuring the 3 miles from straight lines drawn along their 
concave shores. The headland theory, properly so called, means just 
this: that in measuring the territorial waters of a country you meas- 
ure by nothing but right lines, and that you take the general trend of 
coast and measure it by a right line from one headland toanother, and 
then you run another line, when the trend is in another direction, shut- 
ting in all the concave portions of the coast. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator when he finds that 
the English first put forward the headland theory? 

Mr. GRAY. I have tried to ascertain as nearly as I could the date 
at which that contention was first made. I do not think I can answer 
the Senator more clearly than to say that it was some time between 
1824 and 1839. 

Mr. TELLER. Had it ever been announced by the British Govern- 
ment prior to that ? i 

Mr. GRAY. I think it had, and I think I shall be able to show it 
asI proceed. Mr. Dana, in his argument ascounsel before the Halifax 
Commission, states thisclaim and pretension with great clearness. This 
map on the wall behind me will show precisely what I mean by the 
headiand theory. The claim of the headland theory is that instead ot 
following the sinuosities of the coast you drawa line straight from this 
point to that point [indicating], then from Cape Breton or Cow Bay 
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Point to North Point, and so on Prince Edward Island. A lineis drawn | 8° 8ccounted, as included within that But the undersigned can not 
here [indicating] from East Point to Cape North See 
; TheSenat wr from Massa hne tts Mr. HOAR] Suggests tl sty u should L\na the language of the exce tion ¢€ npaas ‘S the previous bitD 
; on this theory take a line between Cape Breton and Cape Race, a line | °°" 
that would shut us out from the Gulf of St. Lawrence. Sais oa are eS all oe - oe Waacei 
My answer is that such a line would cross this great opening [indi 1 ym of th \ andary veen “dl 
cating] between Cape Breton and Newfoundland, which leads into New Brunswick, and to consider sea W W 
great interior seas and does not protect a coast at all; but the head- | ¢)), sos Sanaa iten ook he ies Selena a = 
land theory, as I understand it, and as it has been heretofore laid down, ht ae vameny khat Ms. } rye 144 ; SO a 
means to draw a line that protects a coast and shutsin an area of water of the Wash " er iat nie i the | of F 1, did ad 1 : ’ 4 ) 
marginal to the coast of a country which is very much larger in extent pies ahr y re keel Mae eee eae ne oe te 
than the 3-mile limit following the sinuosities of the shore eae a = en rst P 131 - en a era a 7 ; 
Mr. DOLPH. Was that claim set up by itself? ee re ee ee 
: and which were no rrea iris Of tie 


¢ ‘ , ° . * ° . eTes til 3204 
Mr. GRAY. I say there isa clear distinction to be observed all es +} -_ ’ 

: : , tet Lord Aberdeen vigorously maintained the territoriality « 
through the correspondence between the two claims. 
























































~ gq ae ao a , | Fundy within the meaning of the convention of 1318 As 
Mr. DOLPH. Is the claim of Great Britain entitled the headland was much dwelt upon by the tor from Ma the 
. . ‘ 7 Vas miuci weil Upon oy tae Senuatol on ’ ne ana t > i li 
theory pertinent to the question under consideration ? I aia ‘ 
er. Ee : ‘3 s : Massachusetts as settling a principle, I will read ) \ é 
Mr. GRAY. Ihave tried to explain, but I am willing to be inter- | ;_,, } sat , 
. . ° . . Lette he grot a take y 12 ritish (rovernni 
} ; ; tter t ground taken by t rit rn 
rupted to have the point understood. If a Senator asks the question 1 f ’ 1 
— ; - As I understood the Senator from Maine in and a 
for information, I will give him my idea as well as I can peech the other day, and also th oa , ee 
: , ; ‘ speech the other day, ar so the Senator fro i 1ey 
. Under the headland theory they drew a line from Cape Breton or | }4:) contended that the case of the Wash a alll ie a tal 
° ° y . me . ° + " : : rOULL ¢ Luce CLlal ue se 0 Ll y i ig Ss i i ) Dic 
Cow Bay point to Point North here [indicating], shutting in the islands “Ne Si aa et tls ee 1 +] a oh ’ 
: : ; ee aes : ' P : which was sufficient to guide us through the contention with Grea 
between; but the claim of the territoriality of the bay does not de : at hat ' 
: . . : Britain as to what were and what were not territorial bay [ read 
pend upon any headland theory, but depends on another principle of | p45. Exeeutive Document No. 100. with which Senat wh ' 
: ps . a _ = ° = iToO 4 2c ve Oo emt Oo » Wit wiht en Ors Wild ft rc 
international law which applies to bodies of water that are land-locked | | oh ouem abhemtion, tm $i 1 , se fieaiiinn. oh % ‘ 1, 
. ° . . - . . ps . ald any ALLE OL 14 ‘i SUt} eC ife Ve \ ul ili a page ie a it 
within a country’s territory—within the body of its counties and within | ; Ty 71. i. 1 7 ae 
- . . ter of i ord A berd nto i i erett on he sé rf ! yas iwto 
its jurisdiction. TI :' a : 
, . . , 1e undersigned V or ne himise t tal gy that erthe mos ) 
Mr. DOLPH. Under the treaty of 1818 ourfishermen were excluded | ,.consideration of the subject. and a wraee decine te 45: 
from fishing within certain specified bays on certain coasts. Now, how | United States, and to view the claims forward on behalf of 1 ' 
M is the headland theory pertinent? All the bays that are embraced | citizens ta the most favorable light, Her Majesty's Go a 
rithin the head): 1 heorv are bays > thie] 5 Re ete less still mstrained to den th oht o ‘ ted Sta 3 tizens i th 
within the headland theory are bays from which our people are eX- | treaty of ISIS, to fish in that part of the Bayof Fundy w 1, from it : 
cluded. ical position, m ay properly be nsid ia led w the Brit 3s 
Mr. GRAY. Isuppose I have been very unfortunatein making my- en he ‘ 
. ? . : - sr Jiajesty * rovernment no sis i i i 
self understood, as the Senator evidently fails to understand my state- | ¢igea by hich lecal authoritv— ; 
mens. ; . a ds Which I may observe was the opinion of the law officers of the Crown 
When we renounced the right to fish within 3 miles of bays on cer- on the case stated in regard to the Wasl ee 
. - . ' e . n e case stated in rey ( »> tn yashington 
tain coasts, they contended that we could not approach within3 miles that the B f Fund Pe a ee 
. . ‘ | thatthe Bay of undy is rigitfully a Great Britain sal within 
of any waters that were properly called bays, that were geographically | the meaning of t! And they equally maintain the position 
5 and nominatim bays of the British Dominions; and in addition tothat | which was laid do gned, dated t rol A s 
ae } . 1: with regard ‘ Rritic . . ' 
: contention they said that when we renounced the right to fi within at, w ieee is jer that aad the » a aie 
. ° . . . °  s as states fisherman has, under th conven n, the rig , s 
3 miles of the coast it gave them the right to draw a direct line from | the entrance of such bays as designated by a line drawn from headla ) d 
distant headlands to shut in great concave portions of the coast and ex- | land at that entrance 
a . Ru hile her iesty's Government st ne € st A 
clude us from them, although they were not bays nor claimed to be ee n - phan _ a 7 o ehateh then a 
« . - ese pos ons as natter of Xx ne ne 3 . 
bays ; hi aa ; 
we advantages which would accrue to b« countries from a relaxa 
Now let me read, for it will be interesting to the Senator from Ore- | right—to the United States as conferring a material benefit on their fi 
gon on this point, what Mr. Dana, who was the counsel before the Hali- | “™‘! to Great Britain and the eabaans cums inten: tien iiediaae 4 
. all ~ 4h a ‘ . moval of atertile source of disagreem pat sem the I t es s& 
fax Commission on the part of the United States, said about this pre- | ernment are also anxious, at the same time, thai the phold the just 
tension. I read from volume 2, of the Halifax Commission, page 1660: | the British Crown, to evince by every reasonable concession th: 
‘ . 1h ° : . lil lLamicably toward e United States 
But there is, further, another difficulty. ‘‘ Three miles from thes é vhat | * a eae ye aaa % . : : iiend a 
shore? Wheretheshore is a straight or curved line, it is not difficult to measure t] ¢ ended “ong Se meted spr pe o : 
it; but the momerct you come to bays, gulfs, and harbors, then what isthe shore? | 7." of t om cs < Atal : . ak on hy } ale t 
The headland question then arose, and the provincial officials told us—the prov- | (oh oseac Sigiaar dis , ic a 
inces by their acts, and the proper officers by their proclamations, and the officers | feed 2 shat aiid en ‘ “s : . 
of their cutters, steam or sail—told our fishermen upon th t decks forth the United St iinet atta their a as 
that ‘‘the shore’’ meant a line drawn from headland to headland, and they Bi, ae t | ‘dias sdeemictndl Sine hin ssaeniiaiiealie desaandeeid ‘ Ly 
undertook to draw a line from the North Cape to the East Cape I e Ed- | the tre fa ithe Cae, Ott ot Sia cakes in oo eet ae 
ward Island,and to say that ‘the shore’? meant 3 miles from t WE | Senn: Seaton ont Meare Banaamerlate: Pe 5 a 
then they fenced off the Straits of Northumberland; they d vt luc ine | ~ c ee ; ' 
from St. George’s to the Island of Cape Breton; they drew th« é ind lines ihese are papers sent ill uu 
wherever fancy or interest led them. And not only is it true that they drew | Senate in the Thirty s before the recipro 
them at pleasure, but they made a most extreme use of that. We did not suffer 1854 (E utive D sl iv seared Canerean 
so much from the regular navy, but the provincial officers, wearing for the first as (LXCculive LOCUME! a : ae . : 
time in their lives shoulder-straps and put in command of a vess¢ dressed in What did Mr. Everett say in r sponse to that « l I have ready 
a a bycnel ey, = — orien ; — aan high heaven a | read and will not trouble the Senate by reading again the let Mi 
might at any moment, but that it was averted by good fortune, have plung: Si ‘ . Sui aees fia S wast 7 a, 4 ’ 
the two countries into war. | Everett to —— Aberdeen, b ' PEAKE LiiS iY Lord 
+ ; | } e e Bay f , ndy A mer ) tisherme! 
Mr. EVARTS. What page ? offer to open the Bay of Fu vo Ame! . 
“ ms a al . o 4t 1 ' ‘ The undersigned receives with ‘ sat nt 
Mr. GRAY. Page 1660 of the second volume of the Halifax Com- I a Abe 7 gnc Ff 2 ae a : 
. ° ” wort verde which ] ymises eper ner 
mission. wreement between the two countries, in refer s valuable port ft 
During all this time a voluminous correspondence was going on be- | fisheries in question. The Government of the United States, thy 
. 7 ‘ oF ae ee ce a Hani re tethe friendlivyr tives w! hav i 
tween the two countries, in which the points of difference were elabo- ay sad Her M tn a ae ; 7 : : 
. . ° ° ° . 1e¢ parto ‘ ssty's Governme Inne ed in La 
rately discussed and the cases of seizure and interruption argued as they | wikia: laa diehée nok have the natotaletecot 
arose. Neither theclaim of territoriality of the bays, including Fundy, | ality between powerful states of producing b arties 
; ‘ ns } - i; i 1ediate interest which 1 y be favorably iecte 
nor the headland theory was ever given up or for a moment abandoned | mediate interest which ma dy 
by Great Britain. Then came the case of the Washington, seized in | Thenin 1844 came the case ot the Argus, wi } 
1843 within the fauces terre of the Bay of Fundy and more than 10 | Much more extreme pretension than Case OF t 
milesfrom land. Out of this case grew a long correspondence, in which | Was a case on the headland the p nd : 
* pet ; af. eettarialit< ~~ vc , ] e«l f t 
Mr. Everett, our minister to London, in the course of a long letter to | Claim of territoriality for a bay properly so ca : oe 
t Lord Aberdeen, the British minister of foreign affairs, dated May 25, | tion and being indented well into the surrounding I it a claim 
. ule ttattnen, aes ett dha w as ¢ +] ‘ ! n fror 
1844, contended as follows: | of jurisdiction over all the wat of W 1a li iwn from 
‘tes : . . no reme noints of the curv f the What ere the { ‘ 
This arm of the sea being commonly called the Bay of Fundy, though not in | “2 extreme point : ah VOUt , - 7 wer 
reality possessing all the characters usually implied by the term ‘‘! has of | Mr. Everett, writing to Lord Aberdeen OU WLI Lind His etter 
late years been claimed by the provincial authorities of Nova Scotia to be in- | same volume from which I hav ead, at page 4—-s9 
cluded among the “ coasts, bays, creeks, and harbors forbidden to Am« ain | ° ‘ eee aio 
fishermen.’ In the « é of Lrg 1ich i l in 


| unders ed of e Sth of October, the capture was t wate 


Further on in the same letter he said—and I ask Senators who state | the northeastern coast of I port ft \ ( 








that our case is so absolutely clear that it does not admit of argument, | cepted indeed between a straight iran ( 

and that no argument upon it is to be tolerated, to observe what Mr. | ne ad of oye oe ee ee oe a ; 

Everett said at that early day: petes tegen teeta . ' ‘ 
In estimating this distance the undersigned admits it to be the intent of the | liance can place t 

treaty, as it is itself reasonable, to have regard to the general lir le coast | indersigned on w! ) this coast is dis t ‘ 56 Las 





and to consider its bays, creeks, and harbors, that is, the indentations usually * from fish 
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waters included —— lines drawn from headland to headland. A 
cording to Mr. Everett’s . statement the pretension of Great Britain 
was to exclude all cana from a line drawn from Cape North down to 
the northern head of Cow Bay, from that point to there [indicating] 
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a portion of the Atlantic Ocean intercepted indeed betw 
drawn from Cape North to the northern head of Cow Bay, 
of the characters of abay * * * and notcalleda“ bay 
the undersigned has seen, ; 


The bay of St. Ann's 











is included within that line, but it is manifest 
from a glance at the map that it was on the Atlantic Ocean where Mr. 
Everett said that the Argus was seized. The affidavits of the captain 
and crew state that they were at the time of seizure 3 miles outside of 
a line drawn from North Point to Cow’s Head Bay Point, on St. Ann’s 
bank and not at all in St. Ann’s Bay. 

And further on he says: 

Butif Her Majesty bed gees ial authorities are permitted to regardas a “‘ bay ”’ 
any portion of the sea which can be cut off by a direct line connecting two 
points of the coast, however destitute in other respects of the character usually 
implied by that name, not only will the waters on the northeastern coast of 
Cape Breton, but on many other parts of the shores of the Anglo-American de- 
pendencies where such exclusion has not yet been thought of, be prohibited to 
American fishermen. In fact, the waters which wash the entire seating astern 
coast of Nova Scotia, from Cape Sable to Cape Canso, a distance on a straight 
line of rather less than 300 miles, would in this way constitute a bay, from 
which United States fishermen would be excluded. 

I do not think that I need say more to show that the Senators from 
Maine and Massachusetts were wrong in contending that the decision 
in the case of the Argus had anything to do with a settlement of the 

rights of our fishermen in Colonial Bays. 

in this same correspondence it appears that Lord Aberdeen, after 
maintaining the British contention as to the territoriality of the Bay 
of Fundy, indicated to Mr. Everett that the British Government were 
- disposed to insist upon that pretension and to exclude our fishing 

sels from fishing within that bay, at thesame time coupling it with 
a renewed assertion of the validity of theclaim. Mr. Everett accepted 
with great effusion this concession of the British Government that the 
Bay of Fundy should be open to American fishermen, although at the 
same time it was coupled with the repetition of the right which Great 
Britain had theretofore maintained as to its territoriality; and the con- 
cession of Lord Aberdeen was exclusively as to the Bay ‘of F undy. 

Ali the correspondence, all the record of Mr. Everett on the case of 
the Washington and the Argus do not appear in this volume. They 
were suppressed, held back by the Executive when the correspondence 
was submitted; but it would be interesting to Senators, and if we were 
pursuing this discussion now with closed doors it would be interesting 
to read those letters, copies of which I have here, in which Mr. Everett 
gave interesting opinions in regard to the British contention and Brit- 
ish argument in regard to the territoriality of the bays. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator read those parts of the correspond- 
ence? 

Mr. GRAY. Inasmuch as they were not published in this volume 
and the letter of Mr. Everett as given stopped short of its conclu- 
sion, as was indicated by the stars in the printed volume, I thought 
that perhaps it would be trespassing on the proprieties of the occasion 
in open session to read the correspondence not made public by the Ex- 
ec atir ve, 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will yield to me for one moment, I 
move, inasmuch as the Senator from Delaware says he has these letters 
which have been published partially, that the letters be printed entire, 
in confidence, for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. EVARTS. If thereis any portion of the correspondence between 
the two Governments that has not been made public by this Govern- 
ment, it is entirely competent for the Senate to ask a communication 
from the President that will bring the correspondence here, not to have 
it turn upon what happens to be on the table of one Senator making 
an argument, nor upon our disclosing what it belongs to the executive 
government to disclose. Ishall vote for any measure to bring here 
further communications on the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
draws his motion. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the cases of the Washington and the 
Argus seem to have been settled diplomatically by a mutual consent 
to drop the discussion; but they reappeared in 1853 before the claims 
commission. Lord Aberdeen stated to Mr. Ev erett, and through him 
io the Goverpment of the United States, that though the territoriality 
of the Bay of F ‘undy was still maintained by Great Britain she did not 
choose to press the question, and American fishermen might fish within 
the Bay of Fundy, and that concession was received by Mr. Everett 
gratefully and with diplomatic courtesy, and the question dropped as 
to the Bay of Fundy. 

As to the strained construction in the case of the Argus, it seems to 
have dropped entirely out of sight, and in 1853 it was submitted to a 
claims commission. “That claims commission was the result of a treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain to provide for 2 commis- 
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on which should settle a number of long outstanding claims between 

» two countries and dispose of them. 

Before that commission, among a great many other claims, was brought 
the ease of the Washington and also the case of the Argus The En- 
glish commissioner asserted the territoriality of the Bay of Fundy; the 
United States commissioner denied it, and the umpire was Mr. Bate i 


si 
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Mr. Bates was, I believe, a member of the house of Baring & Company, 
bankers. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. Bates was a native of Boston. I knew him in my 


youth. Hewas connected with the Boston Library. 
land and was = business there many years. 

Mr. TELLER. It will be found that Mr. Bates was an American 
citizen. The first proposijion was to submit it to ex-President Van 
Buren. He declined, and then they selected Mr. Bates. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; I am glad to hear that he was an American 
citizen, for it lends force to the inferences I draw from the langu: uge in 
which he decided the case. Mr. Bates said in regard to the case of the 
Washington—I read the last paragraph of the decision: 

The Bay of Fundy is from 65 to 75 miles wide and 130 to 140 miles long. Ithas 
several bays on its coasts; thus the word bay, as applied to this great body of 
water, has the same meaning as that applied to the Say of Biscay, the Bay of 

3engal, over which no nation can have the right to assume the sovereignty. 
One of the headjands of the Bay of Fundy isin the United States, and ships bound 
to Passamaquoddy must sail through a large space of it. T he island of Grand 
Menan (British) and Litthe Menan (American) are situated nearly ona line from 
headland to headland. These islands, as re presented in all geographies, are 
situated in the Atlantic Ocean. The conclusion is, therefore, in my mind irre- 
sistible that the Bay of Fundy is not a British bay, nor— 

I ask the attention of Senators especially to these words— 
nor a bay, within the meaning of the word as used in the treaties of 1783 and 
1518. 

And therefore he made the award to the representatives and owners 
of the Washington. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator closes that book, I desire to ask him 
to give his understanding—I can not give it from memory—of Mr. 
Bates’ 8 meaning where he : says that the word ‘‘ bay’’ in the treaty of 
1783 is used to express the position, the spot on which we can dry and 
cure fish, and that the word “bay ”’ in the treaty of 1818, under which 
we withdrew 3 miles, means ex xactly the same thing as iit did in the 
treaty of 1785. I would like to ask the Senator to give a construction 
of that part of Mr. Bates’s decision. 

Mr. GRAY. I will read it entirely if the Senator wishes, as I de- 
sire to state the case fairly. I suppose the part to which the Senator 
refers is this: 


The question turns, so far as relates to the treaty stipulations, on the meaning 
given tothe word “bays” in the treaty of 1783. By that treaty the Americans 
had no right to dry and cure fish on the shores and bays of New foundland, but 
they had that right on the coasts, bays, h: irbors, and creeksof Nova Scotia, and 
as they must land to cure fish on the shore s, bays, and creeks they were ev idently 
admitted to the shores of the bays, ete By the treaty of 1818 the same right is 
granted to cure fish on the coasts, bays, etc., of Newfoundland, but the Ameri- 
cans relinquished that right, and the right to fish within 3 miles of the coasts, 
bays, etc., of Nova Scotia. Taking it for granted that the framers of the treaty 
intended that the word ‘*bay or bays” should have the same meaning, in all 
cases, and no mention being made of headlands, there appears no doubt that 
the Washington, in fishing 10 miles from the shore, violated no stipulations of 
the treaty. 


Now, Mr. President, all I have to say about that is that I do not see 
that it bears at all on the question whichis now involved before the 
Senate, or on the question that decided the case of the Washington. I 
can notunderstand. I do not pretend to understand what special light 
is thrown upon this question by the paragraph that I have just read. 
If the treaty of 1783 excluded Americans from the right to dry and cure 
fish on the shores and bays of Newfoundland, it could not give to the 
word ‘‘bay’’ a meaning and intent that is not included in that term 
etymologically, because it used the word ‘‘shores’’ in connection with 
the word ‘‘ bay,’’ and the right to cure fish. If fish can not be cured 
except upon the shore, it is provided for by the use of that word coasts 
in the sense of shore, which belongs toit. But to say that because they 
have the right to cure fish on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of 
Nova Scotia, therefore the word *‘ bay’’ is to be used in the sense of an 
area of water that is within 3 miles of the coast seems to me to be an 
absurd argument. 

You can fish, I suppose, as a matter of fact, on the bay if you can cure 
them on the coast or shore, and you might dry them on the waters, 
that is, on the boats, and that would be on the bay. Ido not appre- 
ciate so attenuated an argument as that. I submit with all respect to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the argument is one that is aside 
from this question, and one too fine for my comprehension. 

Mr. HOAR. I referred to it as the reason on which he puts it. 

Mr. GRAY. My position is just this: I find that Mr. Bates bases 
his argument in the last paragraph on reasons that are clear, that are 
in accordance with common sense, and that can be easily apprehended ; 
and as he concludes the opinion with those reasons, we are justified in 
concluding that they were his governing reasons in making up that 
decision. But because I find another argument in the previous part 
of the opinion which seems to me to have no applicability to the con- 
clusion at which he arrived, Iam therefore not at all affected by the 

fact that the one argument was made as well as the other. I would 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts what he does with the language 
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the existing treaties with Great Britain in regard to these fisheries that ‘m ne 
diately preceding the ratification of this reciprocity treaty we were upon the 
pointof war with Great Britain in relation to them, Our fishing vessels had 
beep seizod by the British Government within waters which the British Gov- 
erninent contended we had no right to occupy. 

Mr. Webster, who was never supposed to be fond of surrendering any rights 
of this country, admitted, when Secretary of State, that the construction put 
upon the previous treaty of 1818 by Great Britain was the right one. We were 
upon the point of war when this reciprocity treaty so happily adjusted these 
difficulties. The question arose in this way: Great Britain contended, or the 
colonial authorities contended and the claim was sanctioned by Great Britain, 
that the right of the British Government to exclude our fishermen from their 
waters 3 miles off the coast was measured from the headland of one point to 
the headland of another, and excluding our fishermen entirely from the bays 
and 3 miles outside of the bays. That construction was resisted by us, but was 
contended for by Great Britain, and, as I say, it had produced collision and 
the capture of some of our fishermen. That was all happily adjusted by this 
treaty. 

Mr. Sumner, in the Senate, January i1, 1865, said: 

1. The fisheries have been a source of anxiety throughout our history, even 
from the beginning, and forseveral vears previous to the reciprocity treaty they 
had been the occasion of mutual irritation, verging at times on positive out- 
break. The treaty was followed by entire tranquility, which has not been for 
a moment disturbed. This is a plainadvantage which can not be denied. 


Hfow different was his opinion from the opinion of Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber to-day, who seem to think that mutual irri- 
tation is not a disadvantage whose cause should be removed. 

Sut so far as I have been able toexamine official returns I do not find any fur- 
ther evidence showing the value of the treaty in this connection, while opinions 
even among those most interested in the fisheries are divided. There are parti- 
sans for it in Gloucester, and partisans against it in Maine. 

If the treaty related exclusively to the fisheries I should not be willing to touch 
it. But the practical question is whether the seeming advantage in this respect 
is sufficient to counterbalance the disadvantage in other respects. 

That was Mr. Sumner’s opinion. Mr. Henry Wilson, the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts, on January 12, 1865, in the same 
debate, said: 

Mr. WiLson. When this treaty was negotiated it was believed to be for the 
general interests of the country, and in Massachusetts it was especiaily believed 
to be for our fishing, commercial, and railroad interests. I have ever been in 
favor of the treaty, and up to this time could never have been induced to vote 
against it. Lam not clear now that it is not for the interests of the State I in 
part represent to let it stand. I am inclined to think that it is for our interest 
that the treaty should stand as it now does. For the interests of the whole 
country, Lam of the opinion that it ought to be modified or perhaps abrogated. 

On «a question of so much importance as this, after listening to this debate, I 
do not like to vote against gentlemen who have studied the question so care- 
fully; and I do not desire to give a vote here that may be supposed to be against 
the general interests of the country and especially against the interest of my 
own immediate locality. There is with us, there ever has been, a very strong 
feeling in favor of thetreaty. That opinion is now undergoing a change, I 
think, in view of its workings during the last three or four years. I know it 
to be the wish of some persons who have studied this subject, and who have 
taken a great deal of interest in it, that we’should propose to modify the treaty 
instead of abrogating it. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Collamer] thinks 
that to be a very poor mode of reaching the result we desire. Well, sir, sup- 
pose that instead of modifying it, when we give this notice we also propose 
the appointment of a commission— 

It was not considered a thing to be characterized as offensive then 
to propose a commission to settle international difficulties— 
we also propose the appointment of a commission to negotiate a new treaty upon 
a fair basis; would not that look friendly, would it not look as though we had 
acted for our own interest, and at the same time believed that a good treaty 
would be forthe interest of both countries? Believing that, I have prepared an 
amendment in the form of a second section to this resolution, which I propose 
to offer whenever it shall bein order, I know that those who have the care of 
this measure, and who havé advocated it, havesuggested that we need makeno 
such proposition; that such a proposition would probably come from England, 
but at the sametime, having always been a friend to the treaty, having made up 
my mind under the debate now pending to vote for its abrogation, I desire to 
offer an amendment proposing the appointment of commissioners to meet com- 
missioners appointed by England to negotiate a treaty upon a proper basis. I 
feel constrained, in view of the opinions f have always entertained on the sub- 
ject and the vote [am about to give, tomove that amendment, which I now do. 
It is to add to the resolution the following provision: 

‘‘And whereas it is desirable that friendly relations should continue between 
the United States and the British provinces in North America, and that com- 
mercial intercourse should be hereafter carried on between them based upon 
true principles of reciprocity : Therefore, 

‘* Be it further resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 

»0int three commissioners to confer wiih persons duly authorized by Great 
sritain to negotiate a new treaty which shall be reciprocally beneficial and sat- 
isfactory to both countries.”’ 


So that Mr. Wilson, as a member of this body and ably representing 
his State here as a Senator on this floor from Massachusetts, in 1865 
was so disturbed at the suggestion of the abrogation of the reciprocity 
treaty of 1854, was so anxious about its effects upon the very interests 
we are discussing, that he was not content to vote for it except imimedi- 
ate steps were taken by the Executive at the suggestion of the Senate 
to make a new treaty which should regulate these important rights 
that we claimed to have in the British colonial waters. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHE2MAN] was in the Senate in 1865, 
and, of course, as he always does on all public questions, took an im- 
portant part in the debate. He said: 

But, Mr. President, I do not base my vote upon this question upon the trade 
as it existed when the treaty was made. Ihave nothing to say as to the wisdom 
of the treaty. But it is manifest that now in the present condition of affairs this 
treaty is to our injury. We are compelled now to increase our revenue agents 
along the lakes more than treble. 

The point he made was that we had so little revenue that it did not 
pay for the customs officials along the northern border. 

But there was no complaint in the course of his speech about the 


effect of the reciprocity treaty and free fish upon the interests of our 
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New England fisheries. On the contrary, such representative men as 
Mr. HALE and Mr. Wilson declared that the fishing interests of New 
England were satisfied, and that they might well have been is appar- 
ent from the extracts I read awhile ago from the report made by Mr. 
Maddox giving the statistics, showing that in eight years after the es- 
tablishment of the reciprocity treaty the cod and mackerel fisheries of 
New England reached their maximum, 

It was not thought unwise in 1854 to adjust the differences that had 
arisen by treaty stipulation, even though in that case it involved the 
opening up of our markets to Canadian fish. After the abrogation of 
the treaty the old troubles broke out anew, although they were miti- 
gated by the license system resorted to by the Dominion Government 
by which on payment of 50 cents a ton the use of the inshore waters 
was secured to American fishermen. This fee was afterwards increased 
to $1 and afterwards to $2, and in 1869 entirely discontinued. Then 
many seizures were made under the Dominion act of 1868, which was 
very stringent and made more so by the amendment of 1870. 

Those Dominion acts have an important bearing on the argument 
that I shall present, and therefore I will furnish a synopsis of them, 
without troubling the Senate with a reference to the acts themselves, 
for they are very interesting, contained in a history of the fishery ques- 
tion by Charles B. Elliott, LL.B., of the University of Minnesota. 

It is due to Mr. Elliott to say that he has produced a most interest- 
ing and useful book as the result of his study and research. 

Upon the consolidation of the several provinces into the Dominion of Canada 
the Canadian Parliament acquired jurisdiction over the seacoast fisheries. Va- 
rious laws were sed, of which there were in force at the time of the treaty 
of Washington the Dominion act of May 22, 1868, and an amendment thereto 
of a 10, 1870. The principal provisions of the act of 1868 were: 

1, The governor may grant licenses to fish within 3 miles of the coast. 

2, Any one of a number of specified officers may go on board of any vessel 
within any harbor of Canada, or hovering (i British waters) within 3 ma- 
rine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors in Canada, and aiay on 
board as long as she may remain within such place or distance. 

3. If such vessel shall be bound elsewhere, and shall continue within such 
harbor or so hovering for twenty-four hours after it shall have been required to 
depart, the officer may bring her into port, search her cargo, and examine the 
master, on oath, touching her voyage and cargo. If the master do not truly 
answer the questions put to him, he shall forfeit $100. If the vessel be foreign 
and have been found fishing or preparing to fish, or to have been fishing within 
3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of Canada not in- 
cluded within the above-mentioned limits without a license, the vessel, stores, 
and cargo shall be forfeited. Provision is then made for the proceedings upon 
seizure. 

The amendment of 1870 strikes out from the third section the provision allow- 
ing the vessel to remain within the harbor or hovering for twenty-four hours 
after notice to depart. 

Under these laws many American vessels have been seized and confiscated. 
The grounds therefor, as stated in a pamphlet published in Ottawa in 1870, and 
understood to be official, are as follows: 

1. Fishing within the prescribed limits. 

2. Anchoring or hovering within shore during calm weather without any os- 
tensible cause, having on board ample supplies of wood and water. 

3. Lying at anchor and remaining inside of bays to clean and pack fish. 

4. Purchasing and bartering bait, and preparing to fish. 

5. Selling goods and buying supplies. 

6. Landing and trafisshipping cargoes of fish. : 

Such were the claims of the British home and colonial governments as incor- 
porated in the statutes and instructions.” 


These laws were rigorously executed, and fishing vessels of the United 
States were practically excluded from entering the bays of the Dominion 
even for the purposes mentioned in the convention of 1818. The Gut 
of Canso was threatened to be closed against them, and the abandoned 
headland theory was revived. The consul-general at Montreal, in 
writing to the Secretary of State under date of August 25, 1870, of 
these grievances, says: 

One of the members of the Dominion Government is freely quoted as having 
said that the Government intended, by a strict enforcement of colonial rights, 
to compel a reciprocity treaty with the United States, 

In 1871 the President of the United States with his high joint com- 
mission and the Senate of the United States responded to that threat 
by making a treaty which gave them just what they wanted, free fish 
and our home market to Canadian fishermen. In addition to giving 
them our home market we paid them $5,500,000 for the privilege of 
their inshore fishing. 

Some slurs that were ungenerous, unkind, and unworthy of the Sen- 
ator from Maine were indulged in by him toward the Secretary of 
State, but from that Department during this administration there 
never has come a suggestion that so much looked like what he charac- 
terizes, to use his language, ‘‘a surrender of American rights,’’ as the 
treaty of 1871 in regard to the fishing rights of the United States. 

And yet in the face of this threat it was proclaimed as one of the 
triumphs of General Grant’s administration that all these difficulties 
were composed by a treaty which, for the privilege of an inshore fish- 
ing which our fishermen had just abandoned as not worth the license 
fee of $1 a ton, gave our market to Canadian fish, and five millions and 
half of dollars beside. 

Smarting under the extravagance of the Halifax award, notice was 
given by Congress of the abrogation of this treaty at the expiration of 
its term, and we were at once remitted to the conditions, privileges, 
and restrictions prescribed by the convention of 1818, This is admit- 
ted on all hands. 

Shall we express surprise that the old conditions of disputed rights 
and differing interpretations of the meaning of that contract, with the 
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attendant harsh and offensive conduct of provincial officials, should 
again occur, or that the questions that were rife from 1824 to 1854 and 
from 1866 to 1871 should be again made as to what was the law and 
meaning of our contract? The treaties of 1854 and 1871 did not at- 
tempt to settle these questions; they only postponed them. The inter- 
mittent character of the practical assertion of her extreme pretensions 
by Great Britain did not operate to yield one jot or tittle of her claims 
The questions of law and interpretation to which they gave rise re 
main, and will continue a menace to our peace and a source of harass 
ment and annoyance to the hardy and enterprising fishermen who de 
serve so well of their country—just as they have proved during the 
periods from 1824 to 1854, and from 1866 to 1871, all the time not cov- 
ered by the reciprocity treaties. Shall an attempt be made to settle 
them? Shall we act in accord with the statesmanship of this country 
during the nearly seventy years of our history by meeting these ques- 
tions on the field of diplomacy, or shall we confess our inferiority by a 
sullen refusal to even consider the points of our difference: 

The contention of Great Britain as to the proper construction of the 
convention of 1818 must be considered on the reasons alleged in its sup 
port, and the question be put to ourselves whether, on the whole, with- 
out admitting or denying the contention, this pending treaty has not | 
made a disposition of the matter which is the best possible, as well for 
the interests of the whole people as of the fishermen themselves, and 


the most consonant with the honor, dignity, and peace of the United | 


States. 

That the words of the treaty seem to support their contention is ap- 
parent from the most casual reading. The United States ‘‘renour 
the liberty to take, etc., fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions 
in America,’’ within certain limits. 

Mr. Webster acknowledged the force of the contention when, in his 
famous circular, he said: 


1e 


It would appear that by a strict and rigid construction of this Articl e lof the 


convention of 1818, fishing vesse ls of the United States are precluded from enter 
ing into the bays and harbors of the British provinces, except for the purposes 
of shelter, repairing damages, and obtaining wood and water \ see , as is 





rm or recess of the sea entering from the ocean be 
id the term is applied equally to large and small 


usually understood, is an : 
tween capes or headlands 
tracts of water thus situated. 

Can we improve that definition of a bay which the strong common 
sense of Mr. Webster’s great mind formulated. 

* * It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to make 

so large a concession to England. 

We are not considering any headland theory now; we will have some- 
thing to say about that by and by. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senatorif he has read all of Mr. Webster’s 
circular of which he speaks ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; but I did not read all of Mr. Webster’s cit 
cular just now. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask him to read the concluding part 
of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I read a part of it just now, but I have not read it all 
now to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has certainly left out the most impor 
tant part of Mr. Webster’s circular. 


Mr. GRAY. Ishould be very sorry if I could be justly accused, in 
juoting an authority or quoting the opinion of any one, of unfairly 





tating it, or suppressing any part of it, or modifying the part 


t 


read; but I wish to say to the Senator frem Colorado that in my opin 
ion the subsequent portions of that famous cireu 





ir do no modif’ 


all or break the force of the part of the opinion which I have just read 


He did in the latter part of that circular afte wee ay that he did not 








admit the British contention, but that does not at all, for the purpose 
for which I have — him, modify or quali fy the opinion which hi 
~~ wrically expressed, that it was an oversight in the commissioners 
of 1818 to make so large a concession to Great Britain 


afr. TELLER. I did not intend to charge the Senator from Dela- 
ware with any attempt to conceal; but another portion of that circular 
it seemed to me, ought to be read when the concession part was read. 
‘That part ought to be read where he distine shy ud positively atlirmed 
that he did not yield to the British interpretation of the tr 

I should like to ask theSenator a question upon this point, if he has 
looked it up. I think the Senator can not be unfamiliar with the fact 
that it was charged that Mr. Webster never neither wrote the circul 
or signed it, but that it was drawn up in the State Department 
out his knowledge. I ask the Senatorif he is not aware that tha 
the charge made at the time? 















Mr. GRAY. This is the first time in my life I i the sug 
gestion the Senator from Colorado has just mad 1a ch ha 
ing been made. I can only say that it is the first 1 t eve ne to 
my knowledge 

‘Mr. TELL ER. I do not know that that is the fact: I only want to 
say that the charge was mad It was just before Mr. Webster’s death, 
and the a was made that Mr. Webster had neither tten it nor 


read it nor signed it. Of eourse it has the aut rity of h name: 
is signed by him apparently. Upon that subject I am not prepared to 
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friends a denial of its authenticit I do not know what au 
Senator from Colorado has; I have no doubt, of cour that 
respectable authority for the assertion he ma! 
Mr. TELLER. I have not asserted itat all I 
claimed at that time. 
Mr. GRAY. Claimed by whom ? 
Mr. rELLER. Claimed by publi people and in the p Lyle 


I propose to investigate that question, and perhaps I shall hav: 


thir 


1g further to say about it. 


Mr. GRAY. I never heard of it b 
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with its magnificent bays and harbors. Consider that great mar: 
clausum of Behring Sea and the fisheries that will in afew years surpass 
in value any in the world, and say whether we can afford to establish 
any narrow or restricted doctrine of territorial waters. Such has noi 
been the teaching of American jurists and American statesmen. Th 
continent, dedicated by American freemen to liberty and {ree institu- 
tions, is no pent-up Utica to be fenced in either by a Chinese wall o 
commercial restriction or a medieval 3-mile zone, and the jurisdiction 
over the bays that indent and impenetrate the body of our States, wil! 
never be measured by the doubtful rule of a 3-mile cannon shot. 

There is no settled and established rule of international law on the 
subject—to restrain this country from asserting the territoriality of all 

vaters that are necessary to its peace and welfare. 

International law, itis true, lacks the technical ‘* sanction’’ of munic- 
ipal Jaw, but it has a moral sanction resting in enlightened self-interest, 
which is hardly less efficient. Wheaton in his Elements of Interna- 
tional Law (Part IL, chapter iv., section 5, pages 304-5), thus describes 
it: 

Independently of these sources of title, the general consent of mankind has 
established the principle that long and uninterrupted possession by one nation 
excludes the claim of every other. Whether this general consent be considered 
as an implied contract or a positive law, all nations are equally bound by it, 
since all are parties to it; since none can safely dispute it without impugning 
its own title to its possessions, and since it is founded upon mutual utility and 
tends to promote the general welfare of mankind. 

That, Mr. President, is the rule of international law which is the 
basis of all just claims to the territoriality of the waters that penetrate 
and indent the body of our States, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he understands 
that we claim these rights adversely to any international law; if, on 
the contrary, it has not been repeatedly asserted here and everywhere 
that we claim them by virtue of a treaty, and not by any international 
law, no matter what the international law is ? 

Mr. GRAY. With all respect to the great research and industry of 
the Senator from Colorado, I do not think that he has read as atten- 
tively as he ought the history of this case, or he would not have made 
that remark. I am discussing now the question whether there is any 
settled or established doctrine of international law that prevents the 
United States of America from claiming for itself and for the States the 
territoriality and jurisdiction over all the waters that are surrounded 
by its own territory. Mr. Jefferson did not think that there was any 
established rule of international law that prevented him from declaring 
that it was the interest and policy and right of this Government to 
claim, not only a 3-mile margipal belt along our coast, but to extend 
our jurisdiction over an area of water that was measured by the shore- 
iine on one side and by the path of the Gulf Stream on the other. 

Kent, in his Commentaries, vol. I, page 32, speaking of the general 
doctrine, says: 

All that ean be reasonably asserted is that the dominion of the sovereign of 
the shore over the contiguous sea extends «s far as is requisite for his safety, 
and for some lawful end, 

At page 30 of the same volume he says: 

Cousidering the great extent of the line of the American coasts,we have a 
right to claim for fiscal and defensive regulations a liberal extension of mari- 
time jurisdiction; and it would not be unreasonable, as I apprehend, to assume 
for domestic purposes connected with our safety and welfare the control of 
waters on our coasts though included within quite distant headlands, as, for 
instance, from Cape Ann to Cape Cod, and from Nantucket to Montauk Point, 
and from that point to the capes of the Delaware,and from the south cape of 
Floridato the Mississippi. In 1796 ourGovernment thought they were entitled 
in reason to as broad a margin of protected navigation as any nation whatever, 
though at that time they did not positively insist beyond the distance of a ma- 
rine league from the sea shores; and in 1806 our Government thought it would 
not be unreasonable, considering the extent of the United States, the shoalness 
of their coast, and the natural indication furnished by the well-defined path of 
the Gulf Stream, to expect an immunity from belligerent warfare for the space 
between that limit and the American shore. 


Now, although such broad claims are not now, as President Woolsey 
in his work on International Law observes, much urged, it serves to 
show what, in the opinion of these two great Americans, was the pol- 
icy and justifiable pretension of this country. 

Wharton, in his work on American Law, lays down the doctrine lib- 
erally and broadly, and emancipates himself so far as this country is 
concerned from the necessity to assert any obligatory-force of a 3-mile 
limit or of any restricted doctrine in regard to the territoriality of bays 
regulated by a 3-mile limit from the shores of such bays. 

It is suMicient here to say— 


Says Mr. Wharton— 

That ifthe rule amounts to anything, it amounts to the assertion that every 
sovercign state has a right to protect itself from any offensive operations which 
may be undertaken from a base sufficiently near its shore to enable its shore 
to be molested. This is reasonable, and the effect of the rule would be to 
to extend the belt over which police or punitive jurisdiction could be exercised 
for the purposes of self-defense or revenue protection from 3 to 9 miles, the 
present extreme range of cannon-balls, But this would not authorize the in- 
terference with ships of other nations peaceably passing through such belt. 
All that the extension of the belt to 9 miles would in this view effect would be 
the vesting in each state of police jurisdiction over such a portion of the sea 
washing its coast as could be made the basis of operations against its revenue 
or iis shores. 


Woolsey, speaking of the territoriality of the bays, says: 
Bays of the sea—called in England the king’s chambers—are within the juris- 
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‘ion of the states to whose territory the promontories embracing them be- 
long. 

That is this case—a simple definition of what is to determine the 
territoriality of a bay. 

s the Delaware 
d Stat 

Mr. Wharton was writing only in 
as to bays, those recesses of the sea running up into the body of the 
States, called in England the King’s Chambers, there is no doubt as to 
what our policy, our interest, and our practice demand, As I have 
already said, no double cannon-shot or six-mile rule can ever be tole- 
rated here. NoState in the Union would for a moment yield the juris- 
diction over the waters that are surrounded by its territory. It is an 
American doctrine which never can be and never will be given up. 
No settled authority of international law can be cited to controvert it. 

Wheaton, at page 320 of Lawrence’s edition, says: 

The maritime territory of every State extends to the ports, harbors, bays, 
mouths of rivers, and adjacent parts of the sea inclosed by headlands, belong- 
ing to the same State. 7 

At page 341 he says: 

We have already seen that, by the generally approved usage of nations, which 
— basis of international law, the maritime territory of every State ex- 

rirst. To the ports, harbors, bays, mouths of rivers, and adjacent parts of the 
sea inclosed by headlands belonging to the same State. 

* * * * = * * 

Thirdly. To the straits and sounds, bounded on both sides of the territory of 
the same State, so narrow as to be commanded by cannon-shot from both shores, 
and communicating from one sea to another. 

So that the self-interest of civilized states determines this question, 
and there is a general consensus among civilized nations that waters 
within their own territory shall be conceded to them if they make the 
claim and insist upon it and persistently practice the exercise of juris- 
diction over them. So it wasin England in the case of the Bristol 
Channel. (Regina vs. Cunningham.) In that case it was decided that 
that great channel separating England from Wales was British terri- 
torial waters, and that a crime committed outside of the three-mile 
limit from the shores was committed within the body of the county of 
Glamorganshire. So also it was decided by the court of appeals in 
England, I have not the citation of the case here, but it was, as I re- 
member, the case of an Atlantic telegraph company which was re- 
strained from buoying its cable in Conception Bay, Newfoundland, 
more than 3 miles from shore, on the ground that that bay was terri- 
torial, the court saying that the question depended largely on the con- 
figuration of the bay and the practice of the government in asserting 
jurisdiction. So Boston Harbor has been decided to be territorial 
waters of the State of Massachusetts. The waters of Long Island 
Sound are jurisdictional and territorial waters of the State of New 
York, and Delaware Bay was decided as long ago as 1793, by the At- 
torney-General, in the case of the Grange, to be the territorial waters of 
the United States 

Mr. Seward, in the debate that took place in the Senate on August 
14, 1852, when the troubles in these northeastern waters were rife, 
just before the reciprocity treaty, said: 

Again I recall the honorable Senator's argument, namely— 

That is, the argument of the Senator from Louisiana, Mr. Souldé, to 
whom he was replying— 

Two things unite to give a country dominion over an inland sea. The first is, 
that the land on both sides must be within the dominion of the government claim- 
ing jurisdiction; and then that the strait is not more than 6 miles wide; but 
that if the strait is more than 6 miles wide, no such jurisdiction cau be claimed. 

Mr. TELLER. From whom are you quoting ? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam quoting from Mr. Seward, who is quoting Sena- 
tor Soulé in what I have just read. 

Now, sir— 

Said Mr. Seward— 

Now, sir, this argument seems to me to prove too much, I think it would 
divest the United States of the harbor of Boston, all the land around which be- 
longs to Massachusetts or the United States, while the mouth of the bay is six 
miles wide. It would surrender our dominion over Long Island Sound—a do- 
minion which I think the State of New York and the United States would not 
willingly give up. It would surrender Delaware Bay; it would surrender, I 
think, Albemarle Sound and the Chesapeake Bay; and I believe it would sur- 
render the Bay of Monterey, and perhaps the Bay of San Francisco on the Pa- 
cific coast. - 

This eminent statesman saw the danger of being driven by the neces- 
sities of a narrow argument in a special ease into positions which would 
embarrass and thwart the broader requirements of a great American 
policy. 

So that we are asked to give ap and recede from an American policy 
and an American doctrine so long asserted, and so important to our 
honor and our interests, for the sake of the assertion of a doubtful right 
to fish in a few bays which are admitted to be destitute of value to our 
people, a right which no nation of modern times would admit as to 
bays within her own territory without any weil-settled international 
law to support it, and which if established would surrender a larger 
territorial jurisdiction always asserted by the States and the United 
States. 

How will you formulate your demand and make your ultimatum? 
Do you believe that the people of this country should be called upon, at 
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Mr. GRAY. I said presumptively they were Canadians. The 
schooner Alice had thirteen Americans out of fifteen; the Edith Me- 
Intyre had seventeen Americans out of twenty. As I understand this 
table, among the Americans are included not only native-born Ameri- 
cans but naturalized Americans. So there is no distinction, and I wish 
to make no distinction between native-born and naturalized Ameri- 
cans, 

Mr. GEORGE. Are they all American vessels? 

Mr. GRAY. They are all American vessels, from the town of Proy 
incetown. It is a long list, and Provincetown is not the most impor 
tant, it is not the largest fishing port in Massachusetts. From this 
table you will form some idea of the number of vessels that sail from 
Massachusetts and engage in this fishing. It is and may be made a 
great nursery of American seamen. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. GRAY. The aggregate is stated. 
were 394 Americans and 377 foreigners. 


Out of 771 fishermen there 
The table is as follows: 


[From the Barnstable County Journal, Barnstable, Mass., April 28, 1888. ] 


The Cape Cod fisheries —Official tabular statement of the fisheries in Prov- 
incetown and Wellfleet, in the district of Barnstable, for the year 1887. 
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Ni > rease. Foreign- | , 
Name of vessel and port. | cans ere. | Total. 
on supasnmnenss SNe cesses sommes a 
| 
PROVINCETOWN, 
Cast CO. BEGG sr cswvsiecrccsecesscsrsenscvasnsesesecenssnsouscstons 7 8 15 
A]ICB....20..00002 ccccveseseeecccesees 13 2 15 
Edith Meclntyre.. ee 17 3 20 
it a ae 15 5 20 
Lawrence McKenzie . Ds 16 6 22 
RAITT os conncins sd cdcnveess vorcecsomninnsseccseenvoenvscenussnadaowios | 5 8 13 
Maud B. Witherell.. | 7 9 16 
Tressa D. Parker.... | 7 6 13 
Jesse T. Matheson .. a 6 14 20 
Be ee Bae | 3 13 16 
Grace F, Littleton.... | 17 3 20 
RASS TOT onc cpcctercesocves assist sieves ! 14 6 20 
Nellie Swift.......... | 10 9 19 
Louisa A. Grout...... neal 7 15 22 
Lizzie W. Matheson. mal 10 15 25 
CI nice decenndsaas | 7 5 12 
Georgie D. Paine ....... cheat 5 18 23 
PRET BOE cnsncnmieintvenecese caceveninsereravacepenngeetiitine aimee | 6 iL 17 
De I civrnascnsseesvaiensenkiss ei gyiininlinaeblcbasbialien | 15 7 22 
G. W. Bentley.......... A 6 9 15 
William Matheson... -| 5 11 | 16 
Willie L. Swift......... ++ s 10 18 
III SETI | in ic- stintiatneneninin cemmieanhitelatonaiteastiones 4 9 13 
Hattie D. Linnell .... “| 15 1 16 
G. M. Hopkins..... ol 7 8 15 
Joseph A. Manta.. ol 10 6 16 
Philominia Manta | 10 6 16 
John M. Ball......... | 4 il 15 
evens’ seceneane a 8 6 14 
Mary E. Whorf.. ; ll 4 15 
Alice Kaymond., -| 10 4 14 
Alice Norwood .. + 2 12 14 
Ethel Swift......... | 12 10 22 
Ellen A, Swift....... | 10 9 19 
DINO TI sitbsninnndncncsbaretevwciaenisaineciintined éaesereness 3 9 | 12 
WELLFLEET. | | 

Carry G. Crombay 20000 crccesecrecsce-cccscevesovensscesenecctoenseccsne | 8 8 16 
Lizzie Smith... ‘ a 8 8 16 
OEE Fas ND iv deviencetineontseicciovincd sen 9 7 16 
Lizzie D. Barker .... 1 15 16 
France B. Hiller... 12 4 16 
Alice P. Higgins... 4 lL 15 
H. W. Pervere....... 6 10 16 
aa Ten TPN Syecisand Sis tisceceicesecadinviontiveGemaantanes 1 13 14 
Lucie M. Jenkins., 8 6 14 
Nathan Cleaves... 11 5 | 16 
CRRTEOS Fi. GW OOG 000s sccnas codecs vedeescnaceh vessens ntees cov envate 14 2 16 

TG inna ven cce sceesststncodnonaieaniegisaniibindendidids Speed 394 377 771 


Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from that, will he allow me 
to make one statement which I am sure he will want to have made? 
I have examined very carefully the statistics of the particular matter 
the Senator has been speaking of. They are derived from four separate 
sources: Mr. Wriglt’s statistics of the fisheries proper of Massachu- 
setts, the statistics on the same subject coming from the report of pop- 
ulation, the census of 1880, and the report of our national fisheries 
commission for 1887. The last three, so far as published, relate to 
1886 and 1887; I think Mr. Wright’s to 1836, and the fisheries com- 
mission report to 1887. These things are stated a little differently, 
but the average of Americans is considerably over 60 per cent. in all 
the Massachusetts fisheries. Of the remaining 40 per cent., or a little 
under, about 19 belong to the British provinces and about 21 are other 
foreigners. TheSenator thought thatall the foreigners were included 
in Nova Scotians. They are Portuguese, Basques, Italians, and some 
are from the northern nations of Europe. 

If the Senator will allow meI wish tostate one otherthing in regard 
to the Nova Scotians. Admiral Wellesley, who commanded the British 
fleet on the Nova Scotian coast, and Sir John A. Macdonald have both 
made very urgent representations to the British Government, which I 
shall read to the Senate in full pretty soon, in which they say that their 


| 
| 
| 


policy of tolerance of American vessels is inducing Nova Scotia fisher- 
men to enlist in American vessels and thereupon they become Ameri- 
canized; that they will 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts is making my speech 
for me. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator will allow me just to finish this sentence. 
They say that they lose their affection for Her Majesty’s Government 
and a very large portion of these men sooner or later get naturalized 
here. 

Mr. GRAY. With regard to the statistics to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts alludes, I think I am pretty familiar with them. I 
thought I had here a letter from Mr. Carroll D. Wright, in which he 
comments upon the irreconcilable discrepancies between the fishery 
schedule of the census and the returns made under the bureau of labor 
and fisheries in Massachusetts, and he says he gan not explain them. 

Mr. HOAR. I have a letter from Mr. Wright. 

Mr. GRAY. 1 have a ietter from Mr. Wright, written within a few 
weeks, in which he calls attention to the fact that in the census of pop- 
ulation and in the fishery schedule the fishermen of Massachusetts are 
set down at about 14,000 in round numbers, and that includes all those 
who are engaged in clamming and digging for mussels and procuring 
bait and weir-fishing, but they do not undertake to separate in their 
schedules those who sail out on these banks codfishing and mackerel- 
ing, and the returns made under the Massachusetts bureau put the 
figures down at 7,980 instead of 14,000; and he says that it is impos- 
sible to account for the discrepancy. Mr. Wright’s statement is as 
follows: 


From the population schedules it appears the number of separate, individual 
fishermen of Massachusetts for the year 1885 was 7,973, of which number 3,843 
were foreign-born and 4,130 native-born, but of the foreign-born 841 were nat- 
uralized citizens; so the native-born and naturalized citizens numbered 4,130 
native-born, plus 841 naturalized citizens, equal 4,971 native and naturalized 
citizens, as against 3,002 what might be called aliens. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Just wait one moment and I will allow the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Do notlet me interrupt youin yourtime. I certainly 
should be very sorry to do that. 

Mr. GRAY. J thought I had Mr. Wright’s letter here, but I have 
not. He goes on to analyze as far as he can, admitting the fact that 
it was impossible to get from the fishery outfitters and owners of ves- 
sels correct returns, because they would not give them, and he shows 
from the imperfect returns that he can get (he admits that they are 
imperfect) that nearly 50 per cent. were unnaturalized foreigners, and 
the large part of them were from the provinces. 

Very much in the line of what the Senator from Massachusetts was 
saying just now when I said he was making my speech, I wish to read 
in this connection from the debate which took place in the Canadian 
Parliament, and that seems to be a favorite reference with the Senator 
from Maine and others in this debate, so far as it has gone. On the 
13th of April of this year, in debating this treaty, General Laurie, who 
is opposed to the treaty, and almost as emphatic and violent in his op- 
position as the Senator from Maine on our side, said: 

I mention this because, even in the matter of duty, as a rule the crews of ves- 
sels receive one-half the outturn. Now, it is the impression that they are pro- 
tecting American fishermen, that the duty is practically a bounty which goes 
to American fishermen as opposed to provincial fishermen; but, as a matter of 
fact, these fishermen, not wild, harum-scarum young men, but for the most part 
fathers of families, who have made a practice of going away to the United 
States, who own they do not do any better when they go, but who go because 
they have been in the habit of going and do not like to change the system, ob- 
tain one-half of the present duty so long as the duty is imposed. So the duty, 
instead of going into American pockets, largely goes into the pockets of our 
own fishermen 

An honorable MEMBER, Oh, oh! 

General Laurtigs. Perhaps, if the honorable gentleman will visit the mari- 





time provinces, he will find out that what Iam saying is an actual fact. Iam 
not speaking of what I have read, but Iam speaking of what know. There 
are disadvantages in connection with shipping in United States vessels. They 


are more reckless in sailing than our vessels, and while they do make larger 
returns, they also make larger losses. I now refer to the book which the 
finance minister was told he should have referred to more frequently, and I find 
that the losses of Gloucester vessels during the season of 1887 amounted to 
twenty-two vessels and one hundred and forty-five lives, of which I am sorry 
to say a very large proportion, far more than the majority, were those of fish- 
ermen from the lower provinces. 

Here is a bit of what lawyers call unconscious testimony, taken at 
random, the return of losses of the Gloucester fleet for one year: 


Twenty-two vessels and one hundred and forty-five lives, of which I am sorry 
to say avery large proportion—far more than the majority—were those of fish- 
ermen from the lower provinces. 

How does it happen, Mr. President, that if the proportion is as the 
Senator from Massachusetts says, only about 19 per cent., when you 
come to foot up the losses of the Gloucester fleet for one year you find that 
60 or 70 per cent. of those losses are the drowning of Nova Scotia fish- 
ermen? Were they selected as the special objects of the wrath of Al- 
mighty God? Did He direct His thunderbolts and His cyclones at the 
heads of these poor Nova Scotia fishermen more directly and with more 
of intent and purpose than He did against their Yankee shipmates ? 
Here is testimony which speaks louder than statistics, louder than 
tables, that when you come to foot up the losses for one year you find 
that a large majority of those who were lost were from the provinces. 

That was for the year 1887. I have some figures here of the same 
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kind in a publication of Proctor Brothers’ list of vessels, published in 
1886 in Gloucester. That publication was not made with any inten- 
tion that it should have a bearing upon this question. It was a com- 
mercial publication, and it gives the losses of life between September 
1, 1885, and September, 1886, of the Gloucester fishing fleet, as 104, o1 
which 52 were Canadians, 25 were of other foreign nationalities, 17 
were unknown, and 10 were Americans. 

Where is the nursery of American seamen that has been fostered or 
is being fostered by this policy that is so vaunted here by the Senator 
from Maine? I desire to see, and I believe that all true Americans de- 
sire to see, this fishing industry nourished and protected. Isympathize 
with the brave men who pursue their perilous calling on the heaving 
bosom of the Atlantic Ocean; but I submit that we are destroying that 
industry and we are handing it over to the men who are employed in 
the provinces, and excluding and sending our own men into other oc- 
cupations—shoemaking, farming, and what not—the hardy American 
boys who, following the exampleof their fathers for generations, would 
have sought the decks of American fishermen. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not like to interrupt the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GRAY. I want to get through 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Colorado must pardon me if I de- 
cline to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; but I have here an authority which dis 
putes his statement, and I should like to give it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not expect gentlemen on the other side of this 
question to at once admit the force of the argument, or that they will 
have nothing to say in response. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not speaking of the argument, but I refer to 
the statement of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. GRAY. There are conflicting statements, and that is the very 
reason why I called upon the unconscious testimony of this list of losses 
as being more reliable and throwing a more certain light upon this 
question than statistics which are made to order and gathered together 
fora purpose. As bearing on this subjectit is quite interesting to note 
the fact that many of the vessels that were in trouble in Cavadian waters 
and ports, as reported by the Secretary of State during the last two 
years, were outraged, as the Senator from Maine would call it, by not 
being allowed to ship crews in Canadian ports. Here are some of these 
** outrages,’’ taken from a single list sent us by the Secretary of State: 

6. Bertha D. Nickerson (schooner).—Booth Bay, Me.; N. E. Nickerson, master. 
Occasioned considerable expense by being denied Canadian harbors to procure 
crew, and detained in spring while waiting for men to come from Nova Scotia. 
(From statements of S. Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth Bay, Me.) 

14. Abdon Keene (schooner).—Bremen, Me.; WilliamC. Keene, master. Was 
not allowed to ship or land crew at Nova Scotia ‘ports, and owner had to pay 
for their transportation to Maine. (From statements of William C. Keene, 
owner and master, Bremen, Me.) 

15. William Keene (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Daniel Kimball, master. Not 
allowed to ship a man or to send a man ashore except for water, at Liverpool, 
Nova Scotia, and ordered to sea as soon as water was obtained. (From state- 
ments of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Me.) 

21. Pleiades (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; F. W. Snow, master. 
harbor within twenty-four hours after entering. Not allowed to ship or 
charge men under penalty of $400. (From statements of F. W. Snow, ownerand 
master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

27. Carleton Bell (schooner).—Boothbay, Me.; Seth W. Eldridge, master. 
Occasioned considerable expense by being denied right to procure crew in Ca- 
nadian harbors, and detained in spring while waiting for men to come fron 
Nova Scotia. (From statements of 8S. Nickerson & Sons, owners, Boothbay, 
Me.) 

33. D. D. Geyer (schooner).—Portland, Me.; John K. Craig, master. Being 
refused privilege of touching at a Nova Scotia port to take on resident crew al- 
ready engaged, owner was obliged to provide passage for men to Portland, at 
considerable cost, causing great lossoftime. (From statements of F. H. Jordan, 
owner, Portland, Me.) 

34. Good Templar (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Elias Tarleton, master. Touched 
at La Have, Nova Scotia, to take on crew already engaged, but was refused 
privilege and ordered to proceed. The men beingindispensable to voyage, had 
them delivered on board outside of 3-mile limit by a Nova Scotia boat. (From 
statements of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Maine.) 

35. Eddie Davidson (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; John D. Snow, master. 
June 12, 1886, touched at Cape Island, Nova Scotia, but was not permitted to 
take on part of crew. Boarded by customs officer and ordered to sail within 
twenty-four hours. Not allowed to buy food in ports on Gulf of St. Lawrence. 
(From statements of John D. Snow, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

39. Louisa A. Grout (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.; Joseph Hatch, jr.; 
master. Took permit to touch and trade; arrived at St. Peter’s, Cape Breton 
in afternoon of May 19, 1886; entered and cleared according to law ; was obliged 
to take inexperienced men at their own prices to complete fishing crew, to get 
tosea before the arrival of a seizing officer who had started from Straits of Canso 
at 5 o’clock same afternoon in search of vessel, having been advised by tele- 
graph of the shipping of men. (From statements of Joseph Hatch, jr., owner 
and master, Provincetown, Mass.) , 

41, Florine F, Nickerson (schooner).—Chatham, Mass.; Nathaniel F. Eldridge, 
master. Engaged fishermen for vessel at Liverpool, Nova Scotia, but action of 
Canadian Government necessitated the paying of their transportation todhe 
United States, and loss of time to vessel while awaiting their arrival; otherwise 
would have called for them on way to fishing-grounds. 

43. Sir Knight (schooner).—Southport, Me.; Mark Rand, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports forthem on her way tothe fishing-grounds. 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

44. Uncle Joe (schooner).—Southport, Me.; J. W. Pierce, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way tothe fishing-grounds. 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

45. Willie G, (schooner).—Southport, Me.; Albert F. Orne, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 





Driven from 
1 


dis- 


L RECORD—SEN 


ATE, 





allowed to call at Nova S tia ports forthem way > his f 

From statements of William T. M locks, owner, South Me 

46. Lady Elgin (schooner -Southport, Me ( ge W.1 e€, ma ( 
pelled to pay transportation for crew fr N i Scotia to Maine, the 
being allowed to call at Nova Scot orts them on het to the fis! 
grounds From statements of W im T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me 

is. Ripley Ropes (schooner South, M Cc. E. H master Vessel 
ready to sail when telegram fr 1a < Ottawa re sed permiss to 
touch at Canadian ports to ship men nseq v« { to pay for their 
transportation to Maine, and vessel detained w e aw vrs the irrival 

‘rom statements of Freeman Orne & S« ! Sout Me 

Jennie Armstrong (schooner sx \ WwW be raster 

Vessel ready to sail when telegram from authorities at ¢ va sed per s- 
sion to touch at Canadian ports to ship men; conseque > Da r 
their transportation to Maine, and vessel detained while awa x irrival 
From statements of Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport I 

SO. Vanguard (schooner Southport, Me.; C. C. Dyer, maste \ ly 
to sail when telegram from authorities refused permission to touch at ¢ 1 
ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for their transporta » 
Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting the arrival, r : statemie f 
Freeman Orne & Son, owners, South: rt, Mé 

These are the outrages that appeal most strongly to the hearts of 


the great fishing combines and outfitters who own the schooners and 
divide the profits that these fishing ventures bring. They are n 
conducting a school for American seamen. They are pursuing their 
own advantage, as they have a right to, but they are not the only men 
whom this treaty was designed to protect. It was made in the interest 
of the poor men who live in these American. fishing ports, the hardy 
Yankee fishermen as well. And we need not heed the clamor or the 
denunciation in which these owners and outfitters indulge at being 
compelled to depend more largely than they have been doing on th 
home market for their labor. 

Now, what has been accomplished by this treaty for the fishermen? 
In the first place we have surrendered no doctrine as to jurisdictional 
waters which it was important to the United States to maintain. So 
far as area goes we have conceded less of our contention than Gr 
Britain has of hers, and nothing of any value has been conceded by us 
For uncertain, vague, and disputed lines of exclusion there is given 
reasonable, certain, and easily ascertained lines, marked by definite 
and prominent landmarks. 

The headland dispute is forever disposed of, and in our favor 
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| the importance of certainty to the fishermen in regard to what thei 


rights in these colonial waters really are, Mr. Fitz J. Babson, the most 
intelligent of the witnesses before the sub-Committee on Foreign A ffais 
in the fall of 1886, of large experience as collector of the port of Glouces- 


ter for seventeen years, among fishermen and as to fishing interests, thus 
gives his testimony in response toa question from Senator FRYE 
The question of the headlands is, of course, one that I think, of national 


importance. 
Yet we hear just now from gentlemen who have never dropped a |! 
in the Atlantic Ocean, who have never stood upon the f 


deck of a fi 
man, that the headland theory had been abandoned, exploded long 








and Mr. Fitz John Babson, right from among these fishermen, re 
senting them, says that the question of the headland is one that 

I think is of national importance. Our rights should be settled by the | ed 
States asserting and maintaining some position. Our fishermen have 
certain as to their rights in many cases on account of the lack of any pos 
having been taken by our Government with reference to their rights in those 
waters, and where there have been disputes our fishermen have had trouble on 








that account. 


So that Mr. Fitz John Babson, as any sensible man would, ert 





1ing for our fishermen i 


that a great and important thing an as 1en 
of their rights and a reasonable definition of them. 

I think it can be fairly claimed that these important mat 
headlands, and certainty of rights to replace uncertainty, so ce! 
stated by Mr. Babson, have been adequately and advantageou 


tled by this treaty. 

And excepting two or three of the bays delineated, all othe 
over 10 miles wide are conceded, a concession never ud 
Compare these practical results with the impossible as well as im politi 
course recommended by the majority, of insisting upon a barr 
ognition of the right to fish in all bays not less than 6 miles wide, 
seventy years of fruitless demand or silent acquiescence. 
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What comment is necessary on the statement of the majority report 
on page 20, that we have given up to the British these 


great bodi 
water, meaning the delimited bays, and that we by this treaty ° 
to Great Britain complete dominion over these numerous and for { 
ing purposes the most valuable of the bays alo Bi 

North America? We never had the right, excep 
termittent sufferance, to cast a seine or wet a linein any of thes 

The right to exclude us was always maintained, and it is misleading 
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to say, as the majority report does on page 15, that fr¢ of 
the seizure of the Washington to the present no case of seizure for 
fishing in these bays has come to the notice of the committee. Nearly 


all the time from the case of the Washington down to the present 
been covered by the two treaties of reciprocity, and in the 
uncovered by the permission which those treaties gave to the fisher- 
men of the United States to fish in all British-American wat { 


inte 


cases of fishermen warned off from these bays were numerous and of 
constant occurrence. 

Isubmit, therefore, that the delimitation of the |! ne thie 
treaty, and the conventional rule of admitting our |! ng vessels to 
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fish in bays of 10 miles in width, was alwise, practical, and advanta- 
geous settlement for us of the interpretation of theconvention of 1818 in 
that regard, and that it will prove wholly beneficial to the fishermen 
of the United States. 

The majority report, in criticising this feature of the treaty, contends 
for the proposition, as one of international law, that no bay over 6 
miles wide can be a territorial bay. This would have been an unwar- 
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ranted and uncalled-for surrender of American interests and American | 


poli y. 

Vhat is to be said of the American statesmanship that would lose 
sight of the enormous and growing fisheries of the Bering Sea and the 
Alaska waters, to say nothing of the Atlanticand Pacific coasts, which 
are £6 vitally affected by this question ? 

Mr. President, the majority report and likewise the Senator from 
Maine, are so furious and so illogical in their assaults on this treaty 
that they even find fault with the ninth article, which declares ‘‘ that 
nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of 
the Strait of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States.’’ And yet 
it is a fact that though this provision was meant among other things to 
prevent any inference of exclusion from the delimitation of Chedabucto 
Bay, it does for the first time in our history absolutely dispose of the 
pretensions of the colonial authorities to control as against our vessels 
the right of transit through this strait or gut of Canso. 

The Senator from Maine says that no one ever dreamed of closing it. 
The assertion of a right to close this gut was a menace to our vessels 
navigating those waters, and almost as serious in itseffects as the actual 
exercise of the asserted right. It always hung over the heads of our 
fishermen who could push their vessels through that narrow channel 
with no assurance that they might not be stopped whenever the tem- 
per or supposed exigency of provincial interests should demand it. 

‘The mere maintenance of a claim by a great and highly-civilized 
country to do a thing that antagonizes our interests or our rights, how- 
ever untenable that claim may be (and I am not sure about its entire 
untenability in this case), disturbs our relations with that country, and 
is just ground for diplomatic negotiation and demand. On the same 
principle the assertion in municipal laws, such as the colonial acts of 
1836 and of 1868 and 1870, of the right to order our fishing vessels out of 
harbors and bays, whither they had gone for shelter or other lawful 
purpose mentioned in the treaty of 1818, after twenty-four hours, and 
by the act of 1870, without even that limitation, was an abridgment of 
our treaty rights and violative of good neighborhood and international 
obligations, for which in all these years we have had the right to de- 
mand their repeal or modification, even though they were only occa- 
sionally enforced and were generally allowed to remain in abeyance. 

Many protests were made by this country in its diplomatic corre- 
spondence with England, but never until these harsh enactments were 
displaced by the stipulations of this treaty were they disavowed by 
Great Britain. 

In all that time there was this great feature of our international re- 
lations, that municipal laws were enacted and allowed to remain upon 
the statute-book which distinctly abridged our treaty rights; and yet, 
never until this negotiation and until this treaty has there been a de- 
mand that those laws should be modified, or repealed, or altered so as 
to accommodate themselves to our treaty rights. 

In reply to the assertion that this claim to control the Gut of Canso 
against our fishermen was never made or dreamed of, let me refer Sen- 
ators to the statement of that pretension made by Mr. Thompson, 
British counsel, before the Halifax Commission. I read from page 1778 
of second volume of Halifax Commission. He said: 


My learned friend rather assumed than distinctly stated that the decision in 
regard to the Bay of Fundy would have considerable weight in reference to 
other bays. Ideny that. Great Britain expressly guarded herself against any 
such construction, And, moreover, she guarded herself against another construc- 
tion placed upon the negotiations between the two governments, namely, that 
the Gut of Canso was common to the two nations. The British Government, 
so faras lam informed—I have no special knowledge on the subject, except 
that afforded by the correspondence and negotiations between the two govern- 
ments—emphatically deny that doctrine. The Gut of Canso is a mare clausum 
belonging to Great Britain—to the Dominion of Canada, It is astrait on either 
side of which is the territory of the Dominion. There is no foreign shore to 
that strait. It is not necessary for me to argue, nor shall I argue, what would 
be the effect on the international question, assuming the Gulf of St. Lawrence 
to bean open sea, whose waters could be traversed by the keels of other nations 
and to which the Gut of Canso was the only entrance. How far the position I 
assume might be modified, if that were the case, I shall not consider; but such 
is not in fact the case. There is another entrance north of the island of Cape 
Breton and also one by the Straits of Belleiste. 

In connection with this subject, permit me to cal! your attention to the instrue- 
tions issued by the British Government to the admiralty, immediately after the 
reciprocity treaty had been abrogated by the United States. 

These instructions are dated April 12, 1866,and were issued by Mr. Cardwell, 
then secretary of state for the colonies, to guide the fleet about to protect the 
British North American fisheries: 

‘Her Majesty’s Government do not desire that the prohibition to enter Brit- 
ish bays should be generally insisted on, except when there is reason to appre- 
hend some substantial invasion of British rights. And in particular, they do 
not desire American vessels to be prevented from navigating the Gut of Canso 
(from which Her Majesty’s Government are advised they may be lawfully ex- 
cluded), unless it shall appear that this permission is used to the injury of co- 
lonial fishermen, or for other improper objects. 

‘*T have it incommand to make this communication to your lordships as con- 
veying the decision of Her Majesty’s Government on this subject. 

“TI have, ete., 


“EDWARD CARDWELL.” 
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The law officers of the Crown, in 1542 I think it was, in response to 
a resolution of inquiry from the house of representatives of Nova Sco- 
tia, say ina carefully prepared opinion, among other things, that they 
have attentively considered the matter— 

Aud that they are of opinion that, independently of treaty, no forei 
try has the right to use or navigate the passage of Canso. 

And as late as June 14, 1886, the Secretary of State, writing to Sir 
Lionel West, says: 

I have also to inform you that the masters of the four American fishing ves- 
sels of Gloucester, Mass., Martha A. Bradley, Rattler, Eliza Boynton, and Pi- 
oneer, have severally reported to the consul-general at Halifax that the sub- 
collector of customs at Canso had warned them to keep outside an imaginary 
line drawn from a point 3 miles outside Canso Head to a point three miles 
outside St, Esprit, on the Cape Breton coast, a distance of 40 miles, This line for 
nearly its entire continuance is distant 12 to 25 miles from the coast. 

The same masters also report that they were warned against going inside an 
imaginary line drawn from a point 3 miles outside North Cape, on Prince 
Edward Island, to a point 3 miles outside of East Point, on the same island, 
a distance of over 100 miles, and that this last-named line was for nearly that 
entire distance about 30 miles from the shore. 

The same authority informed the masters of the vessels referred to that they 
would not be permitted to enter Bay Chaleur. 

I cite these opinions and facts not to assent to the pretension, but te 
call attention to the nature of the claim and to the importance of what 
has been accomplished in regard to our rights in this strait, as well as 
in regard to the abrogation of the harsh provisions of these colonial laws 
to which Ia momentagoreferred. The first eight articles of the treaty 
are concerned with the details of the delimitation of the bays, andthe 
ninth and tenth accomplish what I have just stated. The ninth and 
tenth articles are as follows: 


zn coun- 


ARTICLE IX. 

Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of the Strait 

of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States. 
ARTICLE X. 

United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in Arti- 
cle [ of this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations common to them and to 
fishing vessels of Canada or of Newfoundland. 

They need not report, enter, or clear when putting into such bays or harbors 
for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into the same, outside the 
limits of established ports of entry, for the purpose of purchasing wood or of 
obtaining water; except that any such vessel remaining more than twenty-four 
hours, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, within any such port, or com- 
munieating with the shore therein, may be required to report, enter, or clear; 
and no vessel shall be excused hereby from giving due information to boarding 
oflicers. 

They shall not be liable in any such bays or harbors for compulsory pilotage; 
nor, when therein for the purpose of she|ter, of repairing damages, of purclias- 
ing wood, or of obtaining water, shall they be liable for harbor dues, tonnage 
dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues; but this enumeration shall 
not permit other charges inconsistent with the enjoyment of the liberties re- 
served or secured by the conventiou of October 20, 1818. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Maine, in his speech the other day, 
said about Article X, sneeringly: 


is not that an immense privilege to be granted to us? When a United States 
fishing vessel, under the treaty of 1818, puts into a harbor or bay for shelter se 
need not report and enter. There can not be found in the history of any civil- 
ized maritime nation in the whole world an instance where a vessel putting in 
for shelter was compelled to report and enter. No vessel is compelled to report 
and enter until she communicates with the shore, until she lands a man or a 
cargo or goes to the shore to buy or to ship or do something of that kind, 

And this assertion is boldly made in the face of the fact that the 
statutes of the United States governing the entrance of foreign vessels 
into our waters have provisions in them of just that kind. Section 
2773 of the Revised Statutes provides: 

Src. 2773. If any vessel, having arrived within the limits of any collection 
district, from any foreign port, departs, or attempts to depart from the same, 
unless to proceed on her way to some more interior district to which she may 
be bound, before report or entry shall have been made by the master with the 
collector of some district, the master shall be liable to a penalty of $400; and 
any collector, naval officer, surveyor, or commander of any revenue cutter may 
cause such vessel to be arrested and brought back to the most convenient port 
of the United States. If, however, it is made to appear by the oath of the mas- 
ter, and of the person next in command, or by other sufficient proof to the satis- 
faction of the collector of the district within which such vessel shall afterward 
come, or to the satisfaction of the court in which the prosecution for such pen- 
alty may be had,that the departure or attempt to depart was occasioned by 
stress of weather, pursuit or duress of enemies, or other necessity, the penalty 
imposed by this section shall not be incurred. 

So that if a vessel by this law comes within the waters of the United 
States and within a collection district, as all the waters of the United 
States are within collection districts, it-is not allowed to depart; we 
imprison her there until she enters and clears, and the only exception 
is where she is driven out—not driven in, but driven out by stress of 
weather or other maritime casualty. Section 2774 provides: 

Within twenty-four hours after the arrival of any vessel, from any foreign 
port, at any port of the United States established by law, at which an officer of 
the customs resides, or within any harbor, inlet, or creek thereof, if the hours of 
business at the office of the chief officer of the customs at such port will permit, 
or as soon thereafter as such hours will permit, the master shall repair to such 
oftige, and make report to the chief officer, of the arrival of the vessel. 


So that in those two sections we provide, notwithstanding the em- 
phasis of the assertion of the Senator from Maine, for just the thing 
which he says no civilized country in this world requires of foreign ves- 
sels coming within its waters. We provide thatif they come within our 
waters and do not enter or clear, no matter where they are, they can 
be pursued and arrested and brought within the jurisdiction. Ishould 
think the fishermen would prefer the liberty of departing to the com- 
pulsion of remaining. And by the section last read foreign vessels are 
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consent of the Senate to dwell upon it at length. 


What are the pro- 


visions of Article XI? 
ArTIcLE XI. 

United States fishing vessels entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
eastern and northeastern coasts of Canada or of the coasts of Newfoundland 
under stress of weather or other casualty may unload, reload, transship, or sell, 
subject to customs laws and regulations, all fish on board, when such unload- 


ing, transshipment, or sale is made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may 
replenish outfits, provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster; and in 
case of death or sickness shall be allowed all needful facilities, including the 
shipping of crews. 

That paragraph provides for and secures to the fishing vessels of the 
United States every right of hospitality that they can reasonably de- 
mand. I know the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts think that rights of hospitality ought not to be the subject ot 
treaty stipulation, but that is not the practice in negotiations between 
countries, and I submit to the Senate that where the extent td which 
hospitality has been extended or ought to be extended has ever come 
into question or doubt, it is a matter of the greatest importance and ot 
the greatest advantage to those who are affected by it that that extent 
should be definitely fixed by conventional obligation. 

No fishing vessel of the United States that has lost a man, that has 
liad portions of its bait swept overboard, that has lost a sail, lost a 
barrel of water, or met with any other casualty, can be interfered with, 
upon any pretense of customs regulations or what not, from going into 
a Dominion port and there receiving every facility and every advantage 
that possibly can be afforded to men so circumstanced. 

Now, the second paragraph: 

Licenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid coasts of 
Canada or of Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, such provisions and 
supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading vessels,shall be granted to United 
States fishing vessels in such ports promptly upon application and without 
charge; and such vessels— 

That means ‘‘such United States fishing vessels,’’ and can mean 
nothing else— 
having obtained licenses in the manner aforesaid— 

Which are issued without charge on application— 
shall also be accorded upon all occasions such facilities for the purchase of 
casual or needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily granted to the trad- 
ing vessels; but such provisions or supplies shall not be obtained by barter, 
nor purchased for resale or traffic. 

Shall have upon all occasions such facilities for the purchase of cas- 
ual or needful provisions or supplies that are ordinarily granted to 
trading vessels, and that is just the contention we have been making 
through all these years; just the contention the Senator from Maine is 
making and that is made by those who object to the treaty, that we 
want for our fishing vessels just the rights that are accorded to trading 
vessels. Here they are secured by this article; just the rights—for that 
is the word in the bond—that are secured to trading vessels. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that our vessels can go 
into a Canadian port after this treaty ? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not, and Sir Charles Tupper does not. 

Mr, GRAY. I have no doubt that the Senator from Massachusetts 
in order to make good his strictures on this treaty will bring all his 
great powers of exegesis to bear in order to restrict within as narrow 
limits as possible the privileges that are accorded to us by its terms; 
but I here submit and declare, as the proper interpretation of Article 
XI, that under it afishing vessel may go into a [Canadian port at any 
time, upon all occasions, as the language of the article is, and there 
purchase all necessary and needful supplies as trading vessels can. 
That is just the privilege we have been claiming for our fishermen that 
they should have, putting it under the arrangement of 1830 that they 
should have just the privilege that trading vessels have. 

Now, the only exception and the only thing taken out of the ampli- 
tude of that right is that they shall not buy distinctively fishing out- 
fits; but flour and bread and meat, rigging and cordage, chains and 
anchors, and everything thata vessel requires in navigating the waters— 
all these may be purchased upon all occasions by application for a li- 
cense, which is required to be given without charge, 

I am not mistaken in the importance I attach to the privilege ac- 
corded to the United States under this article, because I find that the 
majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations in their report, tak- 
ing a restricted view and arguing that this second ph, where it 
gives to fishing vessels on all occasions the right to go into Canadian 
ports to purchase supplies, is confined only to such vessels as have ob- 
tained a license for the homeward voyage, goes on to say: 

If these last-mentioned words— 


Which I have just read— 
If these last-mentioned words have the meaning imputed to them by the Pres- 
ident, the words immediately preceding are absolutely useless and can have no 


meaning whatever. 
* * * * * * * 


And if such a really broad provision— 


There the majority report admits that this article, with the interpre- 
tation I put upon it, is a really broad provision— 

And if such a really broad provision as is supposed was intended to be in- 
serted in the treaty—one which was intended to completely reverse the whole 
British pretension upon the subject, and put our fishing vessels, for all purposes 
of provisions and supplies, upon the same footing that British fishing vessels 
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occupy in the United States and that American trading vessels do in the British 
provinces—it certainly should, and probably would, have been stated in lan- 
guage incapable of sincere misunderstanding. 

So that the majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations say dis- 
tinctly that if this article has the meaning which I say it has, which 
the President says it has, and which those who negotiated it say it has, 
it is a really broad provision and completely reverses the whole British 
pretension on that subject and puts American fishermen practically on 
an equality with British trading vessels in American ports. I say it 
does just that thing, and if there is doubt about it,amend it and make 
what is uncertain certain and make what is obscure clear, and I will 
vote for such an amendment; but I do submit that without amendment 
it is perfectly clear that we have here all that we have been clamoring 
for, all that former administrations have failed in achieving and secur- 
ing to American fishermen, and that we have it secured and made sure 
for all time by the solemn stipulations of this treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the honorable Senator from Delaware a 
question in reference to this very point on which he has put so much stress. 
It is a very important point with me. As I understand the Senator, he 
thinks that the last clause of Article XI authorizes American vessels to 
go into Canadian ports for purposes in addition to the four purposes men- 
tioned before. _I understand, and I think the Senator will find that Sir 
Charles Tupper contends, that it does not; thatit isonly when a vessel is 
in there for shelter, repairs, wood, or water, or in stress of weather, and 
gets a license for the homeward voyage, that during that time she can 
get supplies. That is the point. 

Now, will the Senator be kind enough to look at Article XV, which 
declares that when we have removed our duty and have allowed certain 
articles to be brought into the United States by British subjects with- 
out duty, the privileges of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
aforesaid coast of Canada and Newfoundland shall be accorded to United 
States fishing vessels. 

Mr. GRAY. Read it all. 

Mr. HOAR. I will: 


For the following purposes, namely: 
1. The purchase of provisions, baii, etc. 


Now, if you have got in Article XI, according to the Senator’s no- 
tion, a right to go in for any purpose not limited to the four purposes 
previously defined, how does it happen in Article XV that when we 
remit our duties, then it is provided that we can go in for the four fol- 
lowing purposes when we had been allowed, according to the Senator, 
to go in for any purpose? I should like to have the Senator’s views on 
that proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not suppose the Senator will be satisfied with my 
answer, but I feel perfectly clear in regard to the matter. The Sena- 
tor’s question is ingenious, but I do not think it is at all difficult to 
answer. Article XI permits, necessarily, all American fishing vessels 
to enter the ports of the Dominion upon all occasions to purchase all 
the supplies that are ordinarily sold to trading vessels. That is the 
true interpretation of Article XI, according to my judgment. 

Now, says the Senator from Massachusetts, why does Article XV, which 
contains the offer of certain privileges upon certain conditions, use lan- 
guage like this, that when certain things are done by the United States 
the privilege of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of Canada and 
Newfoundland ‘‘shall be accorded the United States fishing vessels 
by annual licenses, free of charge, for the following purposes,’’ to buy 
bait, ice, fishing outfits and to transship cargoes, purposes not included 
among those for which they are permitted to enter by Article XI, but 
are in addition to them ? 

I hardly think it necessary again—because Senators are as familiar as 
Iam with the terms of this treaty—to call attention to the fact that, 
while Article XI provides that American fishing vessels may on all oc- 
casions obtain a license to purchase the supplies that are ordinarily sold 
to American trading vessels, they are not permitted, under that license, 
to purchase anything that concerns a fishing outfit. They can not pur- 
chase bait, they can not purchase fish-hooks, nor seines, nor fishing-lines; 
but when you come to Article XV, which is not operative, which is 
contingent, which is only to go into effect after certain legislation on 
the part of the United States, then they make another offer, and say 
that other and additional privileges shall be accorded to American fish- 
ing vessels—the right to go in for other purposes than those specified 
in Article XI. It is in addition to the privileges of Article XI. They 
say to you in that article you may go in for certain purposes, but you 
may not go in for certain other specified purposes. In Article XV they 
say if the United States doso and so they may go in for these other pur- 
poses, and that is all there is of it. 

Now, Mr. President, if Article XI is as important as I think it is, as 
important as the Senator from Massachusetts thinks it is, and as im- 
portant as the majority of this committee have put themselves on rec- 
ord as saying it is, why should we not honestly unite to secure for 
American fishermen these important advantages, which they have never 
enjoyed in all these seventy years with anything like security and cer- 
tainty and advantage to themselves? Why should we not agree to 
these stipulations in some form which will bind the Canadian Govern- 
ment to do these very things and accord to our fishermen these very 
privileges, the denial of which has been the source of so much trouble 
and so much irritation in the past? Is it not the part of statesman- 
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1 , 41 . 1 ’ : . i 
who alon red the report, impliedly admits the right to prevent 
transshipment: 

Asr rds commercial and other friendly business intercourse between ports 
and places in the Dominion and the [ -d “tates, it is, of course, of much im- 
portance that regulations affecting the same should be mutually reasonable and 
fairly administered, If an American vessel should happen to have caught a 
cargo of fish at sea a hundred miles distant from some Canadian port, from which 
the is railway communication to the United States, and should be denied the 


privilege of landing and shipping its cargo therefrom to the United States, as 
t Canadians do, it would be of course a serious disadvantage, and there is, it 
is thought, nothing in the treaty of 1818 which would warrant such an exclusion. 
But the Dominion laws may make such a distinction, and it is understood that 
in fact the privilege of so shipping fish from American vessels has been refused 
during the last year. 

There is no suggestion here that the fishermen have a right to trans- 
ship their cargoes under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Wash- 
ington, and none such seems to have occurred to the writer of that re- 


port. 

Mr. Dana, in his argument before the Halifax Commission in 1877, 
asked the question: 

Does the a ive the United States the right to buy bait, ice, pro- 
visions, supplies ‘for vesst Is, and to transship cargoes within the British Domin- 


1“ 





He himself answered: 
I say the treaty of Washington has not given us these rights. 
1 the commission ruled in accordance with this view. 

‘ow, Mr. President, the hour is so very late and I owe it to the Sen- 
ate to hurry my remarks to a conclusion. There are other articles in 
this treaty which I have not commented upon; but the two leading 
features of the treaty, and cially the full and complete accord of 
commercial privileges to American citizens, I have discussed sufii- 
ciently, I hope, and I know at greater length than has been convenient 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator give way for a motion to ad- 





Mr. GRAY. No, sir; I would rather conclude to-day. 
But, Mr. President, we are told that this treaty is one that ought not 
to have been made, that this subject was not a subjec ct for negotiation, 
hat these difficulties which have come upon us after the abrogation of 
the Washington treaty in 1885 are not to be again the subject of dip- 
lomatic correspondence and to met with a settlement brought about 
by a fair and candid discussion of both sides of the questions involved. 
lor the first time in the history of these seventy years we are told that 
this is not again to bea subjec t of international negotiation. Why 
should it not be so? What change has comeover the disposition or the 
character of this country that we should not endeavor to do now what 
the statesmen of 1571 attempted to do and did do in the negotiations 
for the treaty of Washington, what the great men of 1854 attempted to 
do and did do in the negotiation of the reciprocity treaty of that vear? 
Why should we not again take up this question as President Arthur 
himself recommended in his last message to Congress in 1884, in which 
he said: 

Notice of the termination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington 
was duly given to the British Government, and the reciprocal privileges and 
exemptions of the treaty will accordingly cease on July 1, 1885. The fisheries 
industries, pursued by a numerous class of our citizens on the northern coasts, 
both of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, are worthy of the fostering care of Con- 


gress. Whenever brought into competition with the like industries of other 
countries, our fishermen, as well asour manufacturers of fishing appliances and 
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myself against using any language which might be used by the Americans or 
their advocates in depreciating the value of our fisheries. 
7 * * * * * o 


Ingenious as the honorable minister of financeisin his public discussions, with 
all the fertility of his imagination and resources, and I admit they are great, 
the honorable gentleman was not able during that long and able address with 
which he favored the house on that occasion, to point out one single or solitary 
advantage which the people of Canada would gain if this treaty was put into 
effect, except that it removed doubts on certain points for which the Americans 
were conte nding, but which we on this side, and the British Government behind 


us, had always as steadily maintained. If it was negotiated to surrender points 
| in favor of which we had been contending, which international law and treaty 


obligations showed we had a clear right to demand ever since 1813, if it was to 


| give up those treaty rights to the Americans under the operation of thistreaty, 
| Ido not think the minister of finance could point to them as any advantage to 
| the people of Canada in this direction. He need not have been afraid of using 
| any language which could have injured it, 


Again Mr. Jones, of Halifax, says: 


I say, with all due deference to th at honorable gentleman, and without any 
desire to exalt him in the opinion of this country, that I would rather have had 
one Sir Charies Tupper at that commission alone than ten Right Hon. Joseph 
Chamberlains that England ever produced. The one was familiar with the 
wants of our people. He understood the condition of affairs, and, if he could 
have acted independently in regard to Canadian interests and Canadian senti- 
ments, alone, I believe he never would have conceded these points, which are 
all the Americans want, and obtained nothing whatever for the fishing interests 
of Canadain return. I repeat, with ail due respect to those distinguished gen 
tlemen who were on the ‘commission with the minister of finance, that their 
desire was, and their s: ole desire was, to bring about a settlement of questions 
which had been of an irritating character between the United States and Eng- 
land; and we have been told b yy Mr. Chamberlain publicly since his return to 
England, that he came out here to make a treaty, that he had effected it and 
had brought about a peaceful solution of a diffienlt question which he be lie ved 
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was going to extend for many years between the two countries, ! ew 
take from this evidence is that the honorable gentleman was presse 
these } oints which otherwise he would not have done. 
tt * oS : * + “4 

I call attention to this because, while the treaty would exempt American fish- 
ermen from these dues in visiting the harbors of Pictou and Sydz 1ey, the Nova 
Scotia fishermen would be obliged to pay the dues if the honorable gentleman’s 
answer is according to the law. These are important places. Pictou is often 
visited by American fishermen enroute to the North Bay, and to P rince Edw: rd 


Island, and Sydney harbor is also an importan it place of call, and if our ‘fis - 
ermen are obliged to pay all those dues which the honorable gentleman says 
th are on all vessels over 40 tons register,and the American vessels are ex- 
empt under the op ons of the treaty, it follows as a matter of course that 
our own fishing vess re placed at a very considerable disadvantage. 














* + + % * * * 

The Government have yielded, and have given upa contention which the 
British Government have made for the last seventy vears,and which the Amer- 
icans have practically admitted under the treaties which have been made since 
that time, and which they practically confirmed by the decision in their own 
courts, 

Mr. Kenny said: 

I admit that Canada, in negotiating this treaty, has made certain concessions. 
As regards the value of those concessions, it is impossible to-day to estima 
them, but we knew when we submitted this matter to a commission and an ar- 
bitration that palpable and inevitable concessions must follow. 

4 » * Es * * ‘ 

*“‘ As regards the matter of concessions, jwe all know thatin the ordinary affairs 
of life if there is adispute between neighbors the most expeditious and satisfac- 
tory way of settling it is to call in parties acceptable to the disputants and toask 





| trem to consider the matter in dispute and adjudicate upon it, and what is ben- 


preparers of fish products, have maintained a foremost place. I suggest that | 


Congress create a commission to consider the general question of our rights in 
the fisheries and the means of opening to our citizens, under just and enduring 
conditions, the richly-stocked fishing waters and sealing grounds of British 
North America. 





President Arthur said this was a subject so important to the interest 
ant d welfare and honor and dignity of the United States that upon the 
very moment of the termination of the treaty of 1871 there should be 
a commission to take up the whole subject t and renew negotiation and 
bring about another understanding between the two countries. 

Mr. President, it was the pleasure of the Senator from Maine to dwell 
a good deal upon what was said in the Canadian Parliament, and he 
quoted Sir Charles Tupper. 

I want very briefly to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
in the opinion of many men in the Canadian Parliament this treaty is 
not altogether on the side of Canada, but it concedes everything to the 
United States. There are up there members of that Parliament quite 
as vigorous and quite as emphatic as the Senator from Maine in assert- 
ing that this treaty has conceded everything on the part of Canada 
and gained nothing from the United States. 

I wish to submit some extracts from the speech, in the Canadian 
Parliament, of Mr. Jones, of Halifax, coming from a fishing district, 
representing 2 constituency of fishermen, made April 13, 1888, in which 
he ays, in opposing the ratification of this treaty: 

Looking at the bill from the beginning to the end and regarding it ve ry care- 
fully in the light of the explanation given by the honorable the minister of 
finance, and the honorable the minister of justice, I have arrived at the conclu- 
sion that every concession which the Americans demanded in 1886 under Mr. 
Bayard’s proposal to Lord Salisbury has been granted. Those demands made 
by Mr. Ba ard in that year were indignantly rejected by the Canadian Cabinet 
in language strong and emphatic : as has already been read to this house by 
the member for Queen’s, Prince Edward Island [Mr. Davies], We sustained 
the action of the government on that occasion, we sustained them in defending 
the fisheries, and in every word I ever uttered in thishouse or out of it I guarded 












eficial in private life is equally beneficial in public life.” 

Mr. Jones, like the Senator from Maine, again, in reply to Mr. Kenny, 
said: 

Not for one to give up everything and the other nothing. 

Mr. Kenny was advocating the ratification of the treaty, and very 
sensibl y, when Mr. Jones interrupted him with this remark. - Mr. 
Eisenhauer, who comes from a fishing district, said: 

I hope that that may be the case— 


That the treaty will be the means of removing difficulties between 
the two countries and lead to wider trade relations— 


but I very much fear we have given away the key we had in our hands, and 
which we could use in order to bring about this very desirable result, 
* * * * *~ . * 


I do seriously think and believe that this treaty will work very injuriously 
to our fishermen. I must say that I anticipated the result of this Washington 
commission allalong. I knew very well that the home government was very 
anxious to have this matter settled, and that they would be quite ready to settle 
it in a manner very much contrary to our interests, so that Iam not at all sur- 
prised at theresult. That is very unfair to us, We were the weakest party of 
the three, and we got the worst of it, 

oe * - a ~ © * 

The junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) who has just taken his seat, 
seemed to think that the concessions do not amount to much. Well, if that 
honorable gentleman goes down into his county, I think he will find that the 
fishermen there will tell him a different story. I think the concessions are very 
valuable; in fact, I think the Americans have got almost all they wanted, while 
we have got nothing. The honorable member said that there were concessions 
on both sides, but he failed to point them out, and I have failed to hear any 
honorable member point out the least concession which we have got from the 
Americans, 


Mr. Peter Mitchell, who knows as much about the fishing interests 
of those northern waters as even the Senator from Maine can claim to 
do, for he was ten years minister of marine, has given his opinion in 
this debate about the concessions that were made by Canada. I sub- 
mit the following extracts from Mr. Mitchell’s remarks in the Cana- 
dian Parliament: 

My honorable friend comes with his eloquent tongue and persuades us that 


in this delimitation, which the treaty provides for, we have obtained a great 
concession. Sir, we have abandoned everything, and while we have done that 
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! tituted for thu of the } | i i ta ] t half 
m 
RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. M DI N). TheSenator from 
etts asks the unanimous consent of th nate that, asin leg 
1, the vote by which the bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Su- 
3 passed be reconsidered, and also the vote by which 
{ s ordered to a third reading, in order that he may offer an 
ent to the bill. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 
| before the Senate and open to amendment. 
Ir, ITOAR,. After the word ‘‘to,”’ in line 4, I move to strike outall 
nt d including the word ‘‘ pension ”’ in line 12, in the following 
W 
‘ m of § in FE. Alger, of Worcester, Mass., for a pension on 
leath of hei n, Warren A. Alger, late of Company D, Fifteenth 
j M ae tte Voluntecrs, and to allow or to reject said claim as 
i Warren A. Alger had left no widow; and if he shall allow said cl , t 
t I r which would have been due her if 
id been pr ted at the time when said widow ceased to receive a 
I 
| to insert in lieu thereof 
! ‘ the pension-1 subject to the provisions and limitationsofthe pen- 
§ vs, the name of Susan Ic. Alger, mother of Warren A. Alger, late of Com- 
} eenth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers 
is to read 
Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is here by, authorized and di- 
rected t we on the pension-roll, ete 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment 
{he amendment was agreed to. 


(he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the fisheries treaty, as it is called, 


be postponed until next Monday a week. I hope by general consent 
that will be done. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], who | 
D is the floor, desires to go away, and probably it will not be con- 
t to take it up again until that time. I wish to have it post- 
] d until that time, so as not to stand in the way of other business. 


Ir. HOAR. Two weeks from to-day ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Two weeks from to-day. 


DTAMORD QUANT A Ny wine 
iri ORD—SENA | H, JT NE 73. 


| thereof ;’ 


the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks the unan- | 


imous consent of the Senate that the consideration of the fisheries 
treaty be postponed for two weeks from to-day, until Monday, June 
25. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


] 
The Senate will now resume its legislative session. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


ig bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
\ bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; 
\ bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolutionary 
A hill (H. R. & 


to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 








the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langland; 

\ bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 

A bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 

A bill (H. I. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 

\ bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

A bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 

A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 

A bill (H. R. 5448) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley; 

A bill (HI. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

A bill (11. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 
son 8. Baldwin; 


A bill (H. R. 8299) 
A bill (H. J 
A bill (H, 1 

I 


A bill (H. 


for the relief of William M. Dayton; 

%. 8429) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 
t, 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 

%. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 


A bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, jr. ; 
A bill (1. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


H. Buck; ane 


A bill (H. 


%. 10267) granting a peusion to William P. Gordon. 


llowing bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Allen Ganter:; 

A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; 

A bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of William L. Travis; and 

A bill (H. R. 2537) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon 
R. Tol ey. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (Hf. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, 
Mich.; and 

\ bill (H. R. 9771) for the erection of a public building at Ottumwa, 
Iowa 

The bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the estate of Douglas Dale, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Win- 
nebago reservation was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombighee 
River, in Alabama, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

UTAH TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1507) providing 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Utah, and for other purposes; which were in section 3, line 3, after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ to strike out ‘‘is hereby assigned to the third judi- 
cial district in’’ and insert ‘‘shall from time to time as the business of 
the courts may require be assigned by the governor of ;’’ in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ Utah,’’ to insert ‘‘to either of the judicial districts 
? in line 5, before the word “‘ district,’’ to strike out ‘‘said ”’ 
and insert ‘‘such;’’ and in line 7, before the word “‘ district,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘said ’’ and insert ‘‘such ;’’ so as to make the section read: 


1 


ferred to the Comr 


Sec. 3. That temporarily, and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional 
associate justice to be appointed under this act shall from time to time as the 
business of the courts may require, be assigned by the governor of said Terri- 





| tory of Utah, to either of the judicial districts thereof, and each of such judges 


may hold separate hearings and trials, or sit and act together for the expedition 
of the business of such district, as they may deem expedient, and the times 
and places as now fixed by the statutes of said Terrrtory for holding court 
therein shall remain until changed by law. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 291, Order of Business 1359. I willstate that Iam 
informed that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLru] has the right of 
way for a bill which is in his charge, but I desire to call this up for the 
purpose of making some remarks upon it immediately after the mort 
ing business to-morrow. I will not interfere with the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the special order assigned for the 4th of June, 
and which by unanimous consent was postponed until to day, should 
come up in its order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to its being temporarily laid aside 
for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Illinois, but 1 am afraid, 
if his motion prevails, it will lose its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no unfinished business, 
the special order for the day would come up at 2 o’clock to-merrow. 
The Chair understands the motion of the Senator from Iinois to be 
that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the bill named by 
him that he may obtain the floor for to-morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. Would not that then be the unfinished business, and 
so displace the special order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would if taken up by order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senate will allow me tocall up the special 


order, and then by an agreement it can be laid aside for the purpose of 


taking up the bill of the Senator from Illinois. I shall have no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand, the Senator’s bill will not come up 
until 2 o’clock to-morrow at any rate; and I wish to ask that the bill 
named by me be taken up immediately after the morning business to- 
morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. If that can be done I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that upon the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Illinois the bill referred 
to by the Senator from Oregon, the special order, be then taken up as 
the regular order for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the bill referred to by the Senator from IIli- 
nois be taken up at the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow, 
the title of which will be stated. 
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the CHIEF CLERK \ S ilj)toa i ( 
sections Oo! An act re t re ip} a 4, 1887 
Mr. DOLPH The special o1 3 t b : ‘ 
fortifications and « 1 < 
Mr. BLAIR. I underst 1 that the Senator f iil 
notice seve l es 3; des » address t! me 
has 1 ied ind tha - - 3 n Uregon ha th { 
the present time in regard to hisown bill. I desire that to 
cause otherwise my obligations in reference to anot! 
justify me In acquiescing. 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER Is tl Oo l 
the Senator from Tennessee Mr. HARRIS] lor uy ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now ad 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 n eS } 
the Senate adjourned until to-n row, Tuesda Ju | == 1:2 
o’clock m 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 11, 1888. 
The House met at1llo’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, R W. 
H. MILBuRN, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and d 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follow 
To Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, for to-day, on account of sickns 
To Mr. MAISH, indefinitely, on account of busin 
To Mr. STOCKDALE, for one week, on account of important business, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Claims be discharged from the further consideration of Sen- 


ate bill No. 212, for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr., and that the | 


House now proceed to consider the same. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Under an agreement that I have made, I shall 
be obliged to call for the regular order. My word is out that I shall 
do so, and therefore I must object to the gentleman’s request. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The regular order | 


is the call of the States and Territories for the introduction of bills and 
resolutions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
privileged report. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen may be 


permitted to hand in their reports to the Clerk in the usual manner, 
instead of having the committees called. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a day on which the committees are 
called for reports. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I make the same request with reference to 
the introduction of bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina f[Mr. HEmp- 
HILL] asks unanimous consent that the call of the States and Terri 
tories for the introduction of bills and resolutions may be dispensed 


with, and that gentlemen having bills or resolutions to introduce may | 
be permitted to file them with the Clerk for reference to the proper | s* 


committees. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CRAIN. I object. 

DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a priv- 
ileged report from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, that re- 
port is rather a lengthy one, and there is also a very lengthy report 
from the minority of the committee on this resolution. It has been 
suggested that perhaps members would like to examine these report 
before they take action in the matter. I therefore ask unar { 
sent that the further reading of this report be dispensed with, and that 
both the majority and minority reports be printed in the REcorD, and 
be brought up to-morrow morning for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwould suggest to the gentleman that he ascertain 
the wishes of the gentlemen presenting this report, as well as the views 
of the minority. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I made the suggestion at the ixstance of the gen- 
tleman who presented the minority report, I will state to the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 





I will state to the House that I make this request at the instance o 
a member of the committee who has charge of the minority report, 
who informed me that this arrangement would be agreeable to the gen- 


tleman from Georgia. 
The SPEAKER. But there is no minority report. 
Mr. TAULBEE. The minority of the committee 
and I ask that both be printed in the REcorD, 


bmit a report, 
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1 members of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
r r 1e views of the m rity report on the resolution intro 
‘ edt a LBEE on March 19, 1888, requesting the Postmaster-General to 
t House a tabulated ter nt of t ‘ illowed postmasters 
e f Kentu 1 rt 4 < 1583, submit the 
j 1854, the compe ition of postmasters of the class th 
] c y oO I I aatt I owl rates 
t l att Ss} tive « es in each quarter of the 
rtion for y period less than a rter, namely : 
xceeding $100, 60 per cent. ; but tmaster at whose 
‘ arrive regularly between the hours of 9 o’clock at night 
clock in the morning may be allowed 70 per cent. on the first $1°0; on 
‘ d above $100 a1 t exceeding $400, 50 per cent. ; on any sum 
< é i but not e) eding $2,400, 40 per cent.; ona sum over 
wo 2 1, pr led n of postmas 
t i i sal ] of « led into five 
< By t ame act the of t id fifth classes 
\ lows, nar 5 
‘ of the third « s t , i not less than 
as af ie ateeeen ent $1,000 and not less 
than $10 ! I soft fifth « stor 0 
i 1 of t ed act th ul was required 
1 two years, and in special cases, upon satisfactory represen- 
tat . 1 1 oftener as he may deem expedient, and readjust, on the bas 
ol ‘ ‘ on, the salary signed by him to any « e 
‘ eri iave been the thods of applying the act of 1864 adopted by 
t t r-General, it soon became apparent that the efficiency of the 
‘ equired that tl pensation of postmasters of the low 
‘ l be more definitely fixed than was provided by the act of 1864. 
| h this end the postal law of June 12, 1866 ction 8), amended the 
i liow 
That w 1 the quarterly ret 3 of any postmaster of the third, 


f und 1 class show that the salary allowed is 10 per cent. less than it 









“ a ~ 3 ler thes of 1854 n ympensation, 

t i ill review and readjust u he provisions of 
E t See United States Statutes at Large, volut re 60.) 

rhea o lar« 1s I s sul ntially that 1aster-General 

idjust t la s of postmast of the third, fifth classes 
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e with the prior laws cited above, whose salaries had not there- 



















t been readjusted, and who had made sworn returns of receipts and busi- 
nes r re istment, or who made quarterly returns in « f ty to the then 
< r atic wing that the sala llowe is 10 per cent 
< l ha I n pon the basis of com ions under the act of 
l rid ljustment to be in accordan with the mode presented by section 
s ‘ tof June 12, 1866, but only to be made “upon a written application 
{ post ter or lat« pos t esen ve entitied to 
See Unit tates 8 volume 22, page 487 
ie Post General for L887 shows that the applications for 
ré t I ct « lar 1883, filed with him lreviewed mber 
tt at rt 21,573 had been allowed, amounting to 
1 the said rej < ers of said claims have been passed, « 
AS V ar formed, some of which were allowed and the remainder rejected. 
Sche es oft la sso allowed have from time to time been presented to Co: 
t F reasury, and appropriations have been made to 
the N utements, however, of the disallowed claims havy« 
be I ‘ contained in the report of the Postmaster-Ger 
era ove refe ly states in the aggregate the number of claims 
a ,¢ 1. 
I part of the history of the transactions covered by the foregoing acts 
t t Post-Office Department under every administration adopted a m 
Y i rule of construction against postmasters in its interpretation of said act 


ijority report is devoted to the discussion of the decisions of the courts 
i orney-General on the legal questions which have from 
i to t e grown out of the contention incident to the restrictive policy of 
the Post-Office Department in its readjustment of the claims of postmasters. 
These questior n no wise involved by the resolution under considera- 
tion, which simply prefers a request to the Postmaster-General to transmit to 
the House a tabulated statement of the disallowed claims, Why should this be 
refused It is not contended by the majority that any of these claims were 
lulent, frivolous, or unws ted; but, on the other hand, it appears that 























e presented in good fa 





t . 
We deny the correctness of proposition that the act of 1886 precludes them 
fix s edress as against clerical error or miscalculation or other erroneous 
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Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 10453) to authorize the ap- 
ment of assistant Secretary of the Navy; which was referred 
> Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 











REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY submitted the following resoultion: 








Whereas at this time there seems to be no probability of uge at this 
session of Congress « bill (HL R. 1) to redu ixati iplify 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue; and , 

Whereas there is a large surplus in the Treasery which is daily accumulating 
to the detriment of general business, and which tends to the contraction of the 


circulating medium of the country; and 

Whereas the uncertainty as to whether said bill in its present shape will ever 
bec > law, is,to say the least, great, almost certainly not in time to give the 
reli demanded; and 














Whereas the late unfortunate and ilwar made an « rmous 
and ly increasing pensix t i 
ereas the success of the armik le pos and se- 
< the accun at 1 of large | at L ¢ porate liortunes i v t 
cc ry: Therefore, 
resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be, and is hereby, in- 
d, at the earliest practicab) to report to this House for its consider 
ation a bill or bills, first, repealing « aWs } viding for internal-revenue tax 
on,and removing all of said taxes except that now collected upon spirit 


} ollection of the s: second, providing for the levy a 


he levy and e 
of a graduating tax upon rporations, associations, 
of $,000 and upwards per annum 
voted exclusively to the payment of pens 
ts not manulactured or produced 
ports of the United States free of all import 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I riset 


der at all 


tilled in whole or in part from grain, and upon malt liquors, and providing f 
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that all articles 
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even lor reierence ? 





ask whether it is in order at all und 
The SPEAKER. The State has bee and the gentlen has 
the right to introduce the resolution, or a resolution upon any subject 


ever which the House has jur 
Che resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced the following resvlution: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, June 26, be set apart, immediately after the reading 
of the Jor for t < ration of bills reported from the Committee on 





the Territories in such or ich committee may designate 1¢ debate upo 





bil i ) t i bevond one hour; and aftersuch debate the v 
shall t taken pon nll amendment and then on the final passageof the bill 
without ot r intervening business; and the session of that day shall continue 


until the House shall adjourn 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the reference of the resolution to the Con 
mittee on the Territories, 
Mr. COX This properly goes to t 


1e Committee on Rules 











The SPEAKER. It goes to the Co ee Rules, but the gentle- 
man moves to refer it to the Committee on the Territories. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I move to id by striking out ‘‘ Territories ”’ 





rule this would go to that committee, 
man from Illinois is not adopted. 





if the motion of the ¢ 


Mr. DING 





order ? 





I 
The SPEAKER. The amendment is in order 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The motion as amended was agreed to. 
The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Rules. 


RETIRED-LIST FOR P 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 10454) to amend an act en- 


I 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commis- 


sioned officers of the United States Army who have served fora period 





of thirty years or upwards;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Comn le 





ittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent | pointed to class 1 and forty-five to class 2 of said force; and a sum sufficient for 
a ore : ; hle which prec i » anneal . the compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, of the increase force 
to have read the nee which p ecedes the resolution. herein authorized, at the rates now paid to like grade and services on said force, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I object. and for their equipment, is hereby appropriated. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I think that under the agreement which has Sec. 2. That the sum of $15,600 is hereby appropriated for the purchase of a 
lot and the erection and furnishing of a station-house in northeast Washington 
by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


been made, I shall be obliged to object to everything exc pt that which 





is privileged. See, 3. That the sums appropriated by this act shall be paid out of any money 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will read the reso- | in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and out of the revenues of the Dis- 
lution ; trict of Columbia in equal parts, 
tion 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard in opposi- 
4 lred, That Thursday, July 5, Saturday, July 7, Monday, July 9, Tuesday, sition to the pending bill. 
=e we ine aoe ¥ ily ll — page oe yan _ as = the eee The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to know whether the gentle- 
1ereby, set apart for the consideration of pension bills other than private pen- . ‘ |e - S s ; 2.) . Cees 
sion bills, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in such order as man jrom South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], chairman of the Comunit 
said committee may direct, except that the first bill for consideration shall be | tee on the District of Columbia, desires to be heard? 
rr e bill (H.R = ae _ . mw . a a —— = of pensions, and Mr. HEMPHILL. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio 
he second bill sha e 1 il ». 15 or 1@ payment of dependent pensions, an R é 54 
as reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions with amendments; and propos e to consum< J , ae . 
{ order shall begin immediately after the morning hour on each of said days, Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam recognized in my own right, I believe. 
ao sanies ‘ take the place of bills for the raising of revenue nor general ap-| Mr, HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say to the gen- 
ee | tleman from Ohio th: re snow it his object is, < ril 
is es ‘ , . tlem: i 1at I presume I know what his object is, and I wiil 
The SP I 2. The resolutior be referred tc eC } ee x oad : . : oe 
. SPEAKER, The resolution will be referred to the Committee | jaye no objection to his printing in the Recorp what he desires. 
on nUuies, , {POS VEREN > ‘ . > . Oo? 2 > ing i 
Mr. GRQSVENOR. I ask that the preamble and resolution may be Mr. GRO: VENOR. J have the floor on the pending bill. 
‘ : ‘ — ~ ne The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. 
rinted in the RECORD . : 5 2 
Printed 1D The HAAORD. | Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman desires to put in the Recorp 


The SP <ER. The resoluti ine been re ill be printe ; . : : ; ; 
a BAK ~ rhe resolution having b 4 ad gyi be prin - what he sends to the Clerk’s desk, I will not object. The Committee 
nN . rOR > oO tlema . . POSVEN > asks 7 . am ° . 
on tae RECORD. aon rane aa . sy fe ~ 1 in Senge aSKS | on the District of Columbia has not had a Monday now for two months, 
unanimous consent that the preamble also be printed in the RECORD. and I wish to get on with the public business. 


@ ere jection? The (Chai ATs > . rena : 
is there objection? The Chair hears none. Mr. GROSVENOR. Almost anybody will grant generous conces- 
Mr. HOOKER. Iobject to the printing of the preamble; let the | .:,,, when he can not help himself 
solutic . j » : or =" ais ; ogy Tr ° ° 
resolution be printed. _ =e Se Mr. HEMPHILL. I did not object to your printing it before. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the objection of the gentle- | yyy GROSVENOR. Iam not holding the gentleman from South 
as Mississippi — or" late. Mf Saale __ | Carolina personally responsible atall. But I have this to say, Mr. Chair- 
Mr. HOOKER. rose to object as soon as the Chair stated the re- | man. that for a long time the Representatives here on this floor have 
A aes od eo thought it wise and best to call attention to a set ef facts in connection 
Che SI ae K ER. Upon that statement of course the Chair recog- | with the general subject of pension legislation. So it was thought 
nizes the objection. proper to state a few facts from the record of the Fiftieth Congress, and 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will not | we thought it was little to ask in the crowding of bills and business on 
do so di courteous a thing as to object. He does not know what the | this House we should be allowed quietly to have those facts published 
preamble is. rhe mere fact that the word ** pensions ”’ has been men- | in the Journal of this House. Instead of that we were met by a per- 
tioned ought not to rouse him to indignation. ' emptory refusal, giving us no consideration whatever. . 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; let it go in. I do not charge the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] 

Mr. ROGERS, I renOw the objection. with making objection; but it comes from that side of the House, and 

The SPEAK ER. The objection is renewed. Y is evidence of an earnest determination on their part that we should 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I withdraw the preamble and resolution. | not be heard. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. So, sir, I wish to discuss the merits of this bill. [Laughter.] Now 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | here is a bill brought in on this 11th day of June, when this House has 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. | been in session during the constitutional period since the first Monday of 
6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River | last December, when all the great measures connected with the interests 
at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr.; when the Speaker signed the | of the country are crowded aside in order to increase the police force 
game. of the Disirict of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | What has become of the demand that the overburdened Treasury 

Mr. CLARK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence on shall be depleted? What has become of that storm of financial disas- 
account of important business. ter which we were told by the President was going to sweep away all 

POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | the material interests of thecountry? What has become ofall the other 
ere. aiieren of tatty See Sep : nee ec . ~~. | great questions we have had pressed upon our attention? We are ap- 

The SPEAKER. me of the ommustes on the District of Co- proaching, by every revolution of the clock, the time when the appro- 
lumbia is now in order. The gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. priations will cease. The end of the fiscal year is coming, and yet we 


rMP 7} rOcee. : . . . . ° ; ° 
HEMPHILL] will proceed. stop here to legislate in reference to an increase in the police force of 


; MP ive . » hi > 6677) to ame oon : ; : 
Mr. HEME ae I des ae aoe gor ha gear gre R. 6677) to ame nd | the District of Columbia. [Laughter.] Whether the fact that a great 
an act — f An he © to inc ee : 1e =. force of the District of | jody of very intelligent and good-natured gentlemen of Democratic 
Columbia, and for other purposes,”’ approved January 31, 1853, and for | committees are now about to invade the District of Columbia has any- 


other purposes. thi = : : ; Pe ad 
TRoApRATE . ee ‘ : iing to do with hurrying up the increase in the police force of the 
The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole on the state | pistriet of Columbia, the reorganization and strengthening of that po- 
of the Union. | lice force, I know not [laughter]; but I am opposed to the passage of 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of | ,p i pi] under these circumstances 

the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further ae : * al al . . , . 

‘ > > sess or s Te ave bee in- 

‘onsideration of the bill, and that it be now considered in the House From time to time during this session of Congress there have been in 

: a pee SVENOR i ol renee , Se. | troduced into the House a number of biils, the titles of which I ask the 
Mr. GROS VENOR. TL object. ‘ : Clerk to read for my personal benefit. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I movethat the House go into Committee of the | The Clerk read as follows: 

Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 8 sees eee ” i ‘ : H pitt aone 
TY > : - . 2 . . . a aU, » a ouse bill 5068, to amenc 1e€ ac orthe arrears of pensions; ouse Di USO, 
The motion was agre ed to; the re being ay es 83, noes 10, : | to provide a hearing in pension cases; House bill 4952, to amend the law as to 
Che House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | the commencement of pensions; House bill 5623, to amend the law relative to 

(Mr. Crisp in the chair), and proceeded to the consideration of the bill | pensions; House bill 5642, to regulate evidence in pension cases; House bill 


> pane . ; : er 66 : cae : -., | 0674, to grant pensions to dependent soldiers; House bills 5036 and 5678, to amend 
(H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the police the acts granting pensions; House bill 5627, to increase the rate for total disa- 


force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ approved | bility in pension cases; House bill 5637, to increase the rate of pension for loss 
January 31, 1883, and for other purposes. of both bande: House eile 65v0, 7 — a, to grant servien pensions to sol- 
1 " oATAN ml a ae ie ‘ S44 ° ’ diers of the war of the rebellion; House)ill 5655, to extend the act of 1886 as to 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the W hole ON | pensions; House bill 1633, as to accrued pensions; House bill 4277, to allow re- 
the state of the Union, and the business under consideration is the | jected pension cases to be appealed to the supreme court of the District of Co- 
bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the po- lumbia; House bill 1751, to repeal limitations on the time of filing applications 
lice force of tl ; District of Col bia. and fi the aceediees SF ia for pensions; House bills 1318, 1330, 1359, 1377, 1384, 1545, 1556, 1717, 1728, 1751, 1824, 
sice force OF the District OF Volumbia, and for other purposes,“ ap~ | 3350, and 3429, to repeal the limitation on arrears of pensions; House bill 1724, to 
proved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes, which the Clerk will | grant arrears of pension in cases of total disability; House bills 1453, 3348, 4339, 
read. | and 4543, to grant pensions in cases of loss of limb; House bills 1457 and 3399, to 
The Clerk read as follows: grant pensions in cases of special-act pensions; House bills 1381 and 1722, to in- 

16 Clerk read as follows: crease the pension of minor children ; House bills 1379, 1380, 1499, 1505, 1688, and 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “‘An act to increase the police force of | 1728, relative todependent pensions; House bills 1823, 1996, 3396, and 3430, to regu- 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 31, 1883, is | late evidence in pension cases; House bill 1572, to grant pensions to soldiers 
hereby amended so as to authorize the commissioners of said District to in- | disabled after enlistment and before muster; House bills 1329, 1379, 1392, 1454, 
crease said force to eleven lieutenants, thirty sergeants, three hundred and | 1505, 1559, 1744, 1759, 3262, 3355, and 4413, to grant pensions to disabled dependent 
forty-five privates, nineteen station clerks, nine laborers, and the number of | soldiers; House bill 1421, to establish a uniform grade of rating for pensions; 





mounted men to thirty-five, as they may deem necessary, provided that forty- | House bill 3347, to grant pensions to persons not mustered into the United 
five of the increase in the number of privates hereby authorized shall be ap- | States service; House bills 1362, 1784, 3249, 4356,and 4411, to increase the rates 
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1420, to pension prisoners of war; House bill 7736, to ir . tes for “ 
limb; House bills 7758 and 7792, to increase rates for loss ght; He 
8061, to restore pensions to widows of second husbands; House | s ; i 
8360, to allow pensions in cases of loss of limb; House | 1688, 1 tive to p 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. These bills, Mr. Chairman, w introduced 
nearly allof them, during the earlier part of the months of January a 
February last, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this H 
up to this time have reported back House. bills numbered 1422, 1333, 
1420, 1688, and 1537, as well as possibly a few 
failed to find the record in the time that I have devoted to t ren. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a petition was presented to the Committee on 
Rules signed byevery Republican member of this House who was pres- 
ent, asking for an assignment of time, and respectfully calling the 
tention of the Committee on Rules to the demand that there was in 
this country for this pension legislation. That was done al 
month ago. Before that time two requests had been 
formal action of the Committee on Pensions for time to consider some, 
at least, of these important pension bills pending. Up to this time the 
Committee on Rules of this House have not assigned ¢ day nor one 
hour to the consideration of the bills fromthe Committee on Pensions 
Up to this time, while days have been given to ne 
committees, and some of them have been reinstated 
have lost, and the greatest care has been taken by the Committee on 
Rules to give some sort of consideration, some kind of attention to all 





> others of whi h I ha 











the other interests in the hands of all the other committees of the 


House, they have studiously, stubbornly, and continuously refused to | 


give to the Committee on Pensions the assignment of a single day for 
its business. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party in its platform at Chicago four 
years ago adopted this resolution: 


The grateful thanks of the American people are due to the Ur 
sailors of the war, and the Republican party stands piedged to su 
sions for all who were disabled, and for the widows and orphans of those who 
died in the war. The Republican party also pledges itself to the repeal of 
limitation contained in the arrears act of 1879, so that all inv l pensions s 
begin with the date of disability or discharge, and not with the date of their ap- 
plication. 





And the Democratic party some time afterwards adopted in the city 
of Chicago as a part of their platform and declaration that it was “in 
favor of the payment of liberal pensions to soldiers.’’ 

But unfortunately, sir, in the recent utterances of the Democrat 





party at St. Louis, after as careful an examination as I have been able | 


to give to their public declarations made at that convention, there has 
been no reference and no suggestions whatever that the Democratic 
party in the future proposes to carry out the promises then so strongly 
made to the soldiers of the country. 

Step by step while in the several States they have been puttin 
these declarations in their platform, step by step they have reached : 
position of absolute silence in their national declarations on this sub- 
ject. And so itis that the soldiers of this country are be ng doubt- 
ful as to whether this Congress proposes to give them any hearing or 
any consideration whatever upon this great subject. 


| so far as the record goes, and I am 
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was pouring into the nation’s lap a stream of goid and silver that he) ped 
» wipe from her fair face every e of an unnatural rel on Her 
ons are the true pioneers, t vanguard of civ ition The queen 
city of the West, robed in purple and fine linen b er er Utah 
Montar d, Idaho, ¢ o, and Arizon will bear t timony to tl 
hono r enterpris¢ i manhood. Ifthe gentleman will quit the 
j ywship of | 1 La i ¢ umberlain, and tut his back 
ipon the C n », upon t I rings of Wall eet and Le 
do a W p to pa a1 ( uni that i shall 
coined on t terms and cone ‘ ith her sister metal, it will 
not i in | 1 to con 1 ¢ e pau of her population 

[ his no words to express my gratitude to the gentleman from New 
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Pp 1 On taril I} ive the « I y rt tl iments 
on Nevada and her Representative constitute the only part of it that 


will ever be read by the American people. 


| have heard and read that the gentleman was the wit, the humorist 








of Congress, but it is only lately that I am convinced of it 

1 remember that in the Forty-fourth Congress, when Mr. | e al- 
laded to him as the gentleman who was in the habit of delivering « 
peech on the floor of this House and printing an entirely different one 
in the RECORD, his witty retort was, ‘*‘ How] on, you hyena from Maine.”’ 
When Ben Butler *‘shooflied’’ into silence [laughter] the bantam of 
the Der racy, people had reason to be ve that he would forever ceas« 
to sal 

He le ling ) the gentleman from Missi i 
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a ‘ f +} } } { , } >} 
tati St name of the humble member from evacda ior his l 
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The gentleman claims to have more charity for me than for Mr. But 





TERW rH on the ground of that gentleman’s superior knowledge. I 
wonder how he found this out [ do not claim to be the peer of one of 
the first « rs of the country who signalized himself by his splendid 
h on the tariff question. But I claim to bea better lawyer than 

t ren from New Yor rif his name were mine I would never 
| permitted it to become t ibject of eriticism before this grave 
laugust body. |Laughter.| Ican not afford to follow his example, 

l ll therefé refrain from defining or di ting it in the interest 

f science and humani 

As ignorant as he makes me, I have read ancient and modern, sacred 


+ y . mY mash 4 > +h, + } y , , * . , . 
and proliant history, and I fail to find that the name of Cox was ever 
ited 1 a worthy or conspicuous achievement. 
4] ‘ 4 ‘oa . 
God Almigh 1H nite wisdom, never destined for 


ian bearing thename of Cox. [Laughter.] Iconcede 
d his long ser 





rovement in the breed. 


f 
he gentleman, nettled by the exposure of his fifteen long years of 








membership in the Cobden Club, can make no better defense of his con- 
luct than by revealing to the « try the interesting discovery that the 
way to tell a true colt is by his ‘‘ handsome eye and graceful figure,”’ 
which is a virtual admission that he is not one of that blood. Hesays 
they e O’Callaghans, the Murphys, the O’Connors, the O’Shaug 
! the Sullivans, and the O’N« and that the Argles and the 
xons are ‘‘the mud of all races,’’ and that I must bea spawn of Crom 
1 and his confiscators. 
Che country is not at all concerned about my ancestors. I know I 


am not. But I propose to prove by better authority than he has ad- 
duced for a reduction of tariff that his opinion of Cromwell and the 
t] ‘rgone an almost miraculous 


\nglo-Saxons must have recently und 
is a work entitled The Buckeye Abroad, or Wanderings 

















1 Europe and the Orient, the author of which is 8.8. Cox. It was 
published in Cincinnati in 1854, when the gentleman was thirty years 
old his judgment was fully matured and when he had the repu- 
ta ing a rip holar and a leading Democrat. 

I found this most int ing volume by accident in the Ohio school 
library. I havetriedin urchaseacopy of this precious volume. 





}} } 


Some of the old books that after its author left the State of 
. 


' 
» and planted his carpet-sack in Tammany Hall he purchased and 


destroyed every issue he believed-in existence. If thisbeso I commend 











im for the act It was the pro] thing to do to commit itto the 
flames, because society might become contaminated by its perusal and 
libr ight be shunned by reason of its presence. 

J us see what his estimate s of Cromwell and the Anglo-Saxons, 
the mud of all nations,’’ before he settled in a tenement-house dis- 





trict in New York City. 


On pags 18 of this book he writes as follow 


Zt 





The cliffs of old England stand in definite outline. Light-houses and 
m test the presence of a su vilization. How many thronging 
sociatic flit through ther that here, not in fancy’s eye, but 





rome of old ¢ of 


is the little 





Spenser, and Cowper, of Chatham, and ail the host of glorious minds with 
whom so much of life has been passed. 


‘ites from Edinburgh as follows: 





On page 403 he w 





We enter the halls of kings—look at each old memento, not forgetting the 
big tarpaulin hat worn by Cr well. Lam no hero worshiper, but there 


are some peculiarities which old Noll had that tickle my fancy, if they do not 
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Now for many years this book of mine, A Buckeye Abroad, has 
been brought out against mein this House. During the war, before 
the war, since the war, it has been loaded for my chagrin. Mr. Wash- 
burne, of Illinois, used to have it in hisdesk. He used to threaten me 
with the publication of some of its extracts. These referred to th: 
colored men. Sometimes gentlemen undertook to bring up remarks 
made in the volume about the Catholic Church, etc., but I never be- 
fore had a question raised about the Sullivan family. [Laughter. ] 
It is Monsieur Tonson come again. 

[ published this book in 1851. It was of a very transient order of 
literature. It went through seven or eight editions, however; but after 
the first edition, which I found here in the Library—the gentleman 
says it is not extant, but I have found it in the Library—I did make 
some corrections as to certain gossip which I got from our consul-gen- 
eral—— 

Mr. WOODBURN. I got this copy from the Library. 

Mr. COX. Do not interrupt me; I am trying to deal gently with 
you. [Laughter.] I made certain corrections in a proper way long 
before I was in public life, long before I came to Congress, as to certain 
gossip I had repeated in this book about the cardinals and others at 
kktome. I always regretted very much that I made those statements. 

Although I was a young man at the time and had not mingled much 
with affairs, I vindicated in that book, as a young American should, 
the doctrines of our Constitution as to religious toleration. Happening 
to be in England in 1851, I heard in the House of Commons the debate 
on the ‘' Ecclesiastical titles bill.’’ This was a bill to impose a pen- 
alty on any English cardinal for takinga hat from Rome. Asan Amer- 
ican I was surprised at the intolerance exhibited in Parliament. On 
page 57 of this book I said: 

When will England learn the beautiful truths of free toleration? When will 
she leave accountability in spiritual matters to God alone? When will she 
learn the significance of the first amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States in its application to human societies of divers religionsand sects? ‘ Con- 
gress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof.” 

Following up that idea, writing at Rome, on page 138, I inveighed 
against the connection of church and state in Rome, saying: 

What I have said and shall say about the Catholic religion at Rome has ref- 
erence simply to its connection with the state, which unholy alliance, ever 
fraught with corruption to both, whether at Geneva, atCanterbury, or in Rome, 
must be deprecated by every American who is proud of his own Constitution 
and who loves its liberal principles. 

What I have said in relation to matters here might well be said by any inte!li- 
gent American Catholic. God forbid that a single blot of intolerance should 
blacken my poor pages. Ihave studied with too nice a heed the human heart 


and its relations to man and to God ever to color facts br aggravate prejudice 
where conscience is the arbiter of conduct and God alone its judge. 


So when I reached Geneva I inveighed against the connection of the | 


Presbyterian Church with the state in Geneva. I criticised portions of 
Calvin’s history in connection with the persecution of the Catholics. 

So in another part of my book I pay tribute to Ireland, as well as 
I then could, when I said: 

Catholicism is as much the religion of the Irish people as Protestantism is 
that of England. For yearsits enjoyment under such officers and in such modes 
as they might see fit has been guarantied. * * 

Into what dilemmas and absurdities will nota nation run that does not strictly 

lhere tothe most unlimited toleration, or that connects its civil with its re- 
ligious establishment? 


2 


» a * * ” * * 

England could not render Ireland more ungovernable by any other act than 
that of the last session about the ecclesiastical titles, for it strikes at her religion, 
the most sensitive part of every society. 

Let resistance, strong and steadfast, be made; and let the American people, 
Catholic and Protestant, sympathize in a movement whose object is to resist 
the most miserable intolerance that has disgraced the English statute-book 
since the time when Dissenters and Catholics alike were at the mercy of Jef- 
freys,and when conformity to the established church was a principle and a prac- 
tice at once repugnant to reason and humanity. 

The Church of England can gain nothing, but must lose much, by its coercive 
measures towards the Catholics. Persecution will do its old work by creating 
devotees around the altars of the persecuted. 

Then I went on further to discuss the effects of certain laws in Eng- 
land, commencing with premunire and coming down to the proposed 
law of ‘‘ ecclesiastical titles.’’ I then showed, as I trust, that I had a 
just conception of our principles of civil and religious liberty. Hav- 
ing been educated at a college in Rhode Island, the State founded by 
Roger Williams, and having in my veins some little of the blood of an 
ancestor who came over with Lord Baltimore, I naturally was tolerant 
of all religion. I am yet as liberal as then. 

The only trouble is that in those early days (for this book was pub- 
lished nearly forty years ago) I made some references which I after- 
ward regretted and corrected, and this is the book which is now pa- 
raded in this House to confront my statements as to the Cobden Club. 

Why, sir, is it not pitiful ? 

The gentleman should have made this speech while the general tariff 
debate was going on. 

Mr. WOODBURN. You made your speech on the last day of the 
debate. 

Mr. COX. When the bullet went in and went by, the gentleman 
did not know enough to ache when he was hurt. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WooDBURN rose, 

Mr. COX. Sit down! The gentleman is simply an incarnate sup- 
pressio veri. [Laughter.] What is that? Why, that is Irish for a 
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man who does not tell the truth all through. [Renewed laughter. ] 
The only evidence that he is an Irishman is his garrulity. Iam one, 
and like to do my part of the talking. 

Mr. WOODBURN. No, you are not. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says that for some reason I cut off the 
‘*t’’? from my middle name of Sullivan. Sir, if the gentleman will 
look at the United States court reports somewhere about 1818 he will 
find my grandfather’s name, Judge Samuel Sullivan. He was the treas- 
urer of the State of Ohio. He it was who opened the United States 
branch bank at Chillicothe, Ohio. He did it as treasurer of the State 
to get the State taxes out. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MASON. Did he open it witha jimmy? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. He was one of the most respectable burglars who ever 
entered a bank in Ohio. He figured in the great case known in early 
days in Ohio as the ‘‘crowbar case.’’? It was the famous case touching 
the State right of taxation, in which Henry Clay was engaged for the 
United States. The United States Bank refused to pay the taxes levied 
by the State. Samuel Sullivan, as treasurer of the State, went to the 
branch of the United States Bank at Chillicothe. He opened it with 
a crowbar. He took out the taxes due to the State. No ‘‘t’’ was 
dropped out of his name. I am rather glad and proud to be descended 
from and named after such a man as that. The Sullivants to whom 
the gentleman refers were very clever, elegant, scientific gentlemen. 
They were no relations of mine; I wish they were. They were of op- 
posite politics, but voted forme. I never should have dropped a ‘‘t”’ 
if I had been born into that family. 

The gentleman from Nevada, as I said, had not sense enough to ache 
at the properdime. He did not know he was hurt. For four weeks 
he has been going all over this town, inside and outside of this House, 
and in all sorts of places, saying that he was going in some wild way 
to consume me. He has been reading his speech to reporters and mem- 
bers. 

Mr. WOODBURN. I never did so. 

Mr. COX. My friend says he knows more lawthanIdo. Possibly 
he does. I have sent for a copy of Blackstone to refresh my legal 
knowledge. Here is a little passage of Blackstone. It has reference 
to the grand jury: 


When the grand jury have heard the evidence, if they think it a groundless 
accusation, they used formerly to indorse on the back of the bill ‘‘ Ignoramus,”’ 
or ‘* We know nothing of it,’’ intimating that though the facts might possibly be 
true, that truth did not appear to them. 


{ Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Nevada misinterpreted my remark about the 
spawn of Cromwell, I did not mean it in the way he has interpreted 
it. I will apologize for that. My speech does not bear a personal re- 
flection as to his being one of the spawn. 

The gentleman has undertaken to speak against my family and my 
name. It was he who first paraded the personalities before the House. 
It was he who made this personal attack on me in my absence, and 
before I said aught of him. 

If, sir, he were indicted by a grand jury in this country—indicted 
for intelligence and for telling the whole truth—for he only suppresses 
the truth (I do not say he lies, for he can not do that), his offense is 
only that of a suppressio veri. If, then, he were indicted for intelli- 
gence, ete., and the grand jury should insist on the old custem referred 
to in Blackstone, would they not write on the back of the indictment 
‘‘Tgnoramus?’’ Would it not be a very proper way of disposing of 
the indictment. [Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, I am ever so sorry to have said anything about Nevada at 
all. We all know what Nevada is. The gentleman said there was not 
enough money in New York to buy Nevada. Well, I guess the price 
must have risen a little. [Laughter.] I donot know much about 
Nevada except that a great mistake connected with our civil polity is 
that we have a State of that size in our Uniog, for it despoils the 
beauty of our structure and system of Government. Does it not seem 
irrational to plain people that a State with only forty-odd thousand 
population should be able to offset the State of New York or the State 
of Pennsylvania in the Senate of the United States? We know without 
saying it, exactly how Nevada is run, and by whom, and what for. 

When the gentleman from Nevada began this attack on me I was 
not present. I wish I had been. I would have disposed of it right 
off. Gentlemen on the other side, as stated in the REcorD, laughed at 
the gentleman’sremarks. They laughed at him and perhaps with him. 
But it was only the kind of laughter we read of in the Scripture. It 
was ‘‘the crackling of thorns under a pot.’? What kind of laughter is 
that? Let the gentleman read up his bible. It will not hurt him; let 
him commence at Genesis and go clear through to Revelations. Let 
him find out just what kind of a man it is whose laughter is ‘‘ like the 
crackling of thorns under a pot.’’? I would not indulge in unparlia- 
mentary Janguage, and therefore I will notsay anything further about 
that. 

I have said that the gentleman is an incarnate suppressio veri. And 
why? Because when he gave to this House a statement of the mem- 
bers of the Cobden Club he deliberately (if he knew anything about 
that club and its membership) suppressed the names of nearly forty 
prominent Republicans of this country who were its members. Did 
not the gentleman know that they were connected with that club ? 
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strictions on the traffic than at present. It will be remembered by 
gentlemen that early in the session the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia asked a change of reference for these bills from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia tothe Committeeon the Alco- 


holic Liquor Traffie. made at the time that 
uld be tosuppress these 
bills, thechairman cf the District Committee assured the House that these 
bills would not be suppressed by the Committee on Alcoholic Liquors, 
but would be reported at an early date for action by the House. Four 
months have elapsed since that assurance was given, and not one of 
these bills relating to the liquor traflic in the District of Columbia and 
endeavoring to put some wholesome restriction upon it, not even the 
bill providing for a commission for the purpose of investigating this 
whole subject, or a bill which came from the Senate upon this subject, 
has up to this hour been reported for action in this House. I do not 
know whether my friend, the chairman of this committee, spoke by au- 
thority when he assured the House that these bills would be promptly 
reported and opportunity for action given, but four months have elapsed, 
as I have already said, and these bills have been suppressed during this 
whole period. Nota single report has been made upon them, and so 
far as 1 know there is no intention to give this House an opportunity 
to act upon any of them. Iam aware that at this time it is too late 
to expect anything can be done at this session, even if the bills should 
now be reported. But it does seem to me that soimportanta subject 





And when a suggestion ws 


practically the effect of this chan 





ge ol! relerence w 





| as this, one having reference to the welfare of the homes and the peo- 


bills or any other bills referred to them having in view the subject to 
which I am alluding, but they have been allowed to sleep, as others 
have sl \usolute indifference and neglect, and I might add 
v ‘ ess and utter disregard of duty on the part of 
1 

I I | { on ng the thought and active ent l 

h I of thousan four people of all ages and political beliefs. 
it { estion that ( il « y one political party. It isin | 
no yer . political or partisan question. It is not confined to 
the Democratic party alone, though I confess and hesitate not to assert, 
1 Democratic party by its neglect of this legislation and by its plat- 
Jorm utteran es has planted itself as the foe of progres ive thought on 
this line, and that on the contrary, what has been done in the North- 
ern State east, in the direction of prohibitory reform, so important 
to individi ind political life, has been done exclusively by the Re- 
publican part 

Now, sir, if it is not wise to-day, asa matter of Congressional action, 
to pass a law prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District 
of Columbia, let some other measure or enactment be considered and 
passed tha ill have a tendency at least to restrict the sale, and there- 
by necessarily curtail the evils of the saloon traffic in the city of Wash- 
ingion. Why,sir, one of these bills to which I have called attention 
only seeks to prohibit the sale of liquors within two blocksof any pub- 
lic-school building in the , and also within the same distance or 
Government buildings in which persons are employed in the Govern- 
ment service, and even this bill, so reasonable and humane in its pro- 
vi is, hi en neglected as have all of the others. 

, 1 make this prediction: If this House and its committees by this 


neg ct, this repeated neglect of these bills, this closing 


as it were, to the voice of appeal coming up from the people all over 
this country for legislation looking to an abatement of the crying evils 
resulting from the saloon business, the Democratic party, with ali its 
now vaunting defiance of the temperance sentiment of the land, will— 


: 


of their doors, 


aside from and independent of any other question affecting its suprem- 
acy—find itself facing within its own circles such a volume of sentiment 
as will drive it to action in harmony with the growing sentiments pre- 
vailing among the people, or refusing to do this, will hurl it from power. 


What we ought to have at once is acurtailment of the number of the 
places where liquorsare sold in the city of Washington. Go where you 
wi hroughout the city and in every square not exclusively of resi- 
dences you find saloons, and in many squares every other door isa 
drinking place. Go,if you please, to the vicinity of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government, and you will find these places in large num 
bers, while in all parts of the city they are planted near by the home, 
the school, and the church—a constant and widespread menace and 
curse to the best hopes and prospects of life. On the question of the 
good order, the peace of the community, every man knows that saloons 
breed, as the natural result of the traflic, a spirit of boisterousness, 
lawlessness, and crime. Why not, then, as a matter of sensible and 
practical police regulation, enact a law that will reduce the number 
of these places? Iam in favor of beginning this work at the earliest 
date, and while believing in prohibition as the correct principle to be 
applied, I am willing to do the next thing that may promise to the peo- 
ple of the District relief from this monstrous evil. 

When I consider the harmfulness of this traffic, the increasing stream 
of woes flowing from it; the damage done the state, the destruction of 
character, of intelligence, of honorable citizenship, the burdens inci- 
dent to it; when I consider, as I often do, the danger, growing more 
and more apparent, that this liquor traffic will, unless restrained, gain 
such further foothold in the political control of our States until it dom- 
inates everything, I wonder most profoundly how intelligent, consci- 
entious legislators can for a moment hesitate as to the wisest thing 
be done. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, we may now treat 
lightly the demands coming to us for reform in this particular; but be 
not deceived, the day is not far distant when the liquor traffic as now 
carried on will be trampled under foot of the sovereign people of Amer- 
ica, Who are even now preparing their feet for the glorious march. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is very 
simple, and it is scarcely necessary to go further into an explanation 
of it than to read the bill itself. The object is simply to provide in 
this city for a number of police matrons in order that when females 


4 
LO 


are arrested and taken to the guard-houses they may have some one of 


their own sex to examine and take care of them until they are dis- 
missed or put into prison. I do not know that any other remarks are 
necessary——— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to have a few minutes on this bill. 

wr. HEMPHILL. Then I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to call the attention 
of the House to the subject to which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUBLE] has alluded. The gentleman has referred to the fact that 
at least four bills were introduced and early in the session referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, having reference to the al- 


ple of this District, should not be smothered from session to session in 
committee and no opportunity given for Congress to place some whole- 
some restrictions upon that traffic, which in this District, which we are 
specially responsible, as well as in other parts of the country, is carry- 
ing destruction wherever it goes. 

[ trust, Mr. Chairman, and itis the sole object I have in view at 
this time in calling attention to the matter, that not simply the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, in whose jurisdiction matters re- 
lating to the District of Columbia ought to belong, but that the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, of which my friend from Ohio is 
chairman, will give this House an opportunity to act upon these meas- 
ures. I wish now, before I take my seat, to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, who is present, whether any 
action has been taken on these bills which four months ago were re- 
ferred to that committee, and about which assurance was given by the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia that the bills 
would not be smothered, but that they would be promptly reported 
to this House for such action as the House might think proper. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat. I would like to ask the gentleman if they have not 
prohibition in the State of Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am addressing myself now to the question of 
these bills referred to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

Mr. ROMEIS. You are complaining that the bills have not been 
reported. I ask if you have prohibition in the State of Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have. 

Mr. ROMEIS. The record shows that in a few years you arrested 
in one city alone 10,689 men for drunkenness. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh,no! The arrests fordrunkenness in the State of 
Maine are far less in proportion to the population than they are in most 
the States—only four to a thousand population annually, taking the 
State asa whole. And in Maine we arrest all persons who appear in- 
toxicated on the streets—not simply those who are disorderly, as in 
many other places. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. RowE 1] five minutes, or such time as he may need. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only rise to defend the District Committee from 
any charge of dereliction of duty in this regard. The District Com- 
mittee has a very large amount of work before it. The action of the 
House has deprived that committee of at least five days it was entitled 
to in order to get along with its legislation. The committee has never 
shirkedany duty. The committee has the courage to bring forward any 
matter thatoughtto be legislated about. But there is a committee ofthis 
House having no other business than that of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 
As a member of that committee, while perfectly willing to engage in a 
complete revision of the liquor laws of the District of Columbia, I still 
believe that a committee having but one duty belore it can more intel- 
ligently enter upon the investigation and the preparation of legislation 
fit for the District, and would be more apt to get consideration for such 
a measure. A member of the District Committee is a member and 
perhaps chairman of the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. It 
was his belief that that committee was legitimately entitled to consider 
these questions; and therefore with no desire to shirk any responsibility 
and a perfect willingness to do everything that was required of it and 
consider everything referred to it, the matter was referred to the House 
for its consideration as to which was the proper and legitimate com- 
mittee to consider this question. By a vote of the House all these bills 
were referred to that committee, and from that time, therefore, the 
District Committee has considered none of them. If the House orders 


coholic liquor trafic in this District, with a view of imposing more re- | the bills taken from the committee where they now are and referred to 
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on the state of the Union be discharged from its further consider 
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ARREARS OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL I now call up joint resolution S. R. 42, extend- 
ing the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to arrears of taxes 
in t District of Columbia,’’ approved March 3, 1887. 

rhe resolution was re follows 

I ved, ele., Thatth sof the act of Congre entitled “An act re- 
] to arrears of taxes trict of Co ipproved M s" 
be i the saine hereby are, extended so as to apply to all weneral taxes in 
rears on the Ist day of July, 1888, and to all special assessments du e Di ‘ 
of Columbia, and which may be paid on before said Ist day of July 378 


‘The amendments of the Committee on the District of Columbia were 


read, as follows: 





» in same line strike out ‘*‘ July 


Mr. HHEMPHILL. This resolution continues the provisions of an 
act passed March 3, 1887, providing for the payment of arrears of taxes 
within a certain time. It has been in operation one year, and under 
it a great deal of money has come into ed District treasury, and the 


commissioners think by an extension of that act a great deal more will 


“<i to, and the joint 


The amendments of the committee were ag 
re ution as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 





cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Ir. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconside1 
be laid on the table. 

Phe latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7647) 
to incorporate the Georgetown and Tenallytown Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia. 

e SPEAKER. That bill is in the Committee of the Whole House 


( he state of the Union. 


‘ HEMPHILL. I move that the Committee of the Whole House 





ation, 
tlt it be considered in the House. 
Vir. BURROWS. Ithink it should be considered in the committ 
It | take but a moment. 

[r. HEMPHILL. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
‘ ering that bill. 

motion was agreed to. 
e House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
( e state of the Union, Mr. McCREARy in the chair. 
MPHILL. I move that the first reading of the bill for in- 
n be dispensed with. 
e motion was agreed to 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I move now that the bill be read for amend- 








Clerk read as follows: 
enacted, etc., That John W. Thompson, Richard H. Goldsborough, William 
a nopson, Henry H. Dodge, W. K. Ryan, Osceola C. Green, and Norval W 





ll.of the District of Columbia; Arthur E. Bateman, 'T. W. Pearsall, and 

ey Durand, of the city and State of New York; and Nathaniel W. Bowe 

John A. Co of th ty of Richmond, State of Virginia,and their 

ueccessors, and assigns, be, and they are hereby, created a body corporat 

under the name of the Georgetown and Tena ilytown Railway Company of the 
t { t of Columbia, with authorit ! 





assoc 


y to construct and lay down a single or 
‘ track railway, with the necessary switches, turn-outs, and other mechan- 
ievices for operating the same by cable or electric power for carrying pas- 

ers in the District of Columbia from the Potomac River near High street, 
ialong High street in Georgetown to the Tenallytown road, and along 








tie side of the said road te the District li ne; also the privilege of laying such con- 
‘ s beneath the surface of Water street for the purpose of conveying or com- 
uric ating power from any suitable pointalong said Water street to said Hig! 
reel, as iy be found necessary, and subject to the approval of the Commis- 


softhe Distr ict of Columbia: Provided however, That such conduits shall be 
is not toimpairthe surface ofsaid Waterstreet for trafficand wagon travel 
he foregoing route or routes may coincide with the duly authorized 
r e or routes ofotherduly incorporated street railway companies inthe District 
‘ imbia, either or both companies may use the said track when necessary ; 
din such case they may use such tracks in common, upon such fair and equit- 
ie terms as may be agreed upon by said companies; and in the event said 
companies fail to agree upon equitable terms, either of said companies may ap- 
piy by petition to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which shall 
hear and determine the matter in due form of law, and adjudge to the proper 
party the amount of compensation to be paid therefor. Said corporation is ¢ 
( 
‘ 















iors 





ind empowered to prope | its ears on such other lines as it shall coin- 
ide with by cable power or such other motive power as it is authorized to use 
to propel its own cars over the routes prescribed in this act, and may repair and 
construct such portions of its road as may be upon the line or route or routes, 
of any other road thus used; and in case of any disagree ment regarding such 
construction or repairs with any company whose line is thus use a, such disa- 
greement may be heard and determined summarily upon the application of 
either road to any court in said District having common-law jurisdiction. Said 
company shali receive a rate of fare not exceeding 10 cents, 5 cents for each pas- 
senger for any distance between the termini of said railway. Said railway shall 
be constructed of good materials and in a substantial manner, with rails of the 
most approved pattern, the gauge to correspond with that of other city rail- 
roads, all to beapproved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. The 
tracks of said railway, the space between the tracks, and 2 feet beyond the outer 
rails thereof, where the streets are now paved, or shali hereafter be paved, which 
this franchise is intended to cover, shall be at all times kept by said corporation 
well paved and in good order, and on streets and roads not paved said corpor- 
ation shall keep said tracks and the space between them in good repair, at its 
own expense, and subject to the approval of the District commissioners. It 


ill be lawful for said corporation, its successo Lesions, to seally | 
and convenient trenct I t 





es and excavations 








corporations may be au rized to construct ar i ! is I 
i trenches and excavations all the n lco t « 
nery for operati said railroad in the rand by the mea 
said, Itshall also be lawful for said corpor successors, or assigns, to 





erect and maintain, at such convenient and suit a ig I 
st desirab!le to the board of directors of said corporation, and tto 




















the approval of the commissioners of the District, and engine house o uses, 
I er-house, and other buildings neccessary for the successful operation of such 
e or e« id fhe rate of speed on said road shall not exceed 
n n ra penalty of $59, recoverable by the commissioners of 
I ! court of competent jurisdiction in the District of ¢ 
bia 
Said co r before the 15th of January of each year ikea 
report to Cor ess of of all the stockholders thereinand th 
of stock held by ea« ther detailed state1 it of the receiy 
expenditures, from whatever source and on hatever account, for t a 
ng year ending December 31, which report shall be verified by alli of tl 
it and secretary of said company; and said company shall to the 
! rict of Columbia, in lieu of personal taxes, for the next ensuin er 





I of i ross earnings upon trafiie for the preceding year as shown by 
aid verilie tatement, which amount shall be payable to the coll one of tas 


tthe times and in the manner that other taxes are payab! ind s et to the 








same penalties on arrears; and the franchise and property of sa id co! 1 iny, 
both real and personal, to a sufficient amount, may be seized and sold ij 
faction thereof, as me be provided by law for the sale of other pro ty for 
t es; and said per cent. of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of all othe: 


cessments of personal taxes upon its property used solely and exclusively in the 


| operation and management of said railway. 


} 





see, 2. That the capital stock of said company sha!l be $200,009, in shares of 
each. Said company shall require the subscribers to the capital stock to pay in 
cash to the treasurer appointed by the corporators the amounts severally sul 
seribed, as follows, namely: Ten per cent. at the time of subscribing, and tl! 
balance of such subscriptions to be paid at such times and in such amounts as 
the board of directors may requir« ond we eubantiotion shall be deemed valid 
unless the 10 per cent. thereof shall be paid at time of subscribing, as reinbe 
fore provided; and if any stockholder shall refuse or neglect to pay any install- 
ment as aforesaid, or as required by a reso! ae. of the board of dire ) 
d of directors may sell at public auction, to the highest bidder, so many 
es of his said stock as shall pay said installment and t he highe dde 
shall be taken to be the person who offers to purchase the least nuniber of 
shares for the assessment due), under such general regulations as iy b 
adopted in the by-laws of said company ; but no stock shall be sold for less than 
the total assessments due and payable; or said corporation may sue and collect 
the same from any delinquent subscriber in any court of competent 





















tion. The said company shall place first-class cars on said railways, with all 
modern improvements forthe convenience and comfort of passengers, and shall 

in cars thereon as often as the public convenience may require, and ecord- 
ng to a published schedule to be filed with the District commissione d be 
approved by them, The said company may buy, lease, or construct nger- 








rooms, ticket offices, workshops, depots, and buildings as they may deem 1 


essary, at such points along its line as may be approved by 








of the District, and as the business of the railway and t! 
public may require. Whenever one-half of the said whole capital stock « 
company so subscribed, as aforesaid 
tion shall have the right to issue bonds t 


10rteiacg 








ball have beeu paid in the said 
yan amount equal to hi 
its franchise and 







subscribed, to be secured bs 



































personal. Within thirty days alter the passage 5 the snamed 
in the first section, or a majority of thein, ori fuse orn t. thena 
majority of the remainder, shall cause books of subscript l stock 
of said company to be opened and kept opened, in some con t i s 
ble place in the District of Columbia, from 9 o’clockin the forenoon till 5o’cloek 
in the afternoon, for a period to be iixed by said corporators, not less than two 
days (unless the whole stock shall be sooner subseribed for), and s 01 
tors shall public notice, by advertisement in one or more of the papers 
published in the cily of Washington, of the time when and the place where said 

oks shall be opened; aud subseribers upon said books to the capital sto 
of the company shall be held to be stockhold s: Provided. That sub- 
scriber shall pay, atthe time of subs« per cent. of t ou him 
subscribed to the tre er appointed n porators, or his sul ipt 1 
shall be null and void: Provided f rther, thing shall be receive pay 
ment of the 10 per cent., at the time of subseribi , ex tt lawful money or cer- 
t tchecks from any established national ba ing hous And when the books 
of subseription tothe capital stock of ake pans shall be ed, the cor 
ors, and in case auy of them refuse or neg ct to act thea najority of the re- 
mainder, shall, within twenty days thereafter, call the fi st meeti g of the stock- 
holders of said company, to meet within ten days thereafter, for the « of 
directors, of which meeting notice shail be given in a publie newsps: he 

hed daily in the city of Washington and by written personal notice to be 
mailed to the address of each stockholder by the clerk of the corporation; and 
im ¢ meetings of the stockholders each share shall entitle the holder to « 
vote, to be given in person or by proxy. 

Soc. 3. That the government irs of the « pal 
sha be vested in the board of ¢ vho shall be stoe} 
holders of record, and who sha ‘ar and till 1ers 





are duly elected and qualified to 't : ctors; and the 
directors (a majority of whom shali be a quorum) shall cleet one of thei 

ber to be president of the company; and | they shall also choose a vice-presi- 
dent, a secretary, and a treasurer, who shall give a bond, with surcty, to said 
company, in such sum as the said directors may require for the faithful dis 













charge of his trust. In the case of a vacancy in the boa by the 
death, resignation, or otherwise of any director, the v there- 
by shall be filled by the remaining directors. The dire ive power 





to make and prescribe such by-laws, rules, and regulations as they shall « 
needful and proper touching the disposition and management of t! 

property, estate, and effects of the com} y,not contrary to the charts 
to the laws of the United States and the« : District of Colun 
There shall be an annual meeting of the stockholders for choice « 
be held at such time and place, under such conditions, and upon suc 





rdinances of tl 








lire tors, to 








Lnotice as 





















the said company in their by-laws may prescribe; and sa lirectors shail an- 
nually make a report in writing of their doin gs to the stockholders and to the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia Said company shall have at all 
times the free and uninterrupted use of the oun > ana if y person or per- 
sons shall willfully, mischievously, and unnece ict or impede t 

passage of the cars of said rail vith a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or 


in any manner molest or interfere with pas rers or operatives while in tran- 
sit, or destroy or injure the cars of r depots, slations, or other 
property belonging to said railwa 


rsons so offending shall 








forfeit and pay for each offense no nor more than one 
hundred dollars to said company, to her fines and penalties 
of said District, and shall re:nain liab'e iaddition tosaid penalty, for any loss 
or damage occasioned by his or her or ractsas aforesaid. No person shall 


be prohibited the right to travel on the cars of said road, or ejected therefrom 
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. iw 
4 by the company’s employés f y « cause t ‘ s i ( i 
ie orderly, unclean, or contagiously diseased, or for the use of obscene or } fa 
a language, or refusing to pay the legal fare exacted, or to comply with t , 
ful general regulations of the com; ‘ The said G i Te 1 wire i it ‘ chea ) 
, town Railway Co! l have the right of way a ruilw 3 ’ ‘ t eis 
as are now in operati thin the limits of the lines gr ~ t, ar i } 
* hereby authorized to construct its said road across suc! Lys - vu Le ) ) 
i vided, That it shall not interrupt the travel of such other railways suc] I i, Tun 16 out the na Ké t ¢ t t Sell ¢ ig i 
a struction. Tl rincipal office of said company shall always be situated t their property ) uke I t up t . t the ve le 
b city of W on,and all books and papers relating to the business « Lily ie ‘an : 
- { » road be ‘ 
company e kept thereat, and open at all times to the insp 1 Ce ee 
stockhoi The meeting of stockhglders and directors shall t enefited; and believing t ! 
office. TI ook in which transfers of stock shall be recorded shall b that the bill will not pass. 
for the purpose of such transfer thirty days before the nual ¢ ’ Now. the Tennallvtown road 
Sec. 4. That the said work shall commence within « vear f the ‘ apes ae ; “a ; 
of this act,and be completed its entire distance, with switches l turn-< is One ol the most beautiful drives in the t 
and with cars running thereon forthe accommodation of pas - ins st the Preside Ss propert y ] 
three years from the date of the pass of this a a. Seer ‘ ss aa 
Sec. 5. That Congress hereby reserves to itself the right to ata ‘ : ‘ ( to those } ‘ ire t 
amend, or repeal this act, the most de tful drives around the « t was 
. ai 2 ‘ : wal ‘ aie dilee ‘ natenetion af i} trant 1 Son 4 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an am ent | eral necessity for the construction of ( I lont 
on page 3, line 49. The words ‘‘ten cents’’ where they a} » were | the at bulk of the people who can not afford t rown con\ 
stricken out by the committee, and they are printed in the bill by a I would be the very last ma 2 the world to Oue! 
mistake. I move to strike out these words. thet sno su necessity A ere ho pre ire 0 ) 
ry . . rere . ‘ : . ¥ 1 T wy tnre to < +} ++ an 1) } } oy Mhert ‘ 4 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment road. 1 '\ ire to Say that ti me! , ave Pry] y 
The Clerk read as follows: there want to construct the road to enabie aw Sei} ’ 
In line 49. page 3, strike out “ten cents oe yutside of them there is nobo wking fi lis re I do 
company shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding five cents for each passer in this th yr of constructing raliroads simply to « 
ger,”’ ete. property without there is a commercial or pul demand 
: , _ . . - . . . . : : 
Mr. HEMPHILL. That was the intention of the committee. save taken identically the same position before the Committe R 
1 rr 


The amendment was adopted. ers and Harbors. I have heard it argued, time and uin, t 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word should be taken to promote the work of improving certain str 
There are already incorporated a great many passenger railways he cause it would enhance t ilue of certain agricultural land 
and a great many of them are public necessities, and they have their | open up certa il mines or timber lat ind bring a popu 
uses: but why a railroad should be constructed out on the Tennally and develop waste } es in the countr But I have al 
town road is really a mystery to me. such arguments. I » said, let commerce come there first; le 
I can not believe and I do not believe that the demand for this road | ness ent come there; i urate 1 ng ition 
comes because of any pressure on the part of the traveling public. | ure, and when they have come, when there i lemand fo 


















There is not, out along the line of that road, a st t ver Of | pr en the stream then I t yu 

people now resident there to press upon any company, upon any set of | until t e is such a demand I am n t t 
men or syndicate of persons, the propriety of constructing a p shall be appropriated to the development ich res 
railway with a view to accommodate the traffic demand out there. I Here the hammer fe 


can not help but believe that this construction is prompted by motives The CHAI he gentleman 

of a very different character—that is that underlying the scheme some- Mr. BAYNE. Are we operating under t! 
where there is an impression prevailing that this road, if constructed, The CHAIRMAN. Weare 

or if the franchise can be acquired, will be a means whereby the value Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will yield to my friend, Mr. BAYN f J 
of certain property may be enhanced in that region with a view to draw- | am recognized 

ing population out to thatvicinity. I do not think that any man who The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. B 


1 


owns no property there would, as a financial investment, put any money ks unanimous consent that the gentleman fr 

into the stock of such an enterprise as this, because common sense would | BAYNE] be allowed five minutes more. 

teach him that it would not pay expenses; and I think it isa great There was no objection 

mistake to, in this manner, permit private speculators at the expense Mr. BAYNE. Iam very much obliged to tl 

of the general public to promote the value of their property only occupy so much of the time as is 1 ed to say | 
* And, Mr. Chairman, whether this scheme originates with t] 











e pro rt I e¢ ( t i 
owners or not isa question which Congress ought to consid: : d must are nmitte ! n t 
consider when such bills are presented for action here. We have no m 
right to lose sight of a question of such prominence as that, which ne- [1 Oh, yes, we di 
cessarily arises when we consider these bills. We know now of certain Mr. BAYNE. I beg the « ittes 
franchises being obtained and held for years with a view of using them | termini the committee know Id 


in the future if they should become valuable enough to use; or if not, | termini 
with a view to disposing of them to somebody else who may think he Mr. HEMPHILL. The termini of ther 
can make some money out of them. I do notthink this is one of that | Georgetown. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield 





class; but I do think it is one of those cases where gentlemen owning | sylvania [ Mr. O'NEILL] 
property and desirous of selling it, have been anxious to obtain a Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I dk 


franchise for the construction of a street railway, and no doubt propose | termini of this road with any positiveness, but I presume 





to build it; but having done so to divide their property out mence at Georgetown and extend the W rton id Ge 
ing lots and invite the public out there to make their hom: road out on the Tenallytown I sim ) t 
make a profit upon the lands, and at the same time make can not see any reason why Con . i 


road which does not now exist. to those who are willing to build a street 1 , 
Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for | limits of the District of Columbia I am one of t e who believe t 

a question ? building of street railroad lines in any city « n the neighborhood of 
Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. y city tends very much to the convenience of t tizer If those 
Mr. HEARD. Taking it for granted that the suggestion of the gen- | who are ready to go into these enterprises cl e to invest their 








tleman is true, which wedo not by any means concede—in fact. we know t n them, I can not imagine why they should not be { 
to the contrary—but even assuming that it was true, what harm could ege which they seek, and let them look out f it profit 
it do? vhether a present profit or a profit in the future. We all | 
Mr. BAYNE. The difficulty, the gentleman will see, comes in just | well that the city of Washington is extel g rapid 
here, that where a public necessity presses such a thing as this to its | tions. I, for one, am perfectly willing to v t ft 
legitimate conclusion—that is, when there is a public demand for a | granted. I do not see why we should 
railroad, this demand impresses upon capitalists the propriety of invest- | after may not by the rise in t ilue of 
ing their funds and constructing the railway, the money is subscribed | of that rise. 
and the railway is builtin a proper manner, and there is a fair share I do not thin! t t I 
of commercial standing given to the whole enterprise. Itisa road con- | think men should be commended f pit 
structed in a legitimate way to meet a public demand. But when you | tracting people to different parts oft ty where they may want t 
have a scheme of this sort, in which, by simply following the require- | residences. Along tl yad there are numbers of peop! 
ments of the bill by constructing some sort of a little railway, we se- | haps directly along the road itself, but on eitl side of it I 
cure a franchise which may be valuable only by the improvement of | enough of th: yof Washingtonto knowthat. | passed f 
property, then such a road is constructed under such circumstances | intothat road from other roads going in that direct Ther 
with poor accommodations and becomes really a public nuisance. | been some one promoting this enterprise in the H Re} 
Mr. McCOMAS. This is to be an electric or a cable railroad. | There must have been some person des 3 that t 
Mr. BAYNE. I do not care whether it is a cable or an electric rail- | built irrespective of those who might perhaps be t r the 
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ir led incorporators. Icare notwhothey are. Icare not where the 
i All I do know is that in cities street | 
ra ive of great advantage to the citizens. Iam willing to give | 














i te : iy time to reliable parties, and I suppose the parties in- | 
i] re reliable lam willing to give my vote to those who | 
’ vest their cay n df 1. I am willing to give my vote | 
uterest of the people residing in Washington to such a bill as 
BUTTERWORTH. I want to say a single word touching this | 
reneral principle gested by my honored friend from | 
1’ iva u| Mr. O'N} LL| I he rtily approve, that there should | 
no une ry obstacle interposed in the way of providing proper fa- 
cil for the traveling public, either so far as street railways are con- | 
Cr 1 or so far as broad-gauge railroads are concerned. But I wis 
to call the attention of my triend to the fact that nobody will pretend 
tI a mere business venture parties would engage in the construc- | 
t this street railroad. There will be no patronage to pay for con- 
d ‘ the enterprise. There can be no inducement for investing 
ca} bn its construction aside from the hope and expectation of i 
crease in value of the real estate owned by the incorporators and thei: 
ates along the line of the road. Now, I do not criticise or con- 
i ls for buying real estate with a view to speculation. | 
thei t and it may be their duty if they can make a fair profit F 
it | 
he the point: These railroads are supposed to be constructed 
1 1 interest of the people, and for the people. The profit resulting 
to the incorporators and to the builders is anincident. This is a high | 
it of power by the people and theoreticaliv for their interests, In 
thi e, be wever, the men who own the real estate in that section, and 








vho are the grantees of this charter, will doubtless be able to pay for 
road out of the increased value resulting in their land. The road | 

mere incident to a land speculation. Charter powers are granted 
occupy and use a public highway to boom a land speculation. The | 
road is built with the profits resulting from the boom, and the stock is | 
by parties who insist that rates of fare shall be charged to enable | 
pany to pay dividends on the stock issued as if the road had | 
1 response to a crying public need and not asa help toa 














rrant of this kind , the people ought to have the ad- | 

. > ° | 

e of the lowest rate of tariff for ridi ng upon the ¢ cars that is con- | 
| 


th fair remuneration to those who, = a mse toa public 
! y, buildthe road. Butther uld not be constructed until 
a public need fer it. This =a rter is not a public necessity, 
} 


. ' 
1 aid of a private venture, a private speculative enter eee. I do 





not gentlemen constructiz 1g this roa 1 if authorized todo so, 
ey make the amount of stock to cor id with the « cact cost ot | 
1ildi nd equipping the road, thea’ eeette of fare at a pr r 





to the nature and character of the aaemial 
rave rise to it, say, for instan 
but if there is to be merely an attempt to boom real estate in that sec- 
t then, while that does not involve any moral turpitude nor subject | 
t} itlemen concerned in it to criticism, it will subject us to criti- } 
cism if, without due regard to the alti mate promotion of the publi 


tive 





venture which ¢ z 


i, we encourage and forward an enterprise like this for the sole | 

tof private individuals, who use these high governmental agencies 

to mere private gain. | 
} HOOKER. Did [I understand the gentleman to say he was in 


ry ) 


i 
r of a low tariff? aughter, | a 
r. BUTTERWORTH. 1 am in favor of a low tariff on1 
upon which men have to travel to and from their homes. Now, Mi ' 
Chairman, it will be impossible hereafter to reduce t rates of fare if | 
iss this bill in its present form, because when we come to a so | 












stockholders in the future and say to them, ‘*‘ Your rates are to nig 
we shall find that the original stockholders, the land speculato “the 
ders of the road may not then hold the stock; they will have made 
money out of their real estate, and the stockholders of that day 









will reply to us, ‘‘ Why, it dees not yield us a fair dividend upon our | 
! tment.’?’ ‘ fact being that the railroad will not have been built | 





1 


the purpose of yielding a dividend upon the stock, but for the pur- | 
pose of yielding a very large ‘‘dividend’’ upon the real estate along 
tl ne. Hence, I say, there is no necessity and no justification for | 
such a measure as this I do not denounce these gentlemen for ee | 
lati in real estate; that is their right, and it is certainly their privi 


lece to do so, but this Honse is charged with th duty of seeing that | 
the highest power of the Government, when invoked in this way, shall | 
be used for the purpose of forwarding a mere private s speculative | 

| 


ir. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvani: Mr. Chairman, I know nothing of | 
the acts of incorporation of any of the street railways of the city of | 
hington, I do not know w hether this railroad is to be limited in 

es by this bill. But Ido know that the present rates of charge | 

the street railways of this city are less than in any other city in the 
country. 
UTTERWORTH. That only proves that in other cities of the | 


country the people are constantly and persistently wronged. It does | a 


, eight tickets for 25 cents; | st 





not prov ve that we here are dealt with fairly, but simply that the } 
of other cities are taken advantage of. 
Mr. BUC ‘HANA N. Besides, the fact is not as the gentl in fie 
sylvania [ Mr. O’ NEILL] states it 
BUT TERWORTH. ILagree with the gentleman from N« er 
In our city, Cinci i road, each running sev ] 


ter ol a dollar. 
have said, I know 1 


miles, tickets 
Mr. O’NEILL, of 
— »f an) 





tion, or ot this part 


















, 
one t] —_ treet-car fare is rem 
] ie tin hington, and 11} 
day will come y proposed line alse re 

Mr. BUTTI Che House is aware t 
itis thea 1a I € O1 ¢ j le lo way by i sation W 
the ** watered ”’’ s n these ent rpi 

BREWER. In this case the stock is limited to the actuaf ¢ 
of the road. 

Mr. Bl "ERWO ma. Af { lla 
that v step t I t direction the r 1 ded 
wi e it iS pro} to built ind | ! t C1 
it 3 really required, an excessive rate of fare will probabl) da 

iat rate will be continued because a long time will elapse before t 
divid nds will justify its reduction. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania hat Lknow nothing about. \ 

I do kno st bt t ol 1 all tl treet-railway lin 
1 cit hav i l ( ibers very we wl 

here was no | out i t beyond v t may be « l 
tl 101 ’ t for s ¢ é tha ine has been ext led 
i ie or i > DEVE ( s t] f an meé 1 to te]l me t bit 
is not a er conve the p 10 live along that road to 
have t ri } e 1 I n reet road Che la 
ter extension g ( the b dary and to a vi that v 
‘ Mount Pleasant, and I suppose i l socalled. Hundreds « 
peoy Ire ACCOI d by that road. Again,if you want to wal 
to Georgetown Heights and go over the beautiful hills there, and y« 


get tired of your walk, you have no means of resting by taking a ca 


here is no street-car line beyond the limits of Washington in tha 


| direction. 








Mr. BUTTERWO a. 7 juestion is is to whe r these 
st é ble, but upon what t the peop 
of Pennsylvania. Very well, Mr. Chairman. I pr 


concerned in this enterprise will understand 
| the rates of fare as ra 
il warrant. ido not see why any gentle: 











on this floor shouid refuse to vote to incorporate a company for the pu: 
pose of building a street railway anyw re within the neighborhood! 
of Washington, ext vg from the roads already built out into t! 


iburbs, so as to : ym modate the peo} 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will observe that in 


there is, as usual, tha provision that part of the money necessary t 





build the road shall be subscribed in ca the rest shall be rai 
by the issue of bonds 
Mr. O’NEILL, « wylvania. Ver ( 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to friend that we } 
reached in this country atime when w to look to the interest 
not of those who are to receive the grant of corporate power, but th: 





‘ 
in whose interest the grant is made. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Very well; let us look to th: 
ciple in much larger un kings than this. In questions of this kind 
I look at the interests of people of Washington. There are num- 
bers of persons who must either walk, or, if they ride atall, must 

















reet-railroad cars. Within the last ten or fifteen years, in the cours: 
progress of this great city, we have seen these railroads extend 
g so that many poin re now accessible by street railway w] b 
‘could not | lve} I im r clags { 
Let us now 0} cor i the intry beyond Ge 
ywn—the region up along the heights and upon the Tennallyt 
read. Let us provide means of access to be enjoyed by t pe 
upon the payment of a small railroad fare. 
As to ‘* watering stock,’’ that can take care of itself, and will de 
I would not raise a bugaboo of that kind in refet to a l whi 
proposes to incorporate a short street railway within the city of Wash 
n. Thatisa that might well have been attended t ] 





d to whe 
we were giving corporate powers to large railway organizations. W: 


pirit of enterprise in regard to the build 


née 
Ly 





should not now crush out thes 
ng of street aiennn in an 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, thereareconsiderations connected 
with the charter of any railroad which ought not to escape the atten- 
tion of members if they wish to vote intelligently. Itis proper that 
na growing city like Washington the public should give to private 











| en lerprise reasonable encouragement. ‘The only objection I have heard 


made to this bill is that there is no publicdemand for it. To that ob- 
jection a sufficient answer ought to be that there is no public demand 
cainst it. ‘This bill has been before the House some time, having been 
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homes and so pay for the road and not own it. 
come to those who are abl 


The advantage will 
to build the road and who own the lands 
now 
much below what 
upon the subject. 

Mr. WARNER. I hope my friend will do me the favor of not charg- 
ing me up to the State of Kansas. [Laugbter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH.  Ibeg pardon. “I should have said the gen- 
tleman from Kansas; but if Kansas does not complain—— 
does object. So Missouri may claim her own. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio how 
much he thinks ought to be allowed for carrying passengers. Does he 
think 5 cents is too much ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ten cents is fixed in the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. I move to strike out the last word. 
man from Ohio objects to the 5-cent rate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object to the 10-cent rate and insist that 
tickets shall be sold in packages at reduced rates. 

Mr. ROWELL. But we have stricken the 10-cent fare out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was not present when that action was 
taken. I only took the bill as I found it. 

Mr. ROWELL. The committee did think originally of fixing the 
rate at 10 cents, which is the usual rate for roads running 4 or 5 miles 
out into the country, but this committee in its attempt to accord all 
reasonable demands in allowing this franchise determined to strike 
out that amount and leave the rate at 5 cents. 


appears in the bill. 


I insist, therefore, that we should fix the rate at ascale of prices | 
That is all that I have to say | 


JUNE 11, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to offer an amendment if it is in 
order, After the word ‘railway ”’ in line 50, insert the following: 

And shall sell tickets in packages of cight for 25 cents. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman will permit me I will say that 
this road runs about three miles; I think it would be fair to compel 


| the road to sell six tickets for a quarter, the same as do all the other 


| railroads in the District. 


If the gentleman will accept that amend- 


| ment I will agree to it. 


Ah, Kansas | 


The gentle- | 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrerwortH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as I have said, if there was a pressing 


Let that amendment be made; I will accept 


Does the gentleman agree to the amendment ? 


| demand on the part of the people who want to travel upon this road I 


| would be the last man in the House to oppose it. 


; ; ao 
Now it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that one of the great needs of | 


the city of Washington is more suburbaui residences. 
that building sites within the boundary line are very high, and neces- 
sarily so, because the number is limited, and is decreasing every year. 

Here is an opportunity of extending the poor man’s carriage, and the 
rich man’s carriage, too, for that matter, out in the country along that 
beautiful section, and thereby opening up this part of the country to 
settlement and the power of being built up. This road, it should be 
remembered, is on a very high grade, and a horse-railway could not be 
built there to advantage. These people have thought it proper that 
they should have a dummy franchise. The committee determined, 
however, that no dummy should run upon any street railway in the 
city, and therefore they have reported this substitute bill giving them 
the privilege of operating a cable or electric franchise so the street 
grade may be overcome and that beautiful suburban region be brought 
into settlement. 

I have no sympathy whatever with the prejudice which exists in 
the minds of some men against enterprising people who are willing to 
put in their money and take the chance of realizing some profit upon 
an investment of this kind. I have no prejudice against men who are 
willing to come here and put their money into a road of this kind and 
thereby enable the building up of a portion of the District which is 
not otherwise very accessible. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that there is an impression prevailing 
on the part of the committee that it is decided to have this track laid 
on one side of the turnpike. I have an impression that there is now a 
pleasant drive out on that road. I desire to ask gentlemen who are 
familiar with the subject whether by the language of the bill the track 
is actually to be laid outside of the road line or not? 

Mr. ROWELL. It is my understanding that it is to be on the out- 
side. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; outside. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is as it should be. 

Mr. ATKINSON. It provides for building the railway along the 
side of the road to the District line. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ah, butit should be remembered that there is a turn- 
pike there, and on either side of the turnpike are these pleasant graded 
drives. Now this railroad company is not going to grade this line out- 
side of that track, but it is going to run the line along and on the same 
grade as the carriage drive. Of course they will run it outside of the 
turnpike, but it will be on the line of the carriage drive. 

Mr, ATKINSON. 
road. 

Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. HEARD. 
the bill and that there is no such objection as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania suggests. If he objects to the granting of the franchise 
on the ground that it would imperil the roadway or drive, all that is 
necessary to make the bill more explicit is to offer an amendment which 
shall fix the location of the road definitely outside of that line. It is 
my opinion that itis already understood and is clearly defined. 

Mr. ADAMS. The only question we are interested in is the guard- 
ing of this existing highway. 

Mr. HEARD. Very well; offer an amendment to make it more ex- 
plicit. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. It is already clearly protected I am satisfied, and I 
do not think it is necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the committee. 


Yes; but still it would be on the carriage way. 


If I had the bill before me I would draw an amend- 


Everybody knows | 


| 
| 


But there is no such 
demand for it. A road built upon the plan contemplated by this bill 
will prove a great injury to the travel that is now upon that road. 
Everybody having experience with an electric or cable road, and who 
has driven out into the country where this road runs, knows there is 
scarcely a horse you can obtain that will not be frightened by one of 
these cars coming up in his face when he is going along the road. In 
the cities where there are a great many vehicles, a great many horses, 
and a great many people passing, such things do not attract the atten- 
tion of horses, but in the country, where everything is still and quiet, 
if a horse going along the roadway sees acar coming along without any 
evidence as to the cause of its motion, he will be frightened. That is 


| the experience with these roads every where. 


It is the experience we have in our own city of Allegheny, where one of 
these electric roads has driven all the horses away from the turnpike. It 
will have exactly that effect outon the Tennallytown road. As Ihave 
said, if there was a demand on the part of the public, if there were peo- 
ple who wanted to travel over this line, I would say give it to them 
although it does drive offevery man who hasa horse. But thereis no 
such demand. Everybody knows there is no such demand. No man 
is able tostate there isademand forit. It will have theeffectof injuring 
the driving that is done on that road, which is now largely enjoyed. 
Why charter this road merely for the purpose of enhancing the value 
of certain property ? That is all there is toit. I have no objection to 
gentlemen making money by enhancing the value of their property. 
They have a perfect right todo that; it is a perfectly legitimate thing. 

Sut when you go to the public and ask for a franchise to be given by 
the Congress of the United States, a public franchise that is not to serve 
a public purpose, but the private purpose of enhancing the value of 
property, then I must protest. Ifit did not work injury to the people 
who travel over the road I should not protest. Inasmuch as it does, I 
do protest. It will require a quorum to pass this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Fhave no argument to offer to the last remark of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Any member can exercise that right 
which he holds as a member of the House todemand a quorum. But 
before he gets to that point I design, in the interest of fairness and in 
justice to the committee, to notice the falsity of some of his positions 
taken in opposition to this bill. His whole speech, Mr. Chairman, for 
it can not be called an argument, is based upon false assumptions from 
beginning toend. His assertion that this bill is in the interest of 
somebody who owns the real estate, solely for the purpose of booming 
that property, is an assumption that he had no right to make. He 
does not know of any such thing. As was stated by the chairman, 
this bill was before the committee for months. We examined it with 
care. It has been before the House fora month. There has not been 
one word uttered in protest by any citizen of the District of Columbia; 
not one. Now, as to the proposition that it will impair that drive, I 
say it will do no such thing. The same argument which the gentle- 
man offers here to exclude the building of this cable road in the neigh- 
borhood of this public drive was very effectually answered by my 


It provides that it shall run it on the side of the | friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] two years ago 


| on this floor, when he said, in response to an objection, that these cable 
i ears would scare horses, that the same objection would have obtained 


I think the location of the road is clearly defined in | against every steam-railroad and every locomotive in the country. 


The same objection was made to the building of cable roads in cities 
at the beginning, but that idea is exploded. It is found that horses 
become accustomed to these cars as they do to other vehicles. 

But the gentleman makes another assumption which I think does 
not give any strength to his argument, and that is that the Tennally- 
town read belongs exclusively to the people who own carriages and 
are able to drive them. That is a road built in part by the Govern- 
ment for the public convenience, and the committee propose to pre- 
serve it for the uses for which it was built. Those who have carriages 
should be entitled to use the road, but not to the exclusion of others 
who have not carriages. 

Now, as to the suggestion that this road will not be profitable, that 
has been answered very effectually by my colleague [Mr. WARNER], who 
says it is a question which concerns only those who furnish the money 
to build the road. But, Mr. Chairman, is it not a matter of common 



































































ense that no man will seek to put int ] ? 
3 a railroad which can not be reasonably « ected to protit If | Mr. HEMPHILI , ; 
§ here was no prospect of pat 1 be to | I e} . ; 
; put money into the enterprise t, 1f « man owned all | A {EMPHIIT ) 7 
4 the prop fty ou there he « l I rve tne ] b interest | ti d p s 
4 than by ilding a railroad through it, which, as my colleague [| M | said rp 3s 
< WARNER] has said, would give an opportunity to people who want | en 1 
: vot » the country tnt sheaner hames: and are we to he | M MPHILI 
24k get out into the country to find cheaper homes; and are we to be | H I LI \ 
4 stopped by an agrarian notion that it is the duty of Congress to so | 9, the words *‘ and unnecess 
§ frame all grants of this kind that nobody shall make a dollar by them? | and cl ] ) 
: Most assuredly not. Of course it is our duty to properly guard tl ry ns s illy 5 
© . i 
grants, and if any gentleman sees any point in it which is not proper! Mr. ADAMS. Yo é 


1? } 


guarded, he may suggestitand the committee will gladly accept what 
ever amendment may be necessary. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand 


“7 
| 


clearly from the bill whether this railroad is to be located on the pub rhe amendment as modified was agreed to 
. lic highway or not. Mr. SOWDEN. I move toamend by st: 


epee 


Mr. HEARD. My understanding is thatit is not to be on the high lea 
way, but alongside of it; but on that point the gentleman from Illinois Mi 


= 


inh i i >» = ‘ A 
HEMPHILI Chere no objection to t 


[Mr. ADAMS] proposes an amendment, which the committee will ac- The amendment was agreed 
2 cept. Mr. SOWDEN. I move » to end | ‘ I 


} 
| 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I see no provision here in regard to the and 2of section 4, the words ‘‘ one year,’’ and 
condemnation of property. | also, by striking out, in line 4 of the sar 
Mr. HEARD. I would say to the gentleman that I have not exam and inserting ‘* two so as to make the se 
ined the bill with regard to that. | That the said work shall 1mé . s 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I should infer from reading the bill that | this act, and be « eted its entire distar Ww 
the track was to be on the highway—on one side, but still on the high- } 
: way. | 
Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that the 
in full accord with the sentiment expressed on the floor in relation to | 
' 


with cars rut x t I if t a , ‘ at f pass r 3 


years trom the d 


Mr. HEMPHILI There is no objection to that 
Mr. ADAMS I suggest to the el man irom lenn iv \ 





i of 1! passag { this 


committee are 








(= . cone . . ' : SOWDEN | that if this company be required to I n work in t 
preserving the integrity of that road, and preserving it intact for the ee i 
' « ° : ° . a mie Sé S01 W be ry ite! nee é l¢ »> the pe 1 t 
uses to which it was originally dedicated, and we are willing to accept | |, 5 tia one teen ae , 
7 . along iat road nan if the company e@ allower to W 
any amendment that the House may think necessary to properly ac- Th le tl i — ' 
. : . . ereiore, While ie gentieman s second I nament 1 i Ma f i 


complish that object. We only ask that the House will not give usa 
pullback and prevent the people who are willing to invest their money | 

in this enterprise for the general interests of the District and for the pub- | nois | Mr. ADAMS] and withdraw that portion of 1 ele 
lic good from making that investment—an investment which can notbut | ood to ee ee ge ee ee ee ae 
result in an increase of the aggregate of taxable property, thereby lessen- | ipa aerescee eee et eee oa es 
ing the taxes of the people. "The 





think his first amendment is a bad one. 
Mr. SOWDEN. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iunderstand the gentleman tosaythat} yy. Jogppy D .VTs f 
there has not been any objection to the bill. wee eas t] ; ; er a a 
Mr. HEARD. I repeat that there has not been a single objection | ve er a rye ™ See ee 
2 made before the committee, nor, so far as I have heard, toa single mem- | ~ Mr. HEM HILT hat ‘ 
; ber of the committee, and the bill has been reported unanimously by | | oy). - a Tee ~ np Sa d - 
the committee. ee a 
1 lection to it. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But have any of the people who it is | Vie amendment of Mr. JOSE! , 
said want to go out into the country along the line of this road, peti- | Mr AD MS Rimes tiedes Mitt snheath lin, eee O8 
tioned for the railroad ? Mr. HI Vi pH IT] T+ i. . vi lad t] a a 

Mr. HEARD. I can notsayas tothat. Wehave quite a number of} 401s. 1054 i, the camnany may iccme honda te | 
bills before us supported by petitions, and I suppose there are petitions | That a eo ee ee 
for this one. MT, ADA MS es sn ramen ee P 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is there any petition for this road? | fo ye ere 7 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will say to the gentleman from ‘ » that, so 
far as I know, there has not been a single petition before the commit- | 1 
tee in favor of any bill that has been passed. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to correct my colleague in r 1 to that I wish to ask t tleman in charge of t 














‘ There were petitions in relation to the Rock Creek road and also in re- | giving the power ring be t 
i lation to the Anacostia road, and my impression is that there were som: who own certail il estate 1 to 
in reference to this also, though I do not remember definitely. Mr. HEMPHILI 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, if it is in order I desire to offer an | the property along t 
- amendment to section 1, line 18. 
The amendment was read, as follows: ile to ass | 
Insert after the word *‘ road in line 18, section 1, the wor twholly out- 3; not tl 
side of the limits of said road Mr ADAMS I . 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, it is stated that th ! d | ¢ tte ‘ 
for the purpose of private speculation. [ have not the slightest objec- | t himse 
tion to that, nor ought any gentleman on this floor to have the slightest Mr. HE} 
objection to that. It is said that the incorporators, or t iterested | 1 to he t se . t 
in the company, own every foot of ground alongside « prop ng 
road. I, for one, have not the slightest objection to tl n that 1 the vi re of S00 
account. But the public do own one thing, and that the } -iM 17M ; 
town road, and when you take a publie road and git ( ition | except that the ld « 
the right to use it, you take it in the interest of the pub! 1 
obstruct ordinary travel upon the road for the sake of the conv tri on 
of another class of people, to wit, those who have not their own BR 
hicles. That class of pers¢ ns does not now exist with referen to ti | | hs tT 
route: but these gentlemen, it is said—this being a p ila- | the extent a 


tion and they happening to own all this property—are vy to 
this road outside - = oi ; road « 
Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman will allow me to say that the | secure. I! 
‘ Committee on the District of Columbia are willing toaccept h .end- 
3 ment. | saf 
a Mr. ADAMS. Some gentlemen have supposed I mean to keep this} Mr. BAYNE. WI! 
5 railroad only beyond the graded portion of the road; my purpose is to | 
3 go farther than that. | Mr. HEMPHILL Iwo hund 
i Mr. HEARD. That isall right; we accept the amendment, Mr. BAYNE. What is a provision 1 : ’ £19 9 
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ur int of st } i bonds shall be l t tual cost of 
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r,. HEMPHILL [ have no objection to that I should like the 
eman to insert the words ‘* cost of construct and equipment of 
tl ud.’ 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his amendment. 
McSHANE I should read ‘‘stock and bond instead of 
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< or bonds,’’ as read by the Clerk. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Add the word ‘‘equipment.”’ 
Mr. MCSHANE I will modify the amendment by adding the word 





Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I think the words ‘‘and bonds’’ i 
> surplusage. When 50 per cent. of the capital stock is paid in 


can negotiate loans. If 

to be paid in and then $100,000 of bonds is to be negotiated 
ad would cost $300,000; that is, according to the amendment. 
ording to the bill the 


the road to construct and equip the road. 


amount of stock covers the whole c 
I hope the words ‘‘ and 
will be stricken out, as they are not necessary. 

SPINOLA. If it is proposed to construct a cable road it will 
00,000 for four miles of road. 

IcCSHANE. The bill provides when one-half of the stock has 
1 in then they can issue an equal amount of bonds. 

ANE’S amendment was agreed to. 





ove to strike out ‘‘ one-half of 
34; so it will read: 








tal stox of said« Si S¢ lasator id, 
said corporatior » the right to issue bonds 
the stock bs ecured by mortgage of 


ike to know what class of business this 
i irry on, or if there is any such provision in any 
ter of incorporation as applicable toarailroad company in the United 
tes or anywhere else? I do not know of anything like it. 

ion being taken on the amendment of Mr. CHEADLE, it was 





Mir. SOWDEN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to come 
alter the word ‘* persons’’ in line 38, page 6, of the bill. 
Mr. HEMPHILL here is an amendment already inserted t 
Mr. SOWDEN. Then to follow the amendment which was adopted 


The Clerk read as follows 


: 
nere 


Add the following provi: 


ed, That the moneys rai 
g said corporation for the r 





Mr. HEMPHILL. I have 
t think it necessary. 
iment was adc pted. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the bill be laid aside and reported 
the House as amended, with favorable recommendation. 
rhe question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 7 


he amet 





Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN, The point of order being made that no quorum 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 





f, according to the amendment, $200,000 of 
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rep ed 7 HH se | ) pen 
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M » the bill (H. R. 7149) to ineorpo- 
te 4 ) tot nD i 
nm 
j a 
it > rk: David S. Thomr ; 
L. ‘ ph I ick 1, of Indiana 
Geor ‘ I t« J es D t of the 
District s eSsol ind gns be, and 
hereby, 1 name of the Hotel Republic Com 
pany oft 1¢ power to acquire and hold real estate 
and | ‘ fi the purpose of a public hotel, of : 
such style and character as shall comply with the building regulatiens of the 
Distr t of Col nbia 
Src, 2. That the capital stock of said ill not exceed $2,500,000 and 


not be less t none million; and that be divided into shares of 









$100 each, and shall be deemed personal transferable in such manner % 
as the ws of said company may company shall require the 
subscribers to the capita ck to pay mount by them respectively 





subscribed, at such times 





after the firstin , and in such amounts as 
board of directors may deem proper and necessary in the purchase of real estate 
and the construction of the buildings; and if any stockholder shall refuse or { 
neglect to pay any installment as required by a regulation of the board of direct- 
ors, after reasonable notice of the same, the said board of directors may sell at 
public auction, tothe hi I l ) many shares of his said stock as shall pay 
said installment under such general regulations as may be adopted in the by- 
laws of said company; but no stock shall be sold for less than the total assess- 
ments due and payable: Provided, That until the full amount of ‘value 
of the shares of stock in said corporation sl have been paid in money, the 
subscribers to said shares shall be pers illy liable to an amount equal to the 
par value of the stock subscribed for but ich liab ty shall cease whenever 

















he shall have paid in full the amount so subscribed fo1 
Sxc. 3, hat when the sum of 900,000 shall have b id in cash upon the 





yds, secured \ 


ition m 





subscription to sa 


' tal : 
i capital stock, Said co! 











mortga of real estate and franchise, but the tota of such stock and 
bonds shall not exceed at any time the su 500,000, 

Sxc, 4. That within ninety days er the » of this act the corporators 
named in the first section, or a majority of them,or if any refuse or neglect to 




















act, then « rity of the remainder,shall cause books of subscription to the 
capital stock of said con to be opened id ke open In some convenient 
and accessible plat ithe District of Columbia, during ordinary business hours, 
not less than thirty « s, unless th tock shall sooner be subscribed for. 
Public notice sha iven by ad 1cntin one or more of the daily papers 
published in the « of W m of time and place where said books 

l be opened; and subscribers upon books to the capital stock of the 





, t 
company shall be held to be stockholders ed, That every subscriber shal! 
10 per cent. of the amount by him subscribed 


to the treasurer appointed by the corporat t 


pay, at the time of subscribing, 
or his subscription shall be null 
ind void: Provided further, ‘That nothing shall be received in payment of the 
10 per cent. at the time of subscribing, except lawful money or certified 
checks from any national banking-house; and when the booksof subscription 
to the capital st« of said con losed the corporators named in . 
the first section, or a majority of ase any of them refuse or negiect 
to act, then a majority of the 1 1all, within thirty days thereafter, 
call the first meeting of the stockholders of said company to meet within ten 
days thereafter for the cho directors, of which public notice shall be given 
for three days in two daily papers pu shed in the city of Washington, and by 
personal notice mailed to each stockholder ; and inall meetings of stockholders 
hal given in person or by prox 
ction of the affairs of the company shall 















each share shall entitle t] olderto one vote, to be 
Sec. 5. Thatthe gov 


































be vested in the bo ose number shall be not less than five, ; 
and who shall be rd,and who shall hold their office for one 
year and until oth l 1 qualified to take their places; and ig 
the said directors mig f 1 Shall be a quorum, shall elect one of their f 
number to be president of the board, who shall also be president of the co : 
pany. Tl illalso choose a vice-president, a seeretary,andatreasurer. The 3 
tre give a i with surety to said company for the faithful dis é 
ch t,in s um as said directors may require. In case ofa z 
vacancy in the board o tor the death, resignation, or otherwise of any - 
director, the vacancy <« sioned thereby shall be filled by the remaining d 
rectors. 
Src. 6. That the directors shall have power to make such by-lawsas they shall 
deem needful regarding the management and disposition of the property and 
estate of the company, not contrary to the laws of the United States and the 
o ees of the Distri Solumbia. ep 
Phat there 1annual meeting of the stockholders for the el 
ti ectors, to such time and pla and under such conditions 
: the by he laws in force in the District of Columbia may iz 
I and i directors shall annually make a report in writing of th« a 
‘ hel 
Sec. 8. That struction of said hotel sh not be commenced in two 
f y of this bil il shall not be completed five years n 


ilegwes herein 





anted. all « 
or amend this a 


the pr 
ne pr 








and determ 
any time, 


The Coramittee on the District of Columbia propose the following 
amendment 

In line 3, section 1, strike out ‘‘ William Othnan” and insert in lieu thereof a 
‘H.G. Utley.” 

In line 7, section 1, after the word “ Columbia,’’ add the following: “James 
Elverson, of Philadelphia.”’ : 

In line 1, section 2, strike out the word “be.” 

In line 2, section 2, strike out the word “to.” 

In line 3, section 2, after the word “ not,”’ insert the word “ be,” 4 
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street to B et south; along B street south to Third 


sti >» Miss iavenue; along Missouri avenue to 





and run 
Src, 2. 


tia bridge an : 
as will offer the 
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of Washington shall beaterminal point on said railroad and entitled to all priv- 
llegwe id facilities of other terminal points reon 
pee Pihat this act shall take effect from its passage. 


‘The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the follow- 
ing amendments: 

Strike out of section 1, line 5, after the word “ Virginia,” all that follows tothe 
word *‘to in the seventh line of said section. 

In line 9 of said section, after the word * Columbia,” insert “as hereinafter 
provided 


Strike out all that follows through to the word “ bridge,” in the seventeenth 


line of said first section 


Strike out section 5 and insert the following as section 3 
t} 


». That Congress reserves the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act at any 
time 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
in the last amendment offered by the committee the words 
part thereof.’’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, if there are no other amendments, 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to 
know something about this bill. 

For what purpose Coes the gentleman from 


‘ 


‘or any 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] rise? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise tomake an inquiry of the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Distrrict of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill state if the gentleman desires it, that this 
is simply a piece of land down next to the depot where some of the 
railroads come in. ‘This railroad has purchased a portion of some lots 
there, one or two, I think, and this bill is to authorize them to get to 
the land which they propose to use as a coal station and freight-yard. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I notice in lines 17, 18, and 19 the 
following: 

And the said Richmond and Danville Railroad Company may put down, con- 
struct, and use one or more tracks, 

They may cover the entire street. with tracks, so far as this bill pro- 
vides. The language is very indefinite. They may cover the street 
all over. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is almost covered with tracks now. There is 
no passage there except for the railroads. It is just where the tracks 
cross the river. They want to turn around where the other roads do 
and reach certain land there 

Mr. HEARD. It is to enable them to keep their cars out of the 
avenue that they are buying this ground. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. There are too many railroad tracks in 
the District of Columbia now. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is simply to let them get to the coaling 
station and to the bridge. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

STRONG V8. THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up Senate joint resolution (S. R. 26) to 


arbitrate and settle questions at issue between the District of Columbia | 


and Samuel Strong. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution to arbitrate and settle the questions at issue between the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Samuel Strong. 

Whereas for many years there has been vexatious and expensive litigation 
between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong that is likely to continue 
for many years to come, involving each year additional expense to the parties 
concerned; and 

Whereas experience shows that matters of account so complicated and exten- 
sive consume the whole term of the court trying the same, to the delay of other 
causes; and 

Whereas it is the duty of the Government and the interest of the citizen that 
such controversies should be ended as speedily and satisfactorily as possible: 
Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembicd, That the matters in controversy between the District of 
Columbia and Samuel Strong, known in the circuit court of the District ot Co- 
lumbia as causes at law numbered 14706 and 14736, be submitted to the arbitra- 
tion of three persons to be appointed by the President of the United States, and 
the award of said arbitrators, or a majority of them, shall be final and conclu- 
sive as to the matters in issue between the parties under the pleadings in said 
causes, which award shall be filed in the papers of the said causes in the district 
court of the District of Columbia, and noted on the records of said court, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, should the award te in favor 
of the said Samuel Strong, to pay said award, when duly certified to him by the 
clerk of said court, in the same manner that judgments against the District of 
Columbia are paid when rendered by the Court of Claims. 

Seo, 2. That it shall be lawful for said arbitraters to consider any competent 
evidence heretofore taken either before any of the courts where said causes 
were pending or before any of the referees heretofore appointed, including the 
evidence taken before William Penn Clark, Albert E. Payne, and Edward Clark, 
and if,in the judgment of said arbitrators, further evidence shall be deemed 
necessary, the same may be taken by them, under the rules now governing the 
taking of evidence, to be used before the courts of the District of Columbia. 

Src. 3. That before the President of the United States shall appoint the said 
arbitrators the said Samuel Strong shall consent in writing to the appointment 
of the said arbitrators as provided in this joint resolution; and further, that any 
award made by them, or a majority of them, shall be final and conclusive as to 
matter in issue between the parties to these causes; which consent shall be en- 
tered of record in the court in which the cases are pending, and shall be certified 
by the clerk of said court to the President of the United States, 


\ ke oinhiad aia een eee ge i u 
Mr. Chairman, I move toadd after the word “‘act’’ | GRovuT] to make a statement in regard to the case. 
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See. 4. That the said arbitrators, in passing upon any questions of law in- 
volved in the pleadings in said causes, shall follow and be bound in making 
their award byany judgment ordecision heretofore rendered in the said causes, 
or either of them, by the supreme court of the District of Columbia in general 
term, and in stating the account between the parties shall credit the District of 
Columbia with the face value of the certificates issued. 

Sec. 5. That the compensation of said arbitrators shall not exceed the sum of 
$1,000 each. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, if there is no amendment to be 
proposed to this joint resolution, I move that it be laid aside, to be re- 


| ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. PAYSON, I think we ought to have a statement with refer- 
ence to that resolution. It seems to embody a very extraordinary 


proposition and to involve a large amount of money. 





| the case should be tried by a jury. 
| verdict for plaintiff of $132,140. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I will ask the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this joint resolution relates to two 
suits at law between Samuel Strong and the District of Columbia, and 
provides for their reference to three arbitrators to be appointed by the 
President, whose award shall be final. As suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON], in any ordinary matter the courts offer 
ample relief to parties litigant, but these cases are peculiar and excep- 
tional in many particulars. In 1874, two suits were begun by Mr. 
Strong upon contracts, thirteen in number, for constructing sewers, 
raising streets, lowering streets, etc. 

These thirteen contracts were entered into by Mr. Strong with the 
board of public works of the District of Columbia, and he was to re- 
ceive his pay oncein two weeks in lawful money of the United States. 
The contracts contained that stipulation. Mr. Strong entered upon 
the performance of that work, and continued to work for five or six 
weeks. At all events, quite beyond the time when payment was to 
have been made; but no payment was made. The board of public 
works were not able to pay him for want of money. He told them 
that he would be compelled to withdraw his help if not paid, so that 
he could pay them and for material also, and, not being paid, he did 
withdraw his help. Then it was arranged that he was to go on with 
the work, certificates of indebtedness being issued to him by the board, 
with which he was supposed to be able to raise money on his own 
notes to continue the work. Hedid so. The work performed under 
these contracts amounted to between six and seven hundred thousand 
dollars, and not a dollar in money was ever paid to him by the Dis- 
trict, but they continued to issue these certificates of indebtedness, 
which he received under protest and put up as collateral for his own 
notes, and in that way obtained money to go on with the work, Upon 


| these certificates of indebtedness not more than 50 cents on the dollar 
| was ever realized by Mr. Strong. The result was that he became in- 


volved in bankruptcy. He was sued by his creditors, and finally him- 
self brought these suits against the District of Columbia. After they 
had been pending for a while they were referred to Mr. Eugene Carusi, 


| who reported in favor of Mr. Strong to the amount of some $33,000. 


Instead of rendering judgment on the report, the judge directed that 
It was so tried, and resulted in a 


Mr. PAYSON. When was that? 

Mr. GROUT. The report of Mr. Carusi, the referee, was in 1875, 
and in that same year, I think—I have not the exact date—the jury re- 
turned a verdict in Mr. Strong’s favor for over $130,000. That award 
was set aside. This trial by jury was before Judge Humphreys, and 
the verdict was also set aside. The case was again tried by jury, and 
this time before Judge Wylie. It occupied seventy-nine days. 

The judge took the case from the jury when completed on the evi- 
dence, on the ground that there was no appropriation at the time the 
contracts were entered into, and hence the District was not liable. 
This judgment was reversed by the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. PAYSON. On what ground was the reversal, on the law ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROUT. On the ground already stated, namely, that there was 
no appropriation at time of the contract; that was the ground on which it 
went up. When it came back into the circuit court it was referred to 
three referees, William Penn Clark, Herbert E. Payne, and Edward 
Clark, the Supervising Architectofthe Capitol. Thesearbitrators heard 
the case, the hearing running through some eighteen months, and they 
made a report which is contained in the volume I hold in my hand, 
which consists of 204 pages of printed matter, so numerous were the 
items considered and so voluminous the testimony submitted. These 
referees found due the plaintiff $234,738.98. 

Mr. PAYSON. When was that? 

Mr. GROUT. On the 15th of November, 1884. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the difficulty with that award ? 

Mr. GROUT. I was just going to tell the gentleman. In this re- 
port the referees ailowed Mr. Strong the difference between the sales 
of these certificates of indebtedness, of which I have told you, and law- 
ful money of the United States. The case went to the supreme court 
of the District again on this question, and the court held that Mr. 
Strong, having received the certificates of the District and used them, 
they were in the nature of negotiable paper, and he was bound by that 
action; so they reversed the decision of the referees and sent the case 
back for a new trial. The former trial of the case occupied, as I have 






































































































































































stated, seventy-nine days, and if it is tried 1 it { cupy as it ‘ 


‘ vel g 1] 
much and probably more t he ex S vf r business 
fore the court. l might go i nd tell you that at « 1 
f went to the Court of Cl s, but atterward withdrew ithat healso i now t ‘ 
went before the board of audit, a board established the Distr 
government for the setth nt of claims against it [i might ; t ) 
speak of the ma qu Te h ¢ uw and Wi i 
1% in the disposition of t rre number of items in\ i this « of t House 
troversy, all of which would emphasize the propriet t t! 2 ' 
special tribunal for the final disposition of it, but 1 
The matter now stands in court with this report o I 3 St e ¢ ( 
aside, because the question of these certilicates en lint st | Fa ‘ 1 this { 
every item allowed by the board of reference, and anot t t tt ed to t t ‘ 


be had—— eme ¢ . f the United States be 
Mr. PAYSON. What isto prevent the parties from mak t sort, M 
same arrangement as to an amicable arbitration be! t p! having now « 
court of the District of Columbia that they made then, t iw having | re icated lit t of tl ito 
been settled that the discount on the certificates should rne by the | 1 n this se wher itors 
contractor ? Lt’! teut 
Mr. GROUT. Nothing to preventit, only that would not the end M ANDERSON, of Kansa Is it not 
of it. It might still go even to the Supreme Court of the | t 





I i State on the partie 1 an arbit on to na t t 
; upon some question. Mr. GROUT. One party « t1 t t 
Mr. PAYSON, I understand the I } the Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansa é 


Mr. GROUT. No, sir; it was before the supreme court of the Dis- | representing the | States, is t ume t I ut 
trict of Columbia, not of the United States. ppeal to the Su \ | 
preme Court of the United States i 








traveled by the parties, provided t y enough. es n the the United States ( é \ 
The resolution has been brought pecu ‘ t ext of } t t 1 
this litigation; because it involves s« ge an amount, so mar t Ir. GROUT suit ré ition, if the tlem 
‘ and so many different questions, ] d c t be I 
’ so much time in’ the trial of it again ( bus to t é I 
ness. Then there is the further tact that the Vin l is spent ( ‘ ‘ ‘ i 
his lifetime upon public works, having laid the foui e h Mr. $ ( 
tension of this Capitol, and having built arly lif lat A It t fect { 
bany—not the one which is now falling to pieces, but the old capital sit tot | the t t 
seventy-eight years of age, and will, in all human p ty, nots District of Columbia \ { 
the end of this litigation if it be carried on by the ordinary methods ( yn to the passage of this resolut It seer » 2 
It would seem that for the good he has done this old man is entitled to | he e upon any f ground, as the propos simply to 
some consideration; that he is at least entitled to hav: troversy ited contre sy, which has f 


ended in his lifetime. The arbitration here proposed is 1 ended : i already been to the D t f { 
by Judge Merrick, of the supreme court of the District » reviewed | to the « 1 of three men to ! ted t esid 

the case in that courtand rendered the opinion. Judge Merrick senta | ! an end of thi tigat nd, if poss 

letter on the subject to Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, t ! iber of 

the Senate committee who reported favorably the r tion Chat down to | st rest w the co 

letter, I presume, influenced in some measure the action of the & te | vi h has perplexed him so 1 

committee, as certainly itdid the action of the House com I 
is the letter: [r. PAYSON Mr. Cha this t tt 

















My Dear Srr: In answer to your note of inquiry I hay ere ven to ¢ ht} dred tl sand dk 
ing, from my know of the « ~ uel St y ains 4 } 
Columbia, now on the calendar of the circuit court, t t it . 
to have the case 1 rred for arbitrament. ihe facts are 1 statem t gentle en on t CO 
volved Lso ol ure ns of cla $s so « i \ 1 } ( 
be mere guess-work w reach s t ; 
would be utterly unsat 1 rea i Bes = ‘ ; 
expended ihn any 1d I ( t t i 
would be entailed uj; i } t 0 ( 
upon that controver ag i ~ I , z 
point of view it seen al st, and desir : 
of the cause to some competent referee or ! rees, , ¥ 
With great respect, your obedient servant t (rove ) 
WM i R ; 
{ssoci Justice S ( 
Hon. C1 I J. FAULK 
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controversy by arbitrat 
Mr. PAYSON. What are the points in this ca h ld take | t la | 
it out of the usual course of adjudicaticn beyond t] of ite Mr. SPINO 
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attendant upon the litig licated « 
a dispute, the great age of nd t! act t 
of evidence already tak« bef th t j ‘ 
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there is a lars 1 \ ] 
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4 in dispute between the claimant and the Gover! Mr. SPINOI I 

# Mr. GROUT. The point in dispute touches the 1 this 1 Mr. PAY Yi 

4 work, and the great number of questions, both of 

g would arise in the consideration of the great num] 

a troversy, I might say to the gentleman that with ! 

t ference hetween the face value of these certificates an } J 
“a realized upon them, h r the sake of this arbitra that 

& question; and it is not to be entered upon. char 
3 Mr. PAYSON. But the construction of these sews I 4 


stand, was under written contract. Mi t 
‘ Mr. GROUT. Certainly. ions inte ace 
2 Mr. PAYSON. Then this is just a question of performance? (ll we have | l so { ‘ tw to 
Mr. GROUT. To be sure, with al 1 } 
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two th tim but every time on some technicality the questi 
has been thrown ba < until this old man has become bankrupt in the 
city Washington. I wish to say, in my judgment, there is not a 
more honest case. There is not a business man in any business com- 
munity whe iould attempt to treat another in the manner the fae. 
ernment has treated this old man in this matter who would not be 
drummed out of decent society. 

3 man is willing, and that is the proposition here, to allow thre: 
disinterested persons to be appointed, and he does not claim even the 
right to name one of them to settle the differences existing. 

Mr. PAYSON. Hecan get that rig it in court atany time, and und 
existing law Nothing appears thus far in the statement except that 
the papers are voluminous. ‘The court is open and the case early on 
the docket; and there can be a reference under the panotios act of the 
District, as I understand it, without an act of Congress, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh! but the District will not consent to that. 


Pre 


They have 


been sold 


inoyed the man in innumerable ways. His property has 


here to pay for the prosecution of public works of which the | 


city has already had the benetit. Now, I claim it is a matter of mere | 


common justice and common right that he should have a settlement 
alter waiting all these years. 

It is a question of honesty itself. There is no doubt of the work 
having been done and the money expended by him. The Senate com- 
mittee in their report say: 

T re seems to be no question that the contractor furnished the material and 
performed the work and labor required by the terms of his contract, and it is 
equally clearthat the board of public works failed to comply with the thirteenth 
cl found in all the contracts. 


Mr. PAYSON. 
to me that the co 
he should have. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Undoubtedly; and that is all we ask. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the court can award what is due. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, sir, his house was sold over his head. The 
public demands against him arising from a performance of his contracts 
forced the sale of the very house over his head. It killed his wife; she 
went to her grave, and he will soon follow her. It isa matter, I repeat, 
ti -eight years of age, that he should 


Then he ought to have his pay, and it does appear 
urts are fully competent to ascertain just how much 


ice to this old man, seventy 
no longer be held back from securing his rights in some way; and it 
is an evasion of the public law, and of public honesty as well, to keep 
him out of it longer. 


of iu 


lt is a mere matter of trickery on the District of Columbia to keep 
him out of hismoney. Itisa trick that should not be tolerated by 
any Congress or any other tribunal having authority to act in the prem- 
ise Besides, this is nota new thing. It has been done before, and 


erees have been appointed in the same manner, as will be found by 


examination of the report in the past. You will find cases of a simi- 


| unless there is some legal proposition to be ac 
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Mr. HEMPHILL was recognized by the ¢ 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parl ientary inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I had the floor and yielded to an inquiry by 
gentleman from New York. It has been rather a lengthy questi 
but I would like to know if I still hold the floor. - 

he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. PAYSON. As I understand now from the statement of the 








gentleman from New York, these certificates which were issued to 
nlaintift ind which he : nted 
| Aik ‘ ¥ £b,U) i 1 pe i 

SPINOLA. Under a written protest. 


Mr. PAYSON. Well, undera written protest. That does not mat- 
ter; but these certificates which he accepted passed into the hands of 
other parties at a discount, the amount of which d 
now claiming against the Distri 

Mr. SPINOLA. That isso. 

PAYSON. But these certificates have been taken un by the 
District and interest-bearing bond sued instead of them. I do not 
see on the statement now what there is between the District and the 
claimant which would authorize this action on the part of Congress 


iscount he is no 
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Mr. ROWELL. New certificates were issued for which the District 
got credit. 

Mr. PAYSON. That statement has not yet been made by anybody. 
But at all events it seems to me a matter that ought to go into the 
courts, and the: de should be at all events a reservation made of a right 
on the part of the General Government to appeal from the judgment 
of the board of arbitration in case any legal question is presented 
which, in the judgment of the District attorne » bresen nts ; 
ground for resisting the claim on the part of the Governmen 
it should be decided against the District. 

Mr..ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, the resolution as proposed is for 
the purpose of creating, in a manner, a court, because we have already 
a supreme court of the Distric t of Columbia before which this could 
be tried. I know of no legal reason why we may not with propriety 
create another tribunal to try a case of this character. It is the cus- 
tom in the courts of the country to submit such cases to arbitration, 
and it is a common-law right to take cases out of court and arbitrate 
them. 

This is a peculiar case. It has been for many years in the courts. 
It has had its ups and downs. It takes a third of a year to try it, 
interrupting all the regular business that the courts are created to trans- 
act. This man fell upon unfortunate times in the District of Colum- 
bia. He gave of his money and of his ability to improve the city, and 





& proper 
{ 
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in case 


| then the city became in a manner bankrupt and so bankrupted him. 
efforts have been made to secure a settlement of similar claims. Ref- | 


: went into court to recover, not the difference between the value of 
He t int tt t the differ bet nt ] 


| certificates issued, but the balance of the money which this bankrupted 


lar character to this on the records of Congress. Itcan not be objected | 


1 


to, therefore, on the ground that there are no precedents. 

Mr. Chairman, let me call your attention to one fact. They set this 
man aside after three weeks’ trial before a jury and sent the case back 
after he had been to the expense and annoyance of asserting his rights; 
and for what reason, do you suppose? On the ground that the judge 
was drunk who was trying the case! Now, that is a fine point of law 
to raise against a poor workingman who had spent his money in the 
prosecution of a public work and the purchase of materials, and had 
iven his time and attention to the execution of the work under his con- 
tract 

Again, the contract stated that he should be paid in lawful money 
of the United States. Was that contract carried out? Not at all. 
The; y never paid him one single dollar of the lawful money of the 
United States. The contract also called upon him to pay his workmen 
in la iwful money of the United States. He sold his houses to meet the 
obligation of his contract; and finally the very house over his head, 
as | have already stated, was sold in order that he might be compelled 
to meet these obligations. The District of Columbia was bankrupt 
when he performed the contract and issued to him shinplaster certifi- 
cates, which he was forced to take in payment of the work he had 
done. Why, common decency, not to speak of common honesty, de- 
mands the passage of this act. 

Mr. BAYNE. What has become of those certificates ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They were sold at 45 cents on the dollar.. This 
resolution provides that the District shall be credited with the full face 


co 


District refused even to issue certificates for. The attorneys for the 
District came with technical objections against the power of the Di 
trict to make contracts and held him in court for a trial lasting two or 
three months. Then the case went to arbitrators, where all sorts of 
technical objections were raised. Then these attorneys, having the pride 
of victory from that day, have been interposing every possible technical 
objection against the right of this old man to the money that he had put 
in for the benefit of brome District. And yet these certifi cates issued to this 
man for his work at less than 50 cents on thedollar have been assumed 
by the United States Government. The District has receiyed credit for 
them. In the measurement of the work that he performed the District 
has also received credit for every dollar of it at larger prices and larger 
measurements thanhemade. The District has received the benefit of it 
all, and this old man, hounded into bankruptcy, is now to be sent back, 
without a dollar of money to pay the expenses, into an ordinary and 
regular tribunal. I say he has been grossly abused and mistreated be- 
cause of the condition of the District and its management. Now, here 
is a proposition to create another court and let them try and make an 
end of this litigation. I think justice, law, equity, and every consid- 
eration that ought te move members of Congress demand that there be 
an end to this case. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwanttosay, Mr. Chairman, that we have several 
bills from the committee forthe House to passupon. If the gentlemen 
will give me their attention for one moment 





Mr. BREWER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for one mo- 


ment. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. If you are going to oppose the bill I shall have 
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I now move that the amendments be agreed to, with the view of get 
ting the bill to a point where we can have a yea-and-nay vote upon it, 
and si ttle this que stion. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th¢ 
amendments 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is now in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. On that motion I have an hour, I believe. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The motion is not debatable, is it? 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, yes, it is debatable; I havean hour. I am will- 
ing to yield portions of that hour. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Does the Chair rule that the gentleman from ; 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is entitled to one hour upon his motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will adjourn under its 
order at 5 o’clock to-day; and at that time (now only ten minutes 
hence) District business will have been for the present concluded, so | 
that this bill will not again come up until District business shall be | 
again in order, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania may continue 
the discussion. The right of the gentleman to discuss the bill can only 
apply when the bill is underconsideration according to the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The gentleman has the floor, but his 
right to occupy it must be suspended at the adjournment to-day until | 
this bill shall be again before the House. 

Mr. BAYNE, But I shall have an hour when the bill comes up 


again, 


PRINTING IN RELATION TO TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE] to yield to me that I may make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The report of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee can only come in now by unanimous consent, as the bill from 
the District Committee is still pending. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent at this time to submit a report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear it read before unanimous consent is 
given. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 500 copies of the document entitled ‘‘ The bill 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue, with table of rates and estimated 
duties on imports under the same; prepared by Charles H. Evans, Treasury 
Department; ”’ and that said document be bound in cover. 

The committee have considered the resolution of the House ordering this 
committee to inquire and report to the House the cost of printing 500 copies of 
the document entitled ** The bill of the Committee of Ways and Means to re- 
duce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, 
with table of rates and estimated duties on imports under the same; prepared 
by Charles H. Evans, Treasury Department.”’ The committee find that the cost 
of the same will be as follows; In paper covers, $62.25; cloth, $187; flexible | 
leather, $437.25. The committee direct me to report the resolution which is 
herewith submitted to print said document. 

Mr. RANDALL. In what manner do the committee recommend 
that the document be bound ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The committee directed me to recommend 
that it be bound in paper cover, the cost being $62.25. The word | 
‘‘paper’’ should be inserted before the werd ‘‘cover’’ at the end of the 
resolution, 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be modified in ac- 
cordance with the report of the committee. 

‘There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution as modified; which was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent to 
lay before the House two executive communications. 

There was no objection. 





CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEW ORLEANS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervis- | 
ing Architect ofan appropriation for alteration and repair of the custom- 
house at New Orleans, La.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





UNITED STATES MINT »UILDING, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore having laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Super- 
vising Architect of an appropriation for the alteration and repair of the 
United States mint building at Philadelphia, Pa., said: This commu- 
nication will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BLAND. Thatshould go to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. Where did the Chair propose to send it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. BLAND. It relates to the extension of a mint building, and 
belongs properly to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
Mr. RANDALL. It relates to the placing of a new story on the 
mint at Philadelphia, and as a matter of repairs, similar to the work at 


| the Louisiana custom-house, embraced in the communication just re- 


ferred, it goes properly to the Appropriations Committee. 
Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Appropriations has nothing to do 
with it. It isa bill proposing to extend a mint, and belongs to the 


; Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Mr. RANDALL. It is an estimate for repairs of the mint building 
at Philadelphia, so as to enable the mint to fuifill conveniently the re- 
quirement of the law in regard to the coinage of the Bland dollar to 
the extent of $1,700,000 or $1,800,000 per month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposed this to be a part 
of the estimates ordinarily submitted by the Departments for the guid- 
ance of committees of the House, and these estimates are always re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAND. It isa bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it is an estimate. 

Mr. BLAND. Then it is an estimate for a new building, 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had indicated his opinion 
that the communication should be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, but will entertain a motion that it be referred to the 


| Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Mr. BLAND. Let us have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a bill; it is an estimate from 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the cost of making certain improve- 
ments upon the mint building at Philadelphia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a division upon the question of refer- 
ence; I am willing that the House should decide it. 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Appropriations has nothing to do 
with the extension of mints, or the putting up or repairing of them. 
That committee has jurisdiction in regard to carrying on works already 
authorized by law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If this were a bill authorizing the 
erection of a new public building, it would, in the opinion of the 
Chair, go properly tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAND. It proposes an additional story to a mint building, 
and does not belong to that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask the judgment of the House, which I think 
will be in opposition to that of the gentleman from Missouri. I think 
the Chair was right in the reference which he indicated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
make a motion ? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido. I movethat the document be referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, where it properly be- 
longs. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there were— 
ayes 9, noes 49. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL, The House must adjourn in a few moments, and 
this question will come up in the morning. There will be no other 
business until this is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of no quorum has been raised, 
and if a count by tellers is not now had, the Chair can not entertain 


| any business except a motion to adjourn. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 0’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 10460) for the relief of John C. 
Burdette—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10461) for the relief of Jerome C. 
Berry—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 10462) restoring Helen E. Converse 
to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10463) for the relief of Louisa G. Chandler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3y Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 10464) authorizing the United States 
engineer in charge of Mobile Harbor to act as a member of the Mobile 
River commission—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
3y Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10465) granting a pension to 
George Ann Coyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10466) granting a pension to 
Hannah H. Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 10467) for the relief of Fred. 
W. Snell—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R..10468 
Kelly—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. | Nat 
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By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10469) granting a pension to W. | erally referred to th 
E. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. GRANGER 
By Mr. PETERS: A bili (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mar- | By Mr. ROCKWEI 
garet Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. M. A, 
By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10471) granting a pension to 
Mary McLauchlin—to the Committee on Pensions. The follow 
By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 10472) granting a pension to Jos ph | ure, by means of i 
Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | referred to the Committ 
By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10473) for the fof}; By Mr. KENNEDY 
William G. Forsyth—to the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. NUTTING 


Also, a bill (H. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcas Alford—to the | ling, N. Y. 
Committee on Pensions. | 
By Mr. M. A.SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10475) for the relief of Will | 
iam M. Rudd—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10476) for the relief of | 
Milton Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions | of the late wat 
By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 10477) increasing the pension of | 
Walter P. Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. | y 
By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 10478) for the relief of Will- Ohio. 
1 


"Y 4. . 
The followin 


bill, based on t 
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iam M. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

— i The followin 
ing temporary 
illiteracy, were 
By Mr. J. E. 


ities, Ohio. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of White County, 
Arkansas, for amendment of the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Harriet M. Barnabee, administra- 
trix of H. Barnabee, of Mendon, Mich., for relief—to the Com ’ 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


| 
land. 
ae ; lw ; 
By Mr. BUTLER: Petition for a pension to Clinton A. Brown, of | York County, P 
J J 
| 
| 





Hawkins County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. RO 
By Mr. BYNUM: Evidence in the case of John C. Burdette, for 

amendment of his war record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of H. N. Hanson and 49 others, citizens | postmasfers we 

of Webster County, Iowa, asking that binding-twine and the material | 2nd Post-Road 


By Mr. VANDE' 








cent a day 


ferred to the Comn 
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By Mr. GIFFORD 
‘Union of Dakota. 
By Mr. McCOMAS 


By Mr. MAISH 
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rhe following pe tite 


> Severauy re 


from which it is made be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on By Mr. T. D. JOHNS 


Ways and Means. 
3y Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of New Mexico, for payment of | of Livingston, 

Indian depredation claims—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 

dation Claims. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition of Peter Johnson, of New Orleans, La., | 
for a Mexican war pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of the Board of Trade of New Bedford, 
Mass., for adequate appropriation for revenue marine service—to the — 
Committee on Appropriations. The 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Council Blufis, en 
Iowa, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 8184, for the extension 
of the time of payment of the Union Pacific Railroad indebtedness—to 1 j 
the Committee on Pacific Railways. tion from the Sea 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Grange No. 565, of York County, Penn- | 


| the Supervisin 


perry isin 





By Mr. ROBERTSON 
SENATE. 


12, 1888. 


- of the Treasury, su 


» alterations, 


sylvania, for legislation to prevent the sale and manufacture of adulter- | etc., to the United 
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utter comes up. It isa mere question of the form of proceeding, , The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not think the motion 
not of substance. . to refer is pending. The Chair understands the Senator from Maine to 
Mr. STEWART. That is precisely the method I pursued in reg nea | object to any disposition being made of the resolutions at present. 

to another amendment to the same bill, relating to silver certificates. Mr. MORGAN. I understand that they go over, retaining their 
I offered a regular resolution in the manner suggested by the Senator | place until to-morrow. 

from Massachusetts. That method may be more regular. I will ex- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions are passed over in- 
amine it and if it is, to-morrow morning I will put in a resolution | formally. 
which shall conform to my former resolution. 


| 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 


bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


read: : eae . ‘ 
> rope ake >t a » >. 
Ressived, Tub Geo eredeniinls whidh taaee heen geseseiod te the Senate. oer A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
porting = siher Gun Gladting on the S08 di ry of May, 1888, by the Legislature of | Tad Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; 


the State of Louisiana of RANDALL LEE GIBson as United States Senator from 
said State for the term of six years from the 4th day of March, 1889, be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that said committee be in- 
structed to inquire into all the facts of said Senatorial election; and especially 
to ascertain and report to the Senate whether or not at the recent State election 
in Louisiana, which included the election of the aforesaid Legislature, the 136,746 
votes returned for the candidate of the dominant party for governor were 
actually cast, in view of the fact that at no previous election had the votes of 
such candidate of such party exceeded 88,791; and also to report why in the 
parish of Madison there were returned 3,530 votes for one party and none for 
the other; in East Feliciana Parish 2,276 for one party and only 5for the other; 
in Morehouse Parish 1,584 for one party and only 14 for the other; in Ouachita 
Parish 2,994 for one party and only 5 for the other; in Sabine Parish 1,441 for 
one party and only 2 for the other; in Tensas Parish 4,627 for one party and 
only 113 for the other; and why there were similar returns from other parishes; 
and also to ascertain and report whether or not at said State election there was 
any violence, intimidation, or fraud which prevented a fair election ; and par- 
ticularly whether or not there were any false canvasses or false returns made 
by the local election officers, or included in the final canvass of the votes. 

And in case said committee, as the resuit of the foregoing inquiries, shall con- 
clude that there were in connection with the aforesaid State election illegalities, 
frauds, false canvasses, and false returns so extensive and systematic in their 
character as to show that there existed on the part of the various State election 
officers a deliberate plan to apparently carry said election without regard to the 
votes actually cast, and to choose a governor and other State officersand a State 
Legislature by such illegal, false, and fraudulent means, then said committee 
shall proceed further to inquire and report whether said Legislature was act- 
ually and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially 
the creation solely of the returning and canvassing officers,and whether said 
State of Louisiana had on said 22d day of May, 1888, a republican form of gov- 
ernment, including a Legislature entitled to choose United States Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over, Mr. President, and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule and be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution may be printed and lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall give notice before calling it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatbecame of the resolution just offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire? One Senator asked that it might lie over and 
be printed, and the other that it might lie on the table and be printed. 
Which order was made? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will lie on the table, in accordance 
with the request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and be printed. 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolutions on the subject of the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations respecting the fish- 
eries come up to-day by the order of the Senate made yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the resolutions? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely willing, if it meets the approbation 
of the members of the majority of the committee, that the resolutions 
shall go over to the proper place in the morning hour the same day on 
which the treaty is to be considered again. I suppose Senators who 
would like to participate in the debate on the resolutions are likely to 
be absent. Some of them are absent now; the chairman of the com- 
mittee is absent. I ask unanimous consent that the resolutions, re- 
taining their place, may go over until next Monday a week. I believe 
that is the date of the postponement of the treaty. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the resolutions lie on the table 
for the present. I do not propose to discuss the fisheries treaty to any 
extent, but as I am obliged to go off to-morrow I may wish to call them 
up and be heard briefly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the resolutions be passed over informally then. 

Mr. HALE. Let them be passed ever informally. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas informed yesterday by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] that he had moved that the resolutions of the 
Senator from Alabama be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. He is now necessarily absent from the Senate, and requested 
me to withdraw the motion that he had made to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think the mo- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina was ever entertained, the ques- 
tion that morning being whether the Senate would proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolutions. Objection was made to their present 
consideration and they went over, and on an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair the Senator from Alabama submitted his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course if the motion was not made the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina would have no effect. 


A bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 


for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. 8719) to amend the act giving the approval and sanc- 
tion of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Poto- 
mac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,’’ approved 
March 3, 1887, with amendments in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

OFFER OF BONDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
STEWART, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a fuil statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the 
Government since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, 
premiums asked, and names of parties offering bonds ; also with a full state- 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of pure shase, amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and names of parties selling since said date. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the resolution will pass. 
There certainly can be no objection whatever to the public acts of the 
Departments being made public. There can not possibly be any pri- 

yate report of proceedings in regard to bonds which should be kept 
secret. There certainly can be no reason for concealment. 

I confess that it is a humiliating condition of things that a necessity 
should exist for the Executive Departments to be purchasing bonds at 
the enormous premium of 27 per cent. If that necessity does exist, 
there certainly can be no reason why operations of such a character 
should be kept secret. 

If it be true that the people of the United States can not be furnished 
with a circulating medium without having it doled out by private con- 
tracts between the Treasury Department and the owners of bonds and 
the persons having charge of the national banks, it is certainly a very 
severe commentary upon the existing statutes. 

There are other things in the statutes and in connection with this 

same matter which must attract the attention of the country. There 
is the fact that under the statutes in order to give the people money it is 
claimed to be necessary that the Secretary of the Treasury shall loan 
the Government money without interest to the national banks; other- 
wise they say we should have a stringency of the money market. We 
must relieve the money market by loaning the revenues of the Govern- 
ment without interest. We must further relieve the money market by 

paying 27 per cent. premium on bonds not yetdue, All this immense 
power to relieve the money market is in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

I do not believe that this Government ought to be placed in the posi- 
tion of a private partnership with any moneyed institutions outside. It 
ought to have no secret partners of that kind. 

The mere suggestion that those dealing with the Government desire 
to conceal their transactions is very offensive to the American people. 
The necessity to furnish the country with money by these extraordi- 
nary dealings, loaning the revenues without interest, and buying bonds 
at this enormous premium, is bad enough. That there should be se- 
crecy about it is intolerable. I think there isno reason why we should 
not have the information. 

As to why and how this necessity was created, how or why this sur- 
plus has accumulated, that is a question of a very important character. 
It is a question that is going to be submitted to the American people 
in the coming campaign. Who is responsible for it? It is said on the 
one hand that it is because there is too much tariff, and that the tariff 
must be reduced in order to get rid of the surplus; but gentlemen do 
not reflect that there is not now a tariff for revenue. I believe it is 
conceded on all hands in this country that there should at least be suf- 
ficient tariff to produce the necessary revenue for the purpose of carry- 
ing on the Government. 

We have no such tariff. We have not even a revenue tariff. We 
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bonds of the United States for the last forty years. But now as the 
Secretary of the Treasury has said that he thought it inexpedient to 
have the names of the parties with whom he is dealing made public, 
since that has been suggested, it seems to me that it is of the highest 
importance to the character and the reputation of the Secretary him- 


self that we should at once have the names. No doubt this was done 
iD ulvertently by him, and no doubt he will be relieved by this resolu- 
tion. If I were in his place I should want the resolution passed. I 
demand the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. ) 
the Senator from Nevada. 
the Treasury will show everything regular. 
1 assume that they are regular; but 1 am sure, and he knows, that if 
the country ule an offer to the Government of the 
bonds of the United States that offer is in writing, and if a more unfavor- 
able offer has been accepted that fact can be and surely will be exposed. 
When the report comes in, if it shows that the Secretary has paid 127 
to one party when he was offered bonds for 125 or 126, or any less pre- 
mium, by another, there can be no concealment of the fact, because every 


on of 


vest 


I presume they will, and 


any man in bas m: 


er every association whose bid has been rejected, while the Secretary 
bought at a higher rate from anybody else, will be ready to furnish the 


thing about it. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to know why there should be a differ- 
> between bondholders and other people. 
individual who deals with the Government, from the boy who sweeps 
out the office of the Secretary of the Treasury up to the largest contractor, 
is known and on the roll. Every contract made with every Depart- 
ment for any purpose, for Indian supplies, for everything that the Gov- 
ernment does, except in dealing with the finances, is public; the names 
are published or open to the public; it is known who gets the contract, 
and it has not deterred contractors in other respects from making con- 
tracts. Why should there be any mystery thrown about finance? I 
tell you why there is mystery about finance; it is because there are 
parti 





ular advantages to some. 


I say that the names of all dealing with the Government, including | 


the p 
and why not disclose those dealing in bonds? 


nsioners, all who draw money from this Government are disclosed ; 
Why not disclose their 


names? They have by their manipulation transferred at least one-half 


of the entire property of this Republic from the people to the creditor 
class by the vicious legislation they have caused. 
ful, this great power that is felt everywhere; it is so powerful that we 
can not even know who compose it. Let us know who has the influ- 
ence to put our legislation in a condition where the Government is un- 


der the necessity of begging of them not to surrender the circulation of 


the people. There is no circulation for the people without the consent 
of these august powers, and we are not to know who they are. It will 
not do. 

The Senator from Kentucky, I hope, will reconsider his determina- 
tion and vote for this resolution alter voting down the amendment. I 
know it is a matter of importance, and he is making a mistake. HH 


can not think as he says, because he knows of no individual who is | 


favored. 
Mr. BECK. Mr. President, one word further. There may be a 
great deal of force, and I think there is, ingvhat isintimated by the 


Senator from Nevada, that the bondholders of the country have been | 


reaping nearly all the benefit of our legislation for many years; I be- 
lieve they have. 
time to develop that class legislation has been at the bottom of all 
our financial and business troubles. These questions are not before 
the Senate now. 
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I have only a word to say in reference to the last sug- | 
He says of course the books of 


The name of every other | 


They are all-power- | 


| no objection, 


He will not go any further than I will at the proper | 
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his credit is affected and he dare not offer to sell even at a price that 
he would be willing to ke; he will go to these banking associations 
that are not only willing to develop that they are making sales, for they 
are brokers for everybody who pay them a premium, and they will ask 
an enhanced premium, and you will give them a monopoly of 

ness by excluding all men who are in j { 


> 4} } ‘ 
the pusi- 


needy circumstances from offer- 


| ing bonds on their own account. 


Che effect of this clause of the resolution is to ascertain the names of 
those needy people who are offering bonds lower than the banks will 
‘ffer them and to force those people to deal with the Government 
hrough the great brokers and bankers of the country. I do not be- 
ieve that is the purpose of the Senator from Nevada, but that is the 
effect of his exposures of private transactions by publishing these names, 


and it will add an additional 1 or perhaps 2 per cent. to the premium 


( 
t 
1 
i 


| on bonds the United States are required to purchase, because they 
| will have to go through that process of which I have spoken. 


That 
may be the object of some people. I do not believe it is the object or 
meaning of the Senator from Nevada, but that is the effect of the propo- 


| sition he makes. 
one of those propositions is made in writing and every individual man 


rhe Senator from Nevada will not now rise in his place and say that 
he believes or has reason to belive that the Secretary of the Treasury 


| has refused to purchase any bond that was offered to him by anybody, 
fact to the Senator from Nevada or anybody who cares to know any- | 


however needy or at however low a rate, and has paid anybody one- 
eighth, or one-tenth, or one-hundredth part of 1 per cent. more because 
the person offering at the one-eighth, one-tenth, or one-hundredth part 
more was a friend of the Administration or of the Secretary. He will 
not avow that he even suspects t] 1 It is not 


1e Secretary of doing wrong. 
true, and the Senator will say it is not true if he is questioned himself. 


No good can come of the exposure of private men’s dealings, but evil 
| must come of it; men will be deterred from making their offers, and 


| all offers in future will be confined to the great banking houses and 


brokers’ establishments. ‘The Government will have to pay to these 
organization when they combine, as they will, even a higher premium 
than it pays now—outrageously high as that is, after all the business 
gets into their hands by the exclusion of competition with the needy 
people I have spoken of. 


Mr. STEWART. ‘The premium has gone up about 3 per cent. since 


| this process commenced. The premium on the 4’s then was about 24}, 
and now it is about 274. Thatis a pretty good advance under the 


present management. It can not be much worse, unless we pay the 
entire interest to the maturity of the bond. 
I do not want to disclose the hand of anybody, but I want to see if 


there is a money trust in this matter. Ido not believe in that. Ifa 
holder of bonds who sells at 127 per cent. is subject to discredit, I be- 
lieve he can stand it. The idea that these bondholders now are going 


to claim, after all the benefits they have had, that they are insolvent or 
that their credit is not good! Ifa man has bonds that he can sell for 
26 or 27 per cent. premium, let him sell them to somebody else, let 
them all go through the trusts, and let us know what the trusts are, 
aud who are dealing with them. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri to be stricken out occur in two places, and, if there be 
he motion will be submitted as one motion to amend. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] upon this question asks that 
the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the reso- 
lution, and also the amendnxent of the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the resolution, in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘asked,’’ by striking out ‘‘and names of parties offering 
bonds;”’ 
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We have, however, by act of Congress authorized the Secretary of 
yi the Treasury to buy bonds whenever he pleases and wherever he can. 
Of course we expect him to buy them as cheaply as he can. It may 
a be that there are very many people other than bank officers and large 
bt moneyed associations who desire or are compelled to sell their bonds. 


and in line 6, after the word “ paid,’’ by striking out ‘‘and 
names of parties selling since said date;’’ so as to make the resolution 


read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the 





i s i They may be offering them lower than the banks and associations are Government since Apes t, 120h, with Gates of offern, amounts of bende offered, 
ee) because they need the money; if their names are disclosed and their Reten of pened inaoenta pebhent ‘d. premiums paid. pas ae ee oe 
i condition developed, if it were known that they were selling bonds, | 3 
1m that fact would have a tendency to injure the credit of those people| Mr. BECK. After the word ‘‘ purchased’’ and before the words a 
oy who want to raise money on the bonds they hold. Our bonds may be | ‘‘ premiums paid,’’ the word ‘‘and’’ should be inserted. 4 
held by people who are in comparative distress. The result would be | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be considered ‘ 
B to force them to put their bonds into the hands of the great moneyed as- | as proposed, if there be no objection. 
sociations to dispose of them without exposure; they would haveto pay | Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will modify his 
a brokerage or a commission rather than develop the fact that they | amendment and use the words ‘‘ private persons,’’ because there would F 
BES. themselves were forced to sell their bonds, and the Government of the | be no objection to publishing the names of corporations or brokers. a 
et United States would have to pay the enhanced premium that those Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that, and accept the amend- 
a financial agents would demand. They are, of course, willing to pub- | ment. 
me) lish their dealings to the world; indeed, they make many commissions| Mr. SHERMAN. Probably corporations and brokers would like to 
1 by doing so. | have their names published. Insert the word *‘ private’’ before ‘‘ per- 
i What do Mr. Gould or Mr. Vanderbilt or the great bankers of New | sons.”’ ¥ 
i York care if it isdeveloped that even their own bonds are offered for Mr. STEWART. I think that makes it worse, for it is very easy for 5 
ee sale? It does not affect their credit, but the man who needs five or | a banking institution to designate a certain person in their concern who 4 
fi ten thousand dollarsand only has bonds of the United States for that | would be a private person, and we should have no information to do us q 
ee amount, when he sells them and it is published that he is sellingthem, | any good. We want all the facts. 
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to pay 27 per ce premium or the per ple will suffer 
We ive to su iit to | ng the money without 
id there is no other way of getting it out among the } 
we submit to these exactions, I s ly we should know w ) pent 
whether they be private persons or public bodies If t 
there can be no reason for t | c not knowing 
men who deal in bonds will take care of themselves 
farmer, as well as the mechanic, as well as others w 
Government. They can take care of themselves and t Ary « 
injured. A man who owns bonds and sells them 7 
mium is not necessarily a pauper. 
There is nothing in this resolution unless we can | 
ing with the Government. Thatis whatIw to ) 
they are private persons or public bodies it is a transaction 
longs to the public. It is trne we have authorized ina | é | : 
purchase of bonds because we were driven to that nec« t it t enat 
is no law on the statute-book that allows this to bed n | teany | ¢ to be passed Rat et ( 
more than any other contract with the Government. Ul 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from N¢ aque yn int 
I wish to know whether he has any information upon h he relies | are respon yt 


that any bid has been rejected at a lower rate than a bid which has | and 

been accepted for these bonds ? I l I 
Mr. STEWART. None whatever. It is the information I want I . ( tn 

I had the information I would not be offering this resolutior ‘ f tt 
The PRESIDENT pro t pore, Does the Senator from Miss 

withdraw his original proposition to strike out? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I withdrew the original amend 











: accepted the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [ M1 , 
: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet b 
é the desk. t Lt I » 4 
e Mr. COCKRELL. If I had the least intimation tl e Se y fo ‘ ( 
4% of the Treasury had rejected a lower bid even e 01 ind thy 
of a cent, and h d accepted t higher bid, I caren whet t 1 { l \ 
ay ndividual or from a corporation, I : d most he ! 
4 fu y vote for this resolution I do not eve that 3 
4 ‘ Lv pon t r to rge } ich 
X the Secretar If he will as a Senator upon th 
: States Senate s: hat he beli : y such tran 
I will withdra I im 
Mr. STEWART I w ate 1 that the 
on the issue of opening If tl re Oj I t eep 
them open. 
Mr. COCKRELI That l subterfuge to 
tion. TheSenator from Nevada] att yt y ind t1 ) eve 4 
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of it, and that. s being acted upon by the Secretary of 
and any resolution that attempts to disclose the names 
who offer bonds, and thus incr the cost of the bonds 


which will prevent a panic, will be disastrous 


Prt | 
bua 





ase 


oO! 


op the only proces 


to the public interests and will forever condemn the man who brings 
it about. 

Che authority given to the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
bonds was inserted in an appropriation bill after a conference of both 
sides of the Chamber. I am glad to say that the Senator from Ohio, 


2 
who is the leader of his party on that side, met it likea statesman, and 
agreed to insert the provision so as to save financial trouble. Now, is 
it to be kicked around as a foot-ball to embarrass the Treasury Depart- 


ment, and probably with the hope of producing panic and disaster be- | 


fore a Presidential election? No party and no man in this country who 


attempts it will be supported or ought to be supported by the people. 


In this body your party is in the majority, yet is adverse to the Ad- | 


ministration. Wherever an investigation is required, if there be any 


needed, let it be made by a committee of this body, which is opposed | 


to the President and the Secretary of the Treasury. 
nothing to conceal. 
your own committee without injustice to individuals or the detriment 
of the publicinterest. I therefore move thatthis resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, if the owners of bonds have this 


The Secretary has 


Government at their mercy, so that they can produce a panic, it is time | 


we should know that fact. That is the penalty of allowing them to 


control the currency of the country. 


that, let us get out of it in some way. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
to be disposed of at once, because of the fact that there are appropriation 
bills pending which it 1s very necessary should be passed at once in order 
to give as reasonable assurance as possible that they may become laws 
before the Ist of July. I gave notice yesterday that I would call up 


the District of Columbia appropriation bill to-day, and I feel it my duty | 


to make an effort to do so. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ? 
I suggest that we have unanimous consent that this resolution come up 
immediately after the other morning business to-morrow. 

Mr, HARRIS. Why not let the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want it sent there. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course you do not. 

Mr. STEWART. I want it here. 

The ESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland to commit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. 
nays on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be laid over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks that 
on the motion to refer the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing the resolution should go over until 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr, CULLOM. I hope that postponement will be had. I called up 
a bill yesterday, by unanimous consent, on which I was to address the 
Senate this morning. Pending the consideration of this resolution, I 
move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No, 2851. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the resolution 


>I 
nv 


I object to that motion, and call for the yeas and 


offered by the Senator from Nevada passing over informally until to- | 


The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 6th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of the United States 


morrow ? 


courts, post-office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- | 


burg, Miss. ; 
An act (S. 2: 


7 


345) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 


Cape Fear River, Black River, and the Northeast River, in the State of | 


North Carolina; 

An act (S. 2481) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and 
Virginia Railway Company; 

An act (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas; and 

An act (S. 2883) for the relief of S. H. Pearce. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 7th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1978) for the erection of a public building in Paterson, 
N. J.; 

An act (S. 1083) for the erection of a public building at Tallahassee, 
Fla.; and 

An act (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Sacramento, Cal. 


You can get all the information you desire through | 


rc . . | 
if they are unpatriotic enough to 
produce a panic, let them doit; and if the Government is as helpless as | 


If this proposition is to be voted upon to-day, it ought | 
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The message further announced that the President had on the &th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 2123) to authorize the removal of an obstruction to the 
navigation of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware; 

An act (S. 625) granting a pension to George W. Schell; 

An act (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lobdill; 

An act (S. 1015) granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins; 

An act (S. 1286) granting a pension to Michael Lane: and 

An act (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to John G. Merritt. 


aid 


DISTRICT TAX ARREARS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 


of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 42) ex- 


\h7e 
tending the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to arrears of 
| taxes in the District of Columbia,’’ approved March 3, 1887. 
The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 6, 
‘‘and’’ where it first occurs, to strike out ‘‘eighty- 
7, before the word ‘‘first,’’ to 
and insert ‘‘the;’’ and in line 8, after the 
words ‘‘ day of,’’ strike out ‘‘ July’ and insert ‘‘ November;’’ so as to 
make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act re- 
lating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,’”’ approved March 3, 
1887, be, and the same hereby are, extended so as to apply to all general taxes 
in arrear on the Ist day of July, 1886, and to all special assessments due the 
District of Columbia, and which may be paid on or before the Ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1888. 


Mr. HARRIS. 
them as absolutely proper. 
in the House amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| after the word 
eight’? and insert ‘‘eighty-six;’’ in line 
| strike out the word ‘‘said’’ 


I have examined those amendments, and I regard 
I therefore move that the Senate concur 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I move to proceed to the consider- 
| ation of Senate bill No. 2851, and I desire tostate that yesterday I called 
up a different bill. It was a mistake on my part in designating the 
number. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 
| The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
| act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887. 

By unanimous consent, tlhe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill. 
| Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, my chief purpose in asking the in- 
| dulgence of the Senate at this time is to explain for its information the 
effect and bearing of the amendments to the interstate-commerce act, 
which the Committee on Interstate Commerce recommend, and to en- 
deavor to show the necessity for their adoption. This much is doubt- 
| Jess expected of me as chairman of the committee which proposes these 
amendments. Before doing so, however, I desire to review in a gen- 
eral way the operations of the law with a view to showing what it has 
already accomplished in the direction of reforming the abuses in the 
| administration of the railroad business which it was designed to rem- 
edy, and particularly in matters to which public attention has not been 
| generally directed. ‘This will necessarily occupy a considerable time, 
| but I trust that a general review of the operations of the law during 
the past year may be of some value in the consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed as showing not only what good has been accomplished 
and in what particulars the law has proved most effective, but also as 
| showing in what particulars it may need amendment. The great im- 
; portance of the subject and my deep interest in it must be my excuse 
| if I exhaust the patience of the Senate. 

The enactment of the interstate-commercelaw marked the beginning 
of a new era in the management of the railway business of the United 
| States. No measure of wider application or more far-reaching in 
its effects has been placed upon the statute-books of the nation for 
many years. There are now about 138,000 miles of railroad in the 
| United States, representing an investment of perhaps seven and a half 
billions of dollars for their construction and equipment. The statis- 
tics show their operations to be conducted upon a stupendous scale, 
| yet the figures wholly fail to convey an adequate idea of the magni- 
| tude of the interests affected by their operations. In the language 
| of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 





The regulation of no other business would concern so many or such diversi- 
| fled interests or would affect in so many ways the results of enterprise, the 
| prosperity of commercial and manufacturing ventures, the intellectual and so- 
| cial intercourse of the people, or the general comfort and convenience of the 
| citizen in his every-day life. The railroads provide for the people facilities and 
conveniences of a business and social nature which have become altogether in- 
| dispensable, and the importanceof so regulating these that the best results may 
| be had, not by the general public alone, but by the owners of railroad property 
| also, is quite beyond computation. 

| The necessity for legislation upon the subject has been conclusively 
demonstrated by the number and nature of the complaints made against 
the act by those whom it deprived of special favors and privileges 
which they had enjoyed so long that they had come to regard them as 
theirs by right. We all remember the great outcry that was raised 
against the act while the business of the country and of the railroads 
was being adjusted to the new order of things which the law sought 


to bring about. 
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t t f Ley to | the substantial eq contemplat 
that 
| f two route perated | e sa r should not 
h charg nti ‘ vhen i sus 
t s) t peu situated u 
aresult of these rulings the « ninission ordered defendant to 
} , \ * } 5 
( lailize 18 rates upon tl two dl ms of its road between Minne 
Md | l to Milwaukee 1 { ‘avo, With a reasonable d 
{ } 1 
ferent for t onger route, and pro ited the road from charging 
! tha 0 per hundred on wheat, flour, and mill stuffs on the 
] r iine iile it 1} to cha 9 cents on the short 
id 1 the « a™( ol haymond wwraln { thre Same company the commis- 
I . 
yn held that 
Ifa railway compa in establishing charges on different divisions and 
branches of its road so adjusts them as to divert trade and business to one locality, 
ch, nat illy, under an equitable adjustment of charges, would go to an- 
Oo I ech preterence for one place anda rdivantage to another is not excused 
or made lawful by tl fact that some of such charges are not entirely volun- 


tary, but result from competition between carriers, 


\ecordingly, a similar order was made in this case. These two de- 
cisions have resuited in a considerable modification of the tariffs af- 
fecting a large territory in the line of uniformity and justice. 

The rates on wheat from the interior of Washington Territory to the 

eahoard were involved in the case of Evans rs. The Oregon Railway 

and Navigation Company, in which the commission set forth the facts 
and circumstances which it would take into consideration in deter- 
mining what is a just and reasonable rate, and ordered that the rate on 
wheat from Walla Walla City to Portiand, Oregon, over defendant’s 
road, which was 30 cents, should not exceed 234 cents from December 
15 to June 30, with the understanding that the rate would be further 
reduced for the next grain season. 

In the case of Farrar vs. The East Tenhessee, Virginia, and Georgia 
Railway the rates on lumber from the interior of Georgia to impor- 
tant commercial centers were considered, and it was found and held 
that the joint rates on lumber from Dalton, Ga., to Roanoke and Lynch- 
chburgh, Va., were unreasonable, in comparison with the local rates 
of the defendant, the joint rates being higher in proportion than the 
local rates. Defendant was accordingly directed to reduce its joint 
rates on lumber from Dalton, Ga., to Roanoke, from 22 cents per 
hundred to 17 cents, and from Dalton to Lynchburgh from 22 cents 
to 18 cents. 

lhe discriminations practiced against shippers of stock were involved 
in the ease of Keith vs. Kentucky Central Railroad, in which the com- 
mission held that a common carrier of live stock must provide reason- 
able and proper facilities for receiving and discharging from its cars such 
live-stock as is offered for transportation, free of all except the cus- 
tomary transportation charges, and that it does not fully discharge its 
duty by receiving on and discharging from its cars live-stock at a depot 
access towhich must be purchased. The railroad company had under- 
taken to give a stock-yards company an exclusive right at one of its 
stations, and to require all stock at that station to be received and de- 
livered on the platform of the chutes of that company, which was an- 
thorized to charge lottage therefor. Complainants established chutes 
of their own by the track, through which they demanded the right of 
receiving and delivering the stock of themselves and their customers. 
The conveniences furnished by them being suitable, it was held that 
their demand must be complied with. 

Previous to the passage of the law great complaint was made because 
of the concessions granted to large shippers based on the quantity of 
their shipments. This subject was early brought before the commis- 
sion in the case of the Providence Coal Company vs. The Providence and 
Worcester Railroad Company, and the principle was affirmed that no 
analogy to wholesale or retail mercantile dealings exists in the busi- 
ness of common carriers. Defendant issued a tariff of rates for coal, in 
which it offered to give a discount or rebate of 10 per cent. ‘‘to any 
person, firm, or corporation who shall receive consignments of coal in 
one year amounting to 30,000 tons or upwards at any one station on 
the line of the road.’’ ‘There was little probability that this quantity 
would be received at more than three places on the road, and it was 
doubtful if it would be received at more than one place or by more than 
one dealer. ‘The commission held that this offer was void, and that 
if a discount was made to one dealer under it all others would be en- 
titled to a like discount. This was done on the ground that— 

A railroad company ean not support a discount based on quantity of freight 
received by any one shipper on the principles which are applied among mer- 
chants, whereby they give better prices in wholesale than in retail dealings. The 
cases are not analogous, since the naming of the quantity of freight that shall 
be compared to wholesale purchases must necessarily be altogether arbitrary, 
and the duty of impartial service which the company owes to the public will 
preclude special discriminations being determined by arbitrary tests. 

The notable cases brought by Mr. George Rice against a number of 
Southern railroads, based on discriminations practiced against him and 
in favor of the Standard Oil Company, are doubtless familiar to Sena- 
tors, and I will not refer to them at length at this time. The cases 
were stoutly contested on both sides, and, after a protracted investiga- 
tion and hearing, the commission decided that the defendants must 
make the same rates on oil shipped in barrels as on oil shipped in tank- 
cars, and issued orders directing the defendants to readjust their rates 
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ordingly, to cease transporting oil in tank-cars without regard to their 


al 
capacity, to make the same rates on oil to all shippers per hundred 
pounds carried, and to so publish their tariffs as to show all their rates 
1 } 


on oil and their charges for its shipment. 

rhe testimony in these cases showed beyond dispute that the defend- 
int railroads had persistently discriminated against Mr. Rice in every 
imaginable way, that they had frequently refused to give him informa- 
tion about their rates, and had de ed him as to the rates when they 
did 1 m. In short, the testimony made it evident that the offi- 





cers of these roads acted in concet i¢ whatever they could to inter- 


fere with his business, and the proc eedings in these cases demonstrated 
the shameless subserviency of the railroads involved to the contaminat- 
ing influence of the most unscrupulous and unconscionable ‘‘ combine ’’ 
of the present day—the gigantic Standard Oil Trust. 





REDUCTIONS IN RATES EFFECTED BY THE LAW. 


Many persons have apparently been disposed to judge the value of 
the interstate-commerce act by its eftect upon railroad rates, and to 
approve it only in so far as it brought about reductions in such rates. 
While I do not regard this as the only basis for determining the value 
of the law to the people, yet this test can be applied to it with most 
satisfactory results, although it has only been in operation a little over 
a year. While low rates are of the utmost importance to the people, 
yet the absolute rate charged is after all really of less importance than 
the relative rate in most instances. What the shipper most desires and 
insists upon is that others similarly situated shall not receive lower 
rates than are granted to him. This he is entitled to, and this equality 
of treatment the law intends that he shall have. 

But applying to the law the popular test and considering only its 
effect upon railroad rates, if must be conceded that it has been of very 
great value to the people. ‘There is no doubt that the tendency of 
rates since the passage of the law has constantly been downward. When 
it first went into effect there were a number of instances in which 


| higher rates were established, but the carriers found themselves unable 


to maintain them and they were materially reduced. Some advances 
have since been made and abandoned, like the 10 per cent. advance on 


| the lower classes of freight made by the trunk lines in January. In 


a report recently issued the railroad commissioners of Dakota say: 


Whether it is the good effects of the interstate-commerce law or the result of 
the rapid development of the country that have brought about the reduction 
in passenger and freight rates on several of the roads doing businessin Dakota, 
the commission can not say: but the gratifying fact remains that reductions 
have been made. 

On the Northern Pacific and Manitoba roads there has been a reduction of 
about 20 per cent. in freight rates; on passengers the rate has been reduced from 
5 cents to 4 cents a mile, and on mileage books from 3 cents per mile to 2} cents 
per mile. The Minneapolis and St. Louis has reduced its freight rates about 15 


| per cent, 


Such results have been quite common, but of course it can not be 
claimed that they have been always or entirely due to the interstate- 


commerce act, although that has been without doubt potential in se- 
le 


| curing reductions in rates in a great many instances. But one class ot 


reductions in rates which have been of the very highest importance to 
the country, and especially to the smaller towns and cities, must be 
attributed directly to the operation of the law. 

I refer now to those made necessary by the enactment of the “‘ short- 
haul’’ section. It is safe to say that prior to April, 1887, there was no 
railroad in the country upon which more was not charged at interme- 
diate local points than at more distant and competitive points in some 
instances, at least. The practice was universal, and the smaller towns 
and cities were gradually being crushed out by reason of the favoritism 
shown to what were known as ‘‘commercial centers’? and ‘‘ compet- 
ing points.’’ When the law took effect, however, a very large major- 
ity of the carriers of the country entirely revolutionized their practice 
in this respect, and framed their tariffs in accordance with the prohi- 
bition against a greater charge for a shorter than for alonger haul. In 
some cases this was done at the expense of a considerable loss of reve- 
nue, as in the equalization made necessary by the law the local rates 
were usually reduced without the through rates being raised. At the 
close of the year several of the larger corporations are still protesting 
that the effect of this requirement of the law has been disastrous to 
their income. On the other hand, however, large sections of the coun- 
try have been favorably affected by the operation of this section, and 
have received lower rates than ever before, as well as rates that are in 
line with the charges made at more important terminal stations at a 
greater distance from the common center, and are claiming that the in- 
creased volume of traffic and the stimulus to business resulting from 
the change compensate the carriers for the loss of revenue involved. 

This is especially true of the western part of Illinois, in Wisconsin, in 
Southern Minnesota, in Western Iowa and Missouri, in Eastern Ne- 
braska and Kansas, in Northern Vermont and New York, in Michigan, 
in Mississippi, and in many other sections as well. The rates on grain 
to the East from Western Illinois are now for the first time no greater 
than the rates from St. Louis. The same is true of rates from Western 
Missouri and Iowa as compared with the rates from Kansas City and 
Omaha; the same is true of rates from Eastern Nebraska and Kansas, 
which are traversed by the Missouri Pacific road from Kansas City to 
Omaha on the West side of the river, thus bringing all these points 
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correct the same to the proper description and classification; but as there isno 
punishment for the practice this does not preventthe same parties from making 
further misrepresentations on other shipments. If the practice were made un- 





lawful it is not likely that it would be continued. Such alaw would therefore 
greatly aid the railroads in suppressing the evil, which it seems impossible to 
do without the support of the Government, 


lo show that the railroad companies are anxiousto correct these evils I here- 
with inclose a copy of the organization of the weighing and inspec tion bureau 
which is about to be established at the western termini of the trunk-lines. This 
paper is marked A 

In further proof, I will also refer to the operationsof the inspection bureauin 
New York since 1853, as shown in the statements herewith inclosed, marked B. 
The inspection in New York is confined to west-bound freight shipped over the 
New York trunk-lines to their western termini and points beyond. The total 
tonnage subject to inspection is only 1,200,000tons per year, (The total tonnage 
transported over the railroads in the United States during the year 1886, as stated 
in Poor’s Manual, was 482,245,254 tons.) During the year 1887 corrections were 
made at New York in 75,000 cases where shipments were improperly described. 
Of this number perhaps 20 per cent. were unintentional errors; but about 80 
per cent. can be readily traced as intentional misrepresentations. 

When the Bureau was first established it was thought that in the course of 
time, and with a knowledge on the part of shippers that a careful inspection is 
made, the cases of misrepresentation would gradually decrease in number; but 
the contrary seems to be the case. From statement B, above referred to, it ap- 
pears t during the year 1887 the number of corrections was greater than in 
uny previous year. There seems to have been a constant increase annually. 
This is partly accounted for by the fact that the same parties, after their mis- 
representations have been detected, continue the practice, no doubt on the the- 
ory that if they succeed in having one shipment out of ten passed without de- 
tection something is gained. It is proper, however, to state that some of these 
shippers claim that they are personally opposed to these methods, but that 
they are instructed by the purchasers of the goods to make those misrepresen- 
tations, and if they fail to do so their customers threaten that they will transfer 
their business to some one who will comply with their request. It is believed 
that in all such cases a law forbidding the practice would have the desired ef- 
fect. Many merchants have expressed themselves as opposed to these dishon- 
est practices, and as being in favor of a law making willful misrepresentation 
a misdemeanor. 

In 1856 the dry-goods trade made a request for certain reductions in the clas- 
sification of dry goods. The railroad hesitated to make the proposed changes 
because it would increase the possibility of misrepresentations, but finally they 
acceded to the request under the condition that the merchants enter into a spe- 
cial agreement with the railroad companies, One of the conditions of this agree- 
ment was that they would correctly describe their goods on their shipping re- 
ceipt; and another condition was that they would unite with the railroad com- 
panies in an application to the Legislature of New York, at its next session, for 
the passage of a law making it a misdemeanor to misrepresent the nature of 
any shipment. Linclose herewith a statement marked C, containing a copy of 
the agreement (see section 3), also the names of the firms that signed the same, 
It was signed by some 130 of the principal dry-goods firms. The condition in 
section 3 was suggested by the merchants themselves, The railroads have not 
taken any steps to have this part of the agreement carried out, because a New 
York State law would not apply to shipments in other States, and merchants 
in other Siates competing with those in the State of New York would not be 
under similar restrictions, Such a law, to be effective, should be passed by Con- 
gress, and apply to all shippers and all railroads in the United States. 

‘The objection has frequently been made by shippers that while a rigid inspec- 
tion exists in New York City no inspection is made at Boston and other cities. 
I will say that efforts have been made to extend this system of inspection to the 
other cities in order to put all shippers on the same footing; but these efforts 
failed at other places on account of the refusal of some of the railroad com- 
panies to have the goods shipped over their road inspected. I mention this 
fact simply to show why it is impossible for some of the railroads to control 
this matter if all do not desire to co-operate, and that it is a subject for national 
legislation. 

Having considered the reasons which induce me to recommend the passage 
of a proper law for the purpose of avoiding this form of unjust discrimination, 
as well as protecting the railroad companies against fraud, I have also consid- 
ered what reasons there are, if any, why such a lawshould not be enacted; but 
I have not been able to finda single reason. No fear need be entertained that 
any one would be punished for unintentional errors, as such cases are easily 
recognized, Ifa merchant represents silks as being cotton piece goods, or cut- 
lery as nuts and bolts, there can be no doubt that these are intentional misrep- 
resentations; or if a shipper offers a forged receipt from an elevator Or ware- 
house, representing 40,000 pounds of freight as 25,000 pounds, it is not difficult 
to prove fraudulent intentions. Neither is there any difficulty on account of 
complications in the classification, as shippers need not state the class, but sim- 
ply the correct name of the goods which they offer for shipment, and this they 
certainly ought to be able todo. There is no difficulty in distinguishing be- 
tween error and fraud, and therefore no fear need be entertained that under 
such a law innocent parties would suffer. 

Certainly there can be no possible objection to the passage of a law suppress- 
ing fraud. 

It may be said that the railroad companies arbitrarily establish their tariffs 
and classification, and thatthe Government should not be called upon to enforce 
the same. This objection might have been reasonably urged before the enact- 
ment of the interstate-commerce law, but can not be urged now. These tariffs 
and classifications are now subject to the supervision of the Interstate-Com- 
merce Commission, and are on record in the office of the commission. If they 
are not reasonable and just,as the law provides, a legal remedy lies within the 
reach of every shipper. If shippers were allowed at their discretion to violate 
these official tariffs, how could the provisions of the interstate-commerce law, 
that these tariffs are to be strictly adhered to, be carried into effect? A viola- 
tion of the law by the shippers has precisely the same effect as a violation by 
the carriers; ana why should not the shippers be forbidden to violate or to at- 
tempt to violate the law as well as the carriers? 

No better means could be adopted than to make the practice of misrepresent- 
ing the weights and character of goods illegal on the part of shippers as well as 
on the part of railroads. The honest shippers and the honest railroad compa- 
nies must have this or some other kind of support in order that the interstate- 
commerce law may be effectually carried out. 

Very respectfully, 















ALBERT FINK. 
fon. S. M. CcuLLom, 
Chairman Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
Washington, D. C. 
The necessity of the proposed amendment is shown unmistakably 
by the report on the subject recently made by the Interstate-Com- 
merece Commission, which made an investigation on its own motion. 
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reading it; but I commend it to any Senator who may entertain any 
doubts as to the necessity of legislation on the subject, and will ask to 
have extracts from it inserted as a part of my remarks. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE OPINION OF THE COMMISSION. 


The act to regulate commerce forbids ‘“‘ unjust discrimination” by common 
carriers subject to its provisions. It defines unjust discrimination, declaring 
that a common carrier is guilty thereof whenever it “ directly or indirectly, by 
any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other device,’’ charges one person more 
than another for the transportation of a like kind of traffic under substantially 
similar circumstances and conditions. The act forbids the giving of any undue 
or unreasonable preference or advantage to one person over another by any 
common carrier subject to its provisions, and the subjecting of ‘‘any particular 
person, company, firm, corporation, or locality, or any particular description 
of traffic, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any re- 
spect whatever.” It also makes it unlawful for any such common earrier to 
charge or receive a greater or less compensation than the rate which is speci- 
fied in its published schedules in force at the time. 

* * a a * * % 

It, perhaps, was not to be expected, however, that the giving and obtaining of 
special favors in transportation would be abandoned immediately upon the 
enactment of the law,either by shippers who had been accustomed to enjoy 
them in business strife or by carriers who had been wont to employ them for 
the purpose of obtaining traffic in the face of competition. The education of 
the public, under the business practices which had been not only countenanced 
but encouraged by the carriers for a long series of years previous to the passage 
of the law, had been such as to largely obliterate the idea of honor as entering 
into the case in any degree whatever, and to suggest that the new law was not 
passed to be obeyed, but to be evaded. The time may come when it wiil be 
thought to be as disgraceful to obtain transportation dishonestly as to acquire 
property dishonestly,and when citizens who control the agencies of public car- 
riage will consider the permission of unequal advantages in transportation in 
the same light in which they now ought to regard a fraud upon the ballot-box. 
It is not obvious in what way the obtaining of free transportation or reduced 
rates of transportation by trick or device is less dishonorable than any other 
form of cheating, nor is it apparent how the procuring of busineas by the car- 
riers, through practices whereby one shipper is given a pecuniary advantage 
over another in a public service, differs ethically fromthe payment of a bribe. 

Nevertheless neither shippers nor carriers have been accustomed to stop and 
consider these questions. If presented they have been brushed aside, in the 
race for business which absorbs the entire community. A common carrier 
should be as sensitive to suspicion of unfairness as a register of deeds, clerk of 
a court, or any other public servant. The purchase of his seivices at a stated 
price, equal to all, should be a matter of course with every shipper, without any 
more thought of obtaining personal advantage in the transaction than of coun- 
terfeiting the coin that pays the bill. 

The re-establishment of a correct public sentiment upon this most important 
matter must be effected by the enactment and enforcement of justlaws. In the 
act to regulate commerce the country is brought face to face with certain prin- 
ciples governing transportation by common carriers which had been almost to- 
tally overlooked. One is that their service is a public service, and that common 
carriers have no right to conduct their business as private enterprises are some- 
times conducted, giving favors for the hope of gain and seeking tocontro! busi- 
ness by discounts and concessions. Such methods, possibly legitimate in the 
counting-room of the merchant or the manufacturer, must be rigidly excluded 
from the office of the common carrier. The very name “common” carrier im- 
plies equality ; it signifies common to all; the servant of the public. The adop- 
tion of the vocation carries with it the assurance imposed by one of the elemen- 
tary principles of the common law, that every customer shall be served alike; 
and itis rewarded with privileges and securities which many other vocations 
do not possess. 

On the other hand, the common carrier is at least entitled to the same fair 
dealing and honesty on the part of its customers which are expected between 
man and man in the ordinary commercial transactions of life: and should not 
be called upon for the exercise of an extraordinary degree of suspicion or re« 
quired personally to revise every representation made by shippers. The busi- 
ness of the world is founded upon mutual trust andconfidence. When once the 
true relations of the common carrier to the public are generally recognized, and 
their importance appreciated, the same honorable course of dealing which 
American merchants and manufacturers are justly expected to pursue between 
themselves and with strangers will be applied unhesitatingly in respect to the 
subject of transportation. 

The prohibitions of the act to regulate commerce are fortunately not limited 
to the methods of unjust discrimination by special rate, rebate, or drawback, 
but contain the added words “or other device.’ The attention of the commis- 
sion has been recently attracted in various ways by allegations that the device 
known as “‘underbilling”’ is being largely employed by shippers and carriers 
as a method by which a less compensation is paid by one personghan by another 
for ‘‘a like and contemporaneous service.’”’ It became the duty of the commis- 
sion to investigate the subject, and such an investigation has accordingly been 
had. Time was not available for such a full examination of the question in all 
parts of the country as might have been desired, but the taking of testimony 
and the collection of facts was carried sufficiently far to lay open the subject as 
it is found to exist in certain important localities, from which generalizations 
can be safely made. 

* * * * * * * 


There is no doubt whatever, and the commission finds the fact to be, that an 
immense amount of traffic has been carried by the railroads of the country dur- 
ing the last six months, and to some extect during the entire period since the 
passage of the act to regulate commerce, the tonnage or weight of which was 
underbilled. The shipper in such cases pays freight upon a less quantity than 
is actually carried, the result of which is that upon the gross amount he pays a 
reduced rate; in other words, a less sum than is charged to other shippers fora 
like service. 

This has not been confined to any particular road or group of roads, but has 
been very generally prevalent in various parts of the United States, and even 
upon lines which at the same time were protesting most emphatically their ab- 
solute conformity to the requirements of the law. 

The practice is unequivocally condemned by every railroad official and traffic 
manager whom the commission has approached upon the subject; and they 
have been very many, including the officers of most of the leading lines in the 
Centraland Western States; but at the same time the fact can not be denied 
thatthe same lines have admitted traffic upon which the billing was short, and 
that usually they have known, or easily might have known, that such was the 
case. 











* # « * * = * 

A difficulty in dealing with this device under the existing provisions of law is 
found in the fact that in each particular case the carriers assert that they did not 
know of its existence; that they were imposed upon by the shipper or were 


That report covers the subject fully and contains abundant evidence | unwittingly led into error by the fraud or ignorance of an agent; sothat while 


of the general violation of the law by means of underbilling. The 
report is rather long, and I will not take up the time of the Senate by 


these irregularshipments may have been overlooked or winked at, andin many 
eases, perhaps, suggested, by the responsible officers of the companies, yet proof 
of this, to the satisfaction of a jury in any given case, might be difficult to make 
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As it now stands the sixteenth section of the act provides a summary | 
ind effective method for the prompt enforcement in an equity court of | 
the admini tive orders of the commission correcting unjust discrimi 
nation or unlawful preference or extortion and other violations of the | 
tatute involving matters of general public interest. As to all such | 
matters the section is already as strong as it can be made, and ther: 
can be no question as to the propriety ol the P ocedure p escribed. 
So far as such matters are concerned the section is left substantially as 
it stands by the amendment, except that it is limited in its applica- 
tion to that class of cases. The amendment then proposes an addition 
Lo thre ection to provide ] he class of cases requiring tri 1 by jury, 

nding such cases to the circuit court sitting as a court of law, and | 
making provision for a hearing within not more than forty days after 
the petition is filed. 

In the case of Councill against the Western and Atlantic Railroad 
Company, the commission declined to go into the question ef mone: 
damag is it was required to do by the fourteenth section of the act, | 

1 order vo avoid having the constitutional qnestion that has been re- 


ferred to raised. This was a case in which the only way that repara- 
tion could be made was by the payment of money damages, to which 
the complainant was clearly entitled. The complainant, Mr. Coun- | 

hl the gospel and | 


cill, a highly respectable colored man, a minister of 
principal of the State Colored Normal and Industrial School of Ala 


bama, w: ilently ejected from the car reserved for white people, in 
which he had taken a seat, although he had paid full first-class fare 
and there was no other car on the train furnishing comfortable accom- 
modations or the equal accommodations to which he was entitled. 
The facts found by the commission show that Mr. Councill was treated 


outrageously, and that the railroad company ought to be required to 
compensate him for the assault committed upon him, for the injuries 
inflicted upon him, and for the indignities to which he was subjected. | 
If the law does not properly provide for cases of this nature, in which 
lamages should be awarded, it certainly ought to do so, and 
that is the purpose of the amendment. 

Most of the remaining amendments are purely formal and explain 
themselves. This is the case with those on pages 11, 12, and 13 of the 
bill. The amendment on pages 12 and 13 isintended to provide for the 
publication of an official edition of the decisionsof the commission and 
for the publication of its annual report, which subsequent amendments 
propose to take out of the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
law does not maké the commission part of the Interior Department, 
but requires the Secretary to furnish the commission with offices and 
oflice supplies and to approve its expense-vouchers. The supervision 
which the Secretary of the Interior exercises over the accounts of the 
commission is purely formal, of course, but it subjects both the com- 
mission and the Secretary to considerable trouble without accomplish- 


money ¢ 








ing any useful purpose. On the recommendation of the Secretary of | 


the Interior the amendments to sections 18 and 21 of the act con;uined 


on pages 14 and 15 of the bill have been proposed, the object being | 


to make the commission an independent bureau. 
The amendments proposed to section 22 are intended to permit the 


railroads if they see fit to carry free destitute and homeless persons | 


transported by charitable societies, and to give reduced rates to muni- 
cipal governments for the transportation of indigent persons. 

Mr. President, I fear I have trespassed on the patience of the Senate 
too long, but my excuse is the magnitude and importance of the sub- 
ject under consideration. There is no business question in which the 
people of the country have a deeper interest, for the reason that there 
is none which bears more directly upon their financial prosperity. 
Cheap transportation and equality of rights in its enjoyment are two 
great demands of the times, and the nation will fail of its duty if it does 
not do what it can to secure both to the people. The best possible 
conditions must surround our internal commerce, and we must give 
the people the best possible advantages whenever we can in reaching 
whatever market may be open to them in any of the nations. The 
Constitution imposes the duty upon us as a Congress of regulating com- 
merce among the several States and with foreign nations. Let us do 
both in the interest of the people without fear or favor, fearing not to 
do right by all, whether engaged in one pursuit or another, favoring 
none, whether clothed with corporate power or in the common walks 
of life. Equality of rights is the watchword in this country, and it 
applies as well to business transactions as to the right to be freeor the 
right to vote. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that thé House had passed the bill (H. R. 
7149) to incorporate the Hotel Republic Company of the District of 
Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will announce the 
special order, which is Order of Business 603. 

The SecreTARY. A bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. Doeu and Mr. HALE addressed the Chair. 


| Senate this afternoon, but Il ask the Senate to agree to take up the res- 


| road Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; 


| mac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. HALE. I do not propose to take up any of the time of the 


olutions of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to-morrow morn- 
ing after the routine business, when, with the leave of the Senate, I 
propose to submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempt re. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lutions offered by the Senator from Alabama will be laid before the 
Senate to-morrow at the conclusion of the morning business, and the 
Senator from Maine will be recognized as entitled to the floor. 


Mr. HALE. I shall desire to speak directly after the routine morn- 
ing business, as I shall be obliged to leave town 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Rail- 


\ bill (H. 8. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) to incorporate the Hotel Republic Company of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. 8719) to amend the act giving the approval and sanc- 
tion of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Poto- 


STEPHEN SCHIEDEL—VETO MESSAGE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1017, entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Stephen Schiedel 

The beneficiary named in this bill served in the First Regiment Missouri 
Light Artillery from October 24, 1861, to October, 1854. . There is no record of 
any injury or disability while in the service. 

In March, 1880, sixteen years after his discharge, he filed an application for a 
pension,alleging that about June, 1862, while carrying logs to aid in building 
quarters, a log slipped and fell upon a lever, which flew up and struck him, 
injuring his back and shoulder. 

He furnished the testimony of two witnesses tending to support his statement 
of the manner in which he was injured; but upon investigation this evidence 
was found to be unreliable 

Medical examinations failed to disclose any disability from the cause alleged, 
| but do tend to show that he was disabled since his discharge by an injury to his 


| right hand and arm aud some rheumatic trouble. 

itis not claimed that he incurred any disability from rheumatism while in 

| the Army. Itappears distinctly that he was wounded in the right wrist and 

| arm while firing a cannon at the village of Hamburgh, Erie County, New York, 
on the 4th day of July, 1866. The doctor who testilies to this injuryand who 

| dressed the wound negatives any other illness before the accident, 

Even if he has, since his discharge, suffered from rheumatism, he does not 
claim that this was incurred in the Army. He bases his right to a pension en- 
tirely upon an injur’ which he particularly describes, and which the medical 
examination does not sustain. It will be observed, too, that he continued his 
military service for two years and four months after the date of his alleged in- 
jury. Itseems hardly possible that he could have done this if he had been in- 
jured in the manner he alleges. 





GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 12, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the contrary not- 
withstanding ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As all the other vetoed pensoin bills were referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions, I move that the bill and message be re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN H. MARION—VETO MESSAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
| message from the President of the United States; which was read: 





|} To the Senate: 


(+ ZTreturn without approval Senate bill No. 1772, entitled ‘An act for the relief 
Dey ; 
lof John H. Marion 
| It is proposed by this bill to relieve the party named therein from an indebt- 
edness to the Government amounting to $1,042.45, arising from the non-fulfill- 
rect made by him in 1884 with the Government, by which he 
se of the Quartermaster’s Department a quantity of 


ment of a contra 

agreed to furnish for the u 

amma hay. 

The contractor wholly failed to furnish the hay as agreed, and thereupon 
the Government, pursuant to the terms of the contract, obtained the hay in 
ot »er quarters, paying therefor a larger sum by $1,042.45 than it would have 
been obliged to pay the contractor if he had fulfilled his agreement. This 
amount was charged against the contractor. 

It is alleged that the crop of the particular kind of hay which was to be fur- 
nished under the contract failed the season in which it was to be supplied, on 
account of drought; and that thus performance became impossible on the part 

of the contractor. 5 ; 

| Between individuals no injustice could be claimed if the contractor in such 

| cireumstances should be held to have taken the chances of the crop. And if an 








o 
& 










. 4% iste 
































f 4 ) A scerta 
the Go i nsa s ert 
i Se i ted ag st 
ch ed a I i sd Go ' 
n tl sla \ 1 ca 
fr t7 t “ € for ur i it I ieve I 
' 
I ‘ 1 nera 
t eis star y when such I - 
r 3 be t relaxed t faliure the « 
j et s é l 1 why th 1 i 
ood seq 1 his def t 
I | and the ‘ eG I 
‘ . 
be t ed beyond t mit of s t ssw i 
ve i it i I e! : 
af ting for } ed t 
i ii s ed < 
« s mit ‘ i pa es i « A 3 
pre t S ) 
‘ ) « 
I ‘i 
i e | S[D] I S 
¢ res ) @ CO i “ 
M isl M I »t s 
[ 110 W 1 1 
PR j ( 
i I 
PLI 1 4 
( 
WA 
T 
ia i I 
{ Ut i 
I na ‘ 
Dp . 
i LVN 
t \ Ce 
Pr n 
f } i ' 
i i 
Aff 
Mr. TE] tted t int 
h totl ( ( i i ) 
with th , y papel we Ts 14 cs 
pl ‘ red to " 
h 3] AK tted l ar cle 
hy } 1 1 ‘ ] ‘ é ntive 
wh 7 14 ( mittee on M 7} 
oO} 
Mr. PLUMB. I have given ) that dd 5 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill 
from Orec« iM Do very l ~ ’ 
the retin ) W eI vield to him w Ve 
in view of the that thed has almost entire Lp 
anythi 1 done on ippropria st 
ma he to ta up the D t of Co 
unt aiter t ul from Oregon | ] i ( i 
: } 
I irks 1 the tl ition Pili 
SEACOAST DEFENSES { < . i 
‘ I> 4T > : 7 ‘ 2 A 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not expec ) final ac 
of the Senate on this bill this afternoon, but I think 
business by having the bill read, or printed i r ut t : 
submitting some remarks on it this afternoon . : o 
2 : : € 3 
: I pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to ha t = ; 
. . ’ 
I desire to have il] g \ 
DENT pro tempore ‘ i > ’ 
roposed to be amended by the Co 
fenses is as follows 
2 Re it enacted, etc., That forthe pr ose of provid r the fo i i | 
S defenses rece nended by the board appointed by the Presid j the 
4 visions of t of Congress titled **‘An act making pr« 
4 cations and other ks of defense and for the armament t! ‘ 
2 year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” appre i : c i tie | i 
% the ports named in the report of the said boar st j : ast ( 
fications are most urgently needed, namely, New York, Sar aie 
; ton, the lake ports, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, Philade|lp! : Space ; 
= » tir > } ; 
i taltimore, and, Me., R Island } ts,in Narraga K \ a ‘ 
n ( iriest S. Mobile, N yndon. Sa \ vest j : , 1 , 
§ P cola, I W i or un Diego. ( j oo 
{ of Cumbe 1 Sound I cy h. defenses of por f h 7 . 
N ed rd. Mass.. « f s ports the “ Me a} 
‘ i ‘ H en, ¢ in re be I Ni , 4 
it i s rwis 
2 A 
: Chat said appro 1ilabl 
5 fisca eal wn ea 
3 s ' ‘ 
¥, 5 i . & ” if 
I 
; ¥)1, $5,877,800, all ¢ 1 appropriation to be available 
< Spec. 3. That said sum shall be x ed under tl direction o I yrit 
3 tor the purpose of providing fe catio and oth , enses { 4 nes 
; said and the armament there if aitea { t : ; 
: tions, substantially in accorda 1 the endations a ‘ 3 a 
2 until Congress shail otherwise provide, and shall be appor ied i | po 





ee rena 





io gg gk RAR 


PRIA pete em 


| 
| 
‘ 


9152 


It has not a single fort, or ship, or gun suitable for defense against 

1 , ] ve Tid Ie 2 . ar 

an attack by a modern naval vessel. With the advent of modern war 
lips and high-power guns, our wooden naval vessels, smooth-bore, 


cast-iron guns, and our forts which at the commencement of the wat 
of the rebellion were ample for our defense, have become obsolete and 
On the 16th of February, 1886, when the bill for the in- 
crease of the Navy was under consideration, I made some remarks 
upon the defenseless condition of our seacoast, from which I quote: 


valueless, 


Mr. Dotpn. It would seem to be unnecessary after all the examinations and 
! rts we have had on this subject, after the recommendations we have had 
from our committees, and from those in authority, and when almost the entire 
press of the country is urging upon our attention the importance of defending 
our coast, for me to urge its importance upon the Senate of the United States. 

All our commercial cities upon both seacoasts, the Atlantic and Pacific, upon 
the Great Lakes, and upon Puget Sound, are to-day exposed to destruction or 
equally ruinous tribute in case of a foreign war. We have nota single sea- 
board town upon either coast but what could be captured by a gunboatofa 
third-rate power. We have not a single fortified port upon either coast into 
which our shipping engaged in coastwise and foreign commerce could repair 
for safety in case of war. ‘The board on fortifications and other defenses enum- 
erated twenty-seven seaboard cities at which, in their opinion, defenses were 
most urgently needed, and they did not include in that enumeration a large 
number upon both coasts and not a single city upon the Great Lakes or upon 
Puget Sound. 

Mr. Tilden, in his memorable letter to the Speaker of the House of Represen- 
tatives concerning seacoast defenses, estimated that twelve seaport cities upon 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts contained a population of 5,000,000 souls and de- 
structible property of the value of $5,000,000,000, and in a recent article by Cap- 
tain Greene on our seacoast defenses, in Scribner’s Monthly for January, he 
estimates that fifteen of our cities contain destructible property of the assessed 
value of $4,000,000,000 

Now, for the protection of all this vast amount of property,as has been stated 
here, we have not a single war ship, we have nota single fort that is of any value 
asa defense, we have not a single gun for our fortifications. All the great 
powers of Europe are fortifying their coasts and by forts and turrets protected 
by the most approved armor, and are creating navies of modern war ships 
armed with the mest powerful guns that have yet been made. 


s : & * * * 


A war cloud hangs constantly over Europe, and every now and then we bave 
complications with foreign countries that remind us that we can not always 
hope that the peace we have so long enjoyed will continue forever. Great Brit- 
ain to-day possesses a fleet of gunboats which I have seen estimated somewhere 
at one hundred and eleven that upon a few hours’ warning could be sent up the 
river St. Lawrence and by the canal around the St. Lawrence Rapids and by 
the Welland Canal to the Great Lakes to destroy our great citiesand our exten- 
sive commerce there. 

As has been said, Great Britain from her fortified harbors and naval stations 
at Halifax and Bermuda could in a few hours send her great war ships, armed 
with forged steel breech-loading rifles, throwing projectiles weighing a ton or 
more a distance of 10 miles and upward, to destroy the principal cities along 
our Atlantic ssacoast; and at Victoria on Vancouver Island she keeps con- 
stantly from one to three war ships convenient to the commercial cities along 
the Sound and upon the Columbia River, and within forty-eight hours to the 
wealthy and populous city of San Francisco. She has recently ordered, as has 
been stated, in the public press of this country, twenty Armstrong 80-ton guns 
for her fortifications at Vancouver Island, to frown on our defenseless coast just 
across the straits of Juan de Fuca, and she has notified the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad Company to be ready to transport them with other war material across 
the continent in April next. 

Even Chili possesses a war vessel that could anchor outside the Golden Gate 
at San Francisco and destroy the city, or ignoring what we call forts there, our 
structures of brick and mortar and sand, armed with antiquated smooth bore 
cast-iron guns, insufficiently mounted and out of repair, steam unharmed up to 
the wharves of the city and under penalty of destruction lay the city under 
tribute, to be paid out of the private funds in her banks or out of the public 
funds in the subtreasury there. I clipped a few days ago—— 

Mr. Maxey. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon in connection with his 
argument respecting the exposed condition of our seaboard that the cotton, 
the grain, all the products of the interior which are found in the great cities of 
New York and so on, are in warehouses near the wharves, and therefore in the 
most exposed condition to an attack by a naval vessel of any other portion of 
these seaports, and the destruction of them would be the destruction of a vast 
amount of property owned by people far in the interior and removed from the 
seaboard. 

Mr. Dotru, I called attention to that matter in some remarks I made on the 
fortification bill when it was under discussion atthe last session. The accumu- 
lations of all our manufacturing and agricultural products are in the seaports 
and subject to capture and destruction, and the capture or destruction of one of 
these seaports would derange all our internal commerce. 

But to return to San Francisco. I clipped from a San Francisco paper a few 
days since an imaginary description of an attack on San Francisco by two of 
the armored vessels of Great Britain. I ask that it be read. It will be interest- 
ing at this time as something that is quite possible if not probable. 

he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Lieutenant Greble, of the artillery, pictured an attack on San Francisco by 
two British ironclads, the Benbow and the Collingwood. The Benbow has two 
16-inch 110-ton breech-loading rifles and ten 6-inch breech-loaders in broadside. 
The Collingwood has four 12-inch breech-loaders and six 6-inch breech-loading 
riflesin broadside, Both command arange of some8to9miles. The command- 
ing officer demands the surrender of the city. The demandisrefused. Twenty- 
four hours are allowed for the departure of the women and the children; then 
the two ships take up a position inside the bar, south of Point Lobos, within 7 
miles of the city hall. ‘Suddenly a roar is heard, followed by another and an- 
other; soon the screech of the shells is followed by the crash of falling build- 
ings; fire breaks out in a hundred different places; the fire department is help- 
less; the socialist and anarchist revel in the wholesale destruction, and strip and 
burn the buildings which the shells have spared; the whole city is on fire; men 
are looking out to save themselves, leaving their property to the mercy of Prov- 
idence. San Francisco, the pride of the Golden State, is destroyed, and the 
enemy has a foothold on American soil which it will cost many lives to recover. 
A city with 233,000 inhabitants, $245,000,000 of property, 800 steamers or sailing 
vessels in its harbor, and vast interests of various kinds is dead, or so stricken 
that it will take years and years to nurse it back to its present prosperity.’ ”’ 

Mr. Dotrn. Do Senators like the picture? As I have said, the realization is 
possible, and I might say I think truly probable. What is true of San Fran- 
cisco is true of every commercial city along our entire seacoasts and upon the 
great lakes. 

The truth is that to-day the United States is under heavy bonds to keep the 
peace with all the world. The defenseless condition of our coasts and our un- 
protected commerce guaranties that in our intercourse with other nations we 
will observe the rules of courtesy and international law; nay, more, they place 
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us at a humiliating disadvantage in any such controversy. In any such cont 
versy we must be constantly reminded that discretion isthe better part of val 

I say this without underrating our power and our resources and the courage 
and the patriotism of our people. 

It has been said, and I repeat it, that with our great resources and our means 
of internal commerce and the patriotism and the courage of our people we 
could hurl the combined armies of the world from our shores; but in the mean 
time, in a contest with a great naval power, our great commercial cities would 
be exposed to destruction, our commerce would be swept from the face of the 
seas, our internal commerce would be deranged, and every industry of the coun- 
try would be paralyzed. Such a condition of affairs is not creditable to the 
American Congress. To allow it longer to continue is criminal] 

I do not understand that there is anythingin our relations with foreign coun- 
tries at this time to make the question of coast defenses more urgent than it has 
been heretofore. It has for years been urged upon our attention, I do not fear 
a rupture with Great Britain. Ifthe friendship of-the two nations is not suffi- 
cent to prevent war and compel a resort to arbitration in case of national differ- 
ences, if war or peace with Great Britain depends as it does with other nations 
upon motives of self-interest, still there is no danger of war with Great Britain 
She is under as heavy bonds to keep the peace with us as we are with he#, and 
while we might not be able to meet her in a naval conflict upon the great seas 
with her great iron ships, as was intimated by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER], we would soon be able to provide vessels of speed and power 
enough to sweep her commerce from the seas; and we could, with but a few 
hours’ warning, occupy her possessions upon this continent with an invincible 
army. We would come out of the struggle able to make her pay for the cost of 
the war and for the damages she had done; we would come out with the vigor 
of youth in a condition to rapidly recuperate from our losses, while she would 
come out of the conflict with great loss to her commerce and the loss of her pos- 
sessions upon the American continent. 


The following is an extract from a lecture upon the defense of the 
seacoast of the United States, delivered before the United States Naval 
War College by Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, 
colonel Corps of Engineers, November, 1887: 

The present humiliating condition of the country, arising from the neglect of 
this subject, can hardly be expressed in more forcible language than that at- 
tributed to Hon. Robert T, Lincoln, who, when Secretary of War, was in a po- 
sition to have his attention officially directed to the matter. He is quoted as 
recently saying: ‘During my term as Secretary of War you recall there was a 
diplomatic difficulty with Chili. I was in trepidation for some time lest she 
should send an iron-clad up the coast and exact a heavy tribute—millions ot 
dollars in fact—from San Francisco, under threat of laying the city in ashes, which 
she could easily have done. Any of the great naval powers of the world could 
do such a thing—along our Atlantic seaboard, for instance—in case of trouble. 
Of course had we entered upon a war with Chili she would have got the worst 
of itin the end, but it would have taken time enough to obtain a navy before 
we could have even begun offensive operations, In point of fact, there is much 
latent hostility against us among foreign nations, and it would often be easy to 
bring ona war. But we are not in a condition forit, and all the worid knows 
it. Hence our foreign policy lacks self-respect and a proper assertion of our na- 
tion’s dignity and power. We would be at first at the mercy of foreign states 
in case of hostilities, and our Government has to be humble in its diplomacy in 
consequence, 

Mr. President, is it wise that this defenseless condition of our coasts 
and our commerce should be permitted to continue? We have never 
until quite recently acted upon such a theory. Even before the Revo- 
lution the colonies had made a feeble attempt to fortify the principal 
harbors upon the Atlantic coast, and during that memorable struggle an 
insignificant fortification of sand and palmetto logs erected to defend the 
harbor of Charleston, mounting thirty guns, commanded by Colonel 
Moultrie, successfully defended the harbor, and after a battle of ten 
hours defeated a British fleet of two frigates and six sloops, carrying 
two hundred and seventy guns. 

After the Revolution fortifications were provided for our principal 
Atlantic seaports. Some of them did good service during the war of 
1812, but the greater portion, owing to their defective design and con- 
struction, proved to be of no practical value. 

Iu 1816 a board of engineers, appointed to recommend a system of 
fortifications for our seacoast, originated the first general system of sea- 
coast defense upon this continent, and the construction of the defenses 
recommended by that board was commenced and prosecuted for forty- 
five years, and resulted in the masonry works which are found in our 
principal harbors, and which, until the breaking out of the rebellion, 
were suflicient for their defense and equal to any possessed by any na- 
tion upon the globe, but which, by reason of the improvements that have 
been made in guns and projectiles in the last quarter of a century, have 
become worthless. 

After the war of the rebellion the construction of fortifications was 
continued, but sand was substituted for masonry. Since 1875 no ap- 
propriations for coast defenses have been made, not, it is believed, be- 
cause, in the opinion of Congress, coast defenses are not necessary, but 
it is fair to presume because it had become apparent that because ot 
the improvements which had been made in guns and in projectiles an 
entirely new system of coast defenses was required. 

No one is more desirous than myself that the United States shall for 
all time maintain an honorable peace with all the nations of the earth. 
War, at best, is brutal, barbarous, and costly. It settles controversies 
by force and by chance, which should be settled upon principles of rea- 
son and justice; but, judging from our own experience and the history 
of other nations, we need not hope that we can always maintain an 
honorable peace, and that our present peaceful relations with all the 
nations of the earth will always continue. Norare we justified in such 
a belief by the course of other nations, who are providing themselves 
with great naval establishments of modern war-ships and fortifying 
their coasts, and, in the case of Great Britain, fortifying naval stations 
in close proximity to our own coast, and preparing for either defensive 
or offensive warfare. 

The best means of preserving peace is to be prepared for war; and I 
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Ap} ta l ry board of not more than ten officers of the Navy, who sha bill as refers to the land or fixed defenses of the coast usually constructed 
} movable at his pleasure Phat all such vessels, except as hereinafter other- he Corps of Engineers, and beg leave to submit the following sugs 
wise pr led, shall be built by contract, and in the construction of the same ction i enumerates twent positio 1 our « masts desig ed} 
e} visions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled ‘An act to increase th he Fortification Board of 1585 as port wher nse ire most i 
ival establishment,’ as to the material for said vessels, their engines, boilers appropriates in one sum the « tof the works f the I 3as estimated by 
machine the contracts under which they are to be built, the notice of and th oard, y,§ " ; 
I posals for the same, th ns, drawings, and specifications therefor, and the Sectic ides the . hich s] 
method of executing said contracts, shall be observed and followed, and said ivailable each year thirteen yea g i 1 l > ending Ju 
ves ] be built in compliance with said act, so far as the same relates t 0, 1901 
ve ls constructed under contract, save that in all the r parts they shall be « These sec ~ t i timated r tl 
d estic manufacture, and if reasonable bids can be obtained therefor, consid works proposed; a chaz rom isu I followed in the constru om 
‘ nd risk of navigating and transporting the same, if constructed | of public works, | a change wh nt opinion of this board, will res 
r floating batteries and torpedo-boats intended for use on the Pa the most economical and speedy « pletion of the works in question 
cl oast shall be constructed on that coast All experiences in the co! tion of public works sh Ww that y ut 
Sec. 5. The guns for the armament of said floating batteries and torpedo urce of increased cost is the irre ind partial appropriations made for 
be fabricated at gun factory of the United States at the Wash their erection. From the suspens of opera sit often happens that con 
ington 1 ) rd, and for the pose of providing the material for guns and eted work is badly da ed by natural « ses,and upon sum pti nof oper- 
r r e Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to mak« ns has to be wed, 
col le steel manufacturers, after suitable advertisements Phis is also t l appliances, while a still further sou 
to n thirty days,in newspapers most likely to reach the | of expense is cr er m of the workmen, who hay n 
manufacturers addressed, for the supply of rough-bored, rough-turnes od skilled in thes k in With one appropr mad 
te pered steel in forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern war- i ilable in a te roes on continuous! advantage can 
fare, and steel, finished, f nor, shafting,and other naval purposes,in quan- n of ther I ‘ f aterials, and "ent work is fin- 
ti pot less than 10,000 gross tons, in quality and dimensions conforming to iin the shortest possible time and at the smallest c« 
specifications, subject to inspection and tests at each stage of manufacture, “It is suggested that in line 9 of section 2 the 
‘ 1 the ease of ordnance including all the parts of each caliber specified »f said sum upon appropriation to be available 
Pr led, That no money shall be expended except in payment for steel ac- ‘In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘ aforesaid, 
} iand delivered; that each bidder shall have or shall contract to erect in | purchase of sit tifications substs 
United States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capa- Phat said sum iunder the d 








] f making all the steel required, and of finishing it, in accordance with the 

















purpose of provid 








‘ ract, and agree in the case of an ordnance contract to deliver yearly a spec- | and the purchase of r the said fortifi ‘ 
ified quantity of each caliber, the time of delivery of the smaller calibers to com- | with the recommendati »f said board.’ 
re e at the expiration of not m« than eighteen months and thatof the la Phe Board on Forti ons of 1885 did not r 
‘ it the expirat ,of1 nore than three years from the date of th ortifications of the several ports, They select 
’ of the contract ind all shall be manufactured in most urgent,’ stated the number, : 
the United States I inted, the nature of the batteries, whether turrets 
sec, 6. That the construction of the fortifications and their armament, the | placements in barbette, or mortar,batteries, tog 
fabrication of gunsand gun-carriages for fortifications, submarine mines, and all did not give any dimensions, shape, figure, or s 
such defenses, except fioating batteries and torpedo-boats, shall be under the | of guns in each description of battery rhis will require careful study and may 


supervision of the Secretary of War, but before any money is expended on any 

ich fortifications or other defenses, the plans and specifications for the same 
shall be approved by the Secretary of War, who may appointan advisory board 
of not more than ten officers of the Army, to be removableat his pleasure. Ali 
works as herein provided, except when done at Government shops, shall be done 
by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and advantageous to the 
Government. The guns shall be fabricated at a gun factory to be established at 
Watervliet Arsenal, New York, as hereinafter provided, the material for guns 
and armor shall be purchased by contract, and for the purpose of providing the 
same the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to make contracts with re- 
sponsible steel manufacturers, after suitable advertisements, to continue not 
less than thirty days, in newspapers most likely to reach the manufacturers ad- 
dressed, for the supply of rough-bored, rough-turned, oil-tempered, and an- 
nealed steel in forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to mordern warfare, 
and steel, finished, for armor and other Army purposes, in quantity not less than 
10,000 gross tons, in quality and dimensions conforming to specifications, sub- 
ject to inspection and tests at each stage of manufacture, and including all the 
parts of each caliber specified: Provided, That no money shall be expended 
except for steel accepted and delivered; that each bidder shall have or shall 
contract to erect in the United States a suitable plant, including the best mod- 
ern appliances, capable of making all the steel required,and of finishing it, in 
accordance with the contract, and agree in the case of an ordnance contract to 
deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time of delivery of th 
smaller calibers to commence at the expiration of not more than eighteen 
months, and that of the largest calibers required under the advertisement at 
the expiragion of not more than three years from the date of the acceptance of 
the contract; and that all the forgings shall be manufactured in the United 
States; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to erect at the Watervliet 
arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., an army gun factory substantially in accordance with 
the report of the Gun Foundry Board of December 20, 1854, for finishing and 
assembling the guns adapted to modern warfare, up to and including the largest 
approved sizes,and forthe manufacture of gun-carriages and the necessary equ 
ments for guns and carriages for the Army, at a cost not to exceed $1,000,000.’ 

rhe bill was submitted to the Secretary of War and to the Secretary of th 
Navy, with a request for criticism and suggestions. The following are copies of 
t answer of the Secretary of War and accompanying papers and of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Navy: 

“WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 28, 1£83, 


‘Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 20th 
ultimo, inclosing a copy of Senate bill 62, Fiftieth Congress, first session, ‘to pro- 














vide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses,’ and requesting the views of 


this Department in regard to the proposition to appropriate in one bill the whole 
amount estimated for the works proposed, the proposition to adopt the report 
of the Fortifications Board of 1885 as to the character of the defense until other- 
wise ordered by Congress, and as to whether the provisions of the bill are suit- 
able for practical execution so far as the direction of the work will be under the 
control of this Department. 

In reply I beg to transmit a report of the 3d instant from the Board of Engi- 
neers, and a report of the llth instant from the Chief of Ordnance, suggesting 
certain amendments which are indicated in the inclosed copy ofthe bill, together 
with a report of the 6th instant from the Chief of Engineers, expressing the 
opinion that the appropriation in one bill of the whole amount estimated wil! 
result in the most economical and speedy completion of the works in question, 
that the proposition to adopt the report of the Fortification Board as to the char- 
acter of the defenses until otherwise ordered by Congress is judicious, and that 
the provisions of the bill, modified as suggested by the Board of Engineers, ar« 
suitable for practical execution as far as the direction of the work will be und 
the control of this Department. 

The views of the Chief of Engineers and the recommendations of the Chief 
of Ordnance and of the Board of Engineers are concurred in by this Department 

“Very respectfuliy, your obedient servant, 
“WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
“ Seerctary of War. 





“i J.N, Dora, 
“OF ran Committee on Coast Defenses, United States Senate.’ 


“THe BoaARD OF ENGINEERS, ARMY BUILDING, 
** New York City, January 3, 1888. 
“GENERAL: The Board of Engineers, to which was referred, by your indorse- 
ment of December 20, 1887, the letter of the Senate Committee on Coast Defenses 
of December 20, 1887, inclosing Senate bill 62, ‘to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses,’ have the honor to report that it has carefully exam- 
ined sections 1, 2, 3, and the first twelve lines of section 6, being so much of the 





result ina diminution of certain calibers and an increase in others, and in the 
necessity of sites not now owne< 
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“This board does not belie’ 
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‘ l igg ’ ; 
Shore batte 8 which may be armored turrets, revolving or fixed, armored 
casements and emplacements in barbette’ armed with powerful cannon 
needed to repel attack from the most formidable ps.’ 

**In section 6 it is suggested that, if an advisory board is to be organized, in 
line 8, after the ord ‘Army,’ the words ‘ d in fortifications, t 
ment, and its a ins it sl | read *““ady 
of not more than ten officers of the Army, skilled in fortifications, 
ment, and its u 10 shall be appointed by the President.” ° 





, wi I 
thought a smaller board would be more efficient. 
' 


‘It is also suggested that in section 6, line 10, 
lland 12 









‘ter the word ‘ pleasure,’ lines 


rended so as to read as follows 





nd the first three words of line 153 be 
‘All works as herein provided shall be done by contract or otherwise, as may |} 
most economical and advantageous to the Government.’ 

rhis is the language adopted by C« ress for the construction of river and 
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harbor improvements, and has been fot work with advantage to the United 























he pay which were referred to the board in this case are herewith re- 
turned. 
* Respecifu 
“THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
** Colonel, Corps of Engin 
“HENRY L. ABBOT, 
‘ol, of Engineers, Bvt. Brig. Gen 
C. B. COMSTOCK, 
** Lieut, Col. of Engineers and Bvt. Brig. Gen. 





‘Brig. Gen. J, C, DUANE, 
“Chief of Engineers, U. 8. Army, Washington, D, C.” 


* OFFICE OF THfE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
‘“UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 6, 1888, 

‘“Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate bill No. 62, re- 
ferred to this office for report, and in returning it invite attention to the report 
of the Board of Engineers herewith, the recommendations of which are con- 
curred in. 

“Tt is believed that the appropriation in one bill of the whole amount esti- 
mated will result in the most economical and speedy completion of the works 
in question. Experience has fully demonstrated that any attempt to carry on 
and complete works of importance by means of small appropriations made at 
uncertain intervals has always resulted in great increase in cost, if not in utter 
failure. 

“The proposition to adopt the report of the Endicott board as to the charac- 
ter of the defenses until otherwise ordered by Congress is regarded as judicious. 
The provisions of the bill, modified as suggested by the Board of Engineer 
considered suitable for practical execution so far as the direction of the w 
will be under the control of the War Department. 

‘Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 








J. C. DUANE, 
** Brig. Gen., Chief of Engine 
“Ton, Wins1AmM C. Ex OTT its 


‘ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
** Washington, D. C., January 11, 1888. 


» return herewith Senate bill No. 62, first session 


Fiftieth Congress, ‘to provide fi ortifications and other seacoast defenses, 
and to report on those provisions relating to the manufacture and purchase of 
ordnance material. 
‘Line 9 of section 
until expended,’ 


‘In section 3, line 3, after the words ‘ other defenses,’ add the words ‘and the 
armament therefor ;’ so that it shall read: ‘for the purpose of providing fortifi- 


cations and other defenses, and the armament therefor, for the ports afore- 


said.’ . ” » 





- oil BO , 


should read as follows: ‘All of said sum to be available 








“In section 3, line 14, after the word ‘fortifications,’ add the words ‘ or the ar- 
mament therefor,’ so that it shall read, ‘any changes in the plans for the forti- 
fications, or the armament therefor, or any of said ports.’ 

“In section 6, line 7, after the words ‘for the same,’ insert the words ‘subject 
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plate manufacturing, during the present and the next fiscal year, are as fol 
low 

f'wenty-five 3.2-inch breech-loading fleld-guns, steel—see inclosed design. 
Phe forgings for these guus are now under contract, and deliveries will begin 
within the next three months 

One experimental 5-inch breech-loading siege rifle, steel—see design in- 


clesed—now under fabrication at the Watertown arsenal 
One experimental 7-inch breech-loading howitzer, steel—see design here- 
with—the forgings for which are now ready for the manufacture of the piece. 


One experimental 8-inch breech-loading rifle, steel, and 
One experimental 10-inch breech-loading rifle, steel—see plans herewith. 
The forgings for these two guns will be delivered within the next two months 


2. The beard will report the probable cost of the installation of this plant 
at the arsenal selected, and also what additional tools and appliances, with 
cost thereof, are necessary for the manufacture of the above experimental 
guns, and for the manufacture of at least twenty-five 3.2-inch field-guns per 
annum 

All that it is expected to accomplish at present is the bare completion of the 
guns in the least expensive way practicable, as regards plant and facilities 

Phe board will make such recommendations in regard to the proposed work 
as may be suggested from their examinations; and they will also consider the 
transfer of skilled employés from Watertown 

3. The board will visit the Watervliet and Frankford arsenals for the pur- 
pose of determining from a careful personal examination which arsenal pos- 
sesses the greater advantage and best existing facilities for the effective and 
speedy establishment of the plant in question. Inthe determination of this 
question they will have due regard to its adaptability for ultimate development 
into a fully equipped gun-factory. A provision for such an establishment was 
embodied in the fortifications bills in both Houses of Congress and in conference 
last session, the Watervliet and Frankford arsenals being the only sites con- 
sidered by Congress 

Phe Board wiil therefore keep such ultimate ob'ect in view, and will deter- 
mine which of the two sites named, Watervliet or Frankford, is, on the whole, 
better adapted to the purpose, from the character and extent of the shops and 
appliances that would be required from buildings already erected at either 


point, from the proximity of the place to the establishments that will probably 
furnish the material to be worked, its security against hostile operations, its 
facilities as regards transportation of material and guns, both by water and 
rail, its proximity to the centers of skilled labor, manufacturers’ supplies and 
fuel 


Facilities for a proof butt, convenient to the works, for firing incidental to 
the manufacture—as the setting out of lining tubes of guns are a desideratum, 
and if practicable at either point should receive due consideration. 

A full and detailed report is required on these various points based on facts 
personally known to the board or which may be developed by their investiga- 
tions, in order to show clearly the reasons that have guided the board in deter- 
mining on the arsenal selected as the most suitable for the purposes herein 
contemplated, 

‘The report of the Gun Foundry Board, with supplement, 1884, and the report 
of the HLlouse Committee on Ordnance, firstsession Forty-ninth Congress, 1886, ar 
torwarded herewith for the information of the board. 

(Under these instructions the board made a careful examination as to the char- 
acter and condition of the various tools and machinegy on hand at the arsenals 
named, Special study was made of the advantages and facilities possessed by 
each of the two arsenals, Watervliet and Frankford, with reference to the con- 
centration of the plant and the requirements for gun work. In the determina- 
tion of the important question, which of the two arsenals appeared on the whole 
as best adapted to the proposed gun establishment, the board examined the sub- 
ject with reference to the following considerations : 

1. Present facilities and possibilities for expansion. 

». Foundations, 

Proof butt or other firing facilities. 
1. Facilities for railroad communication. 
». Facilities for water communication. 
6. Facilities for transporting and receiving gun-metal, 
Facilities for transporting and receiving coal. 

8. Facilities for transporting and receiving manufacturers’ supplies of all 
kinds 
) Facilities for shipping and transporting guns to required points. 
10, Convenience of proximity of gun factory to establishments that manufact- 
re forgings. 
Lt. Labor. 
12. Safety from hostile operations. 
13. Climate, 
] 
I 











ur 


1. Health. 

n considering these points the board did not confine itself entirely to exist- 
ing conditions, but endeavored to foresee and take into its deliberations and 
conclusions the probable future growth and wants of the country. 

After determining the relative merits and demerits of the two locations, and 
weighing the results, the board reached these final conclusions: 

After careful consideration of all the points discussed, the board finds that 
in all matters except the following there is no decided superiority in one of 
these arsenals over the other, Watervliet provides excellent foundations, 
whereas Frankford does not; firing facilities can be obtained at Watervliet, but 
not at Frankford ; the former has better facilities for labor, and its water con- 
nection with the northern frontier is of importance; but its great and important 
advantages over Frankford are that the immediate concentration of the Depart- 
ment gun plant can be there effected more cheaply, that it has larger and better 
buildings and more ground for immediate expansion, and that unoccupied ad- 
jacent lands furnish the possibility of extension in the distant future into so 
great an establishment as the future wants of the country may demand. 

‘What these future wants may be is indicated by the magnitude of the arma- 
ments that will be required as stated in the report of the Gun Foundry Board, 
1884; the report of the House Committee on Ordnance, first session Forty-ninth 
Congress, 1886; the reportof the Boardon Fortifications, 1886, and the fact that 
history shows that these armaments will change and require renewal. 

“The board is of the opinion that Watervlict arsenal is better adapted than 
Frankford for the concentration and installation of the present gun plant of 
the Department, and for the establishment of a fully equipped gun factory.” 

The report of the board having been approved by the Secretary of War, steps 
were at once taken to prepare the shops at the Watervliet arsenal for the con- 
templated work, and the necessary instructions were issued to the various 
points forthe shipmentto Watervliet of the machinery designated by the board. 

rhe committee therefore propose to amend the bill to correspond with the 
action of the Department, and to substitute Watervliet, N. Y., for Frankford, 
Pa. 

The bill adopts the plan recommended by the Board on Fortifications and 
other Defenses, appointed by the President under the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1885, for the defense of the twenty-seven ports named 
in the bill until the same is changed by Congress. TheSecretary of War is au- 
thorized, whenever in his judgment the plan should be changed, tosuspend the 
work until the adjournment of Congress, if in session, or until the adjournment 
of the next session of Congress if not in session, and to recommend the pro- 
posed changes in the plan to Congress. If Congress does consent to the change 
the work is to proceed according to the plan, 








JUNE 12, 





The following quotation from said report shows the general character of the 
defenses for the twenty-seven ports named, the construction of which are pro 


vided for by the bill 








LIST OF PORTS, WITH DESCRIPTION OF FORTIFICATIONS AND OTHER DEYFENSES, 


WITH REFERENCE TO ARMAMENT, MINES, TORPEDOES, ET 
1. New York.—This important port must be fortified at both entrances in the 
most thorough manner. Fortifications: Turrets, armored casemates, barbette 
batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will form apart of the defense. 
Eighteen torpedo-boats are recommended for service in this harbor. 


Proposed armament, 
Caliber, Kind Number. Remarks, 
16-inch... maiacibiaiphns 110-ton guns.. : ‘ 1s | B. L. R. 
14-inch, ee canemaiel 80-tOM QUNS........666 7 ; 2|B.L. R. 
12-ineh pcamenaen | 50-ton guns 40 | B. L. R. 
10-inch, . oancitemmial 27-ton guns 7 20 | B. L. R. 
S-inch. tnedintimadisel 13-ton guns.... Laciamidatlaaib 15 | B. L. R. 
12-inch ai sunt aniaianeili BE isin bcnnescenninnioehaten 144 Rifled 
2. San Francisco.—This is a most exposed point, and, owing to the width 





across the channel, difficult to be defended by guns from the shore. Floating 
batteries are consequently required to be added to the defense. Fortifications: 
Turrets, barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will forma part 
of the defense. Eighteen torpedo boats are recommended for service at this 
harbor. Three floating batteries are recommended for the defense in addition 
to the land batteries, 





Proposed armament, 


Caliber. Kind Number. Remarks, 
asc dicidiai deanna ; ee 10 | B.L. R. 
i aha ei lai 80-ton guns s al ‘i BL. R. 
I, susie at cancacuidiebhiaen gunecie eS 20 | B. L. R. 
ES ae: IIE. sncccenernacesceninces 71 | B.L. R. 
eee setamenotadinntnenesias 13-ton MUNB......0.<c0ce0e ne 5 | B. L. R. 
Pe ascticaicisipedensscrecinieviseesl NED cca ctigniniiisiaeadins 28 | Rifled. 


8. Boston.—This port has a wide opening to seaward, with three approaches, 
and consequently requires extensive work of defense. Fortifications: Turrets, 
armored casemates, ‘barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines 
will form a part of the defense. Eighteen torpedo-boats are recommended for 
service here. 


Proposed armament, 


Caliber. Kind. Number.) Remarks. 


16-inch.... 110-ton guns.. 8 | B.L.R. 
12-inch.. 50-ton guns. 10 | BLL. R, 
10-inch,. 27-ton guns 15 | B.L.R. 
8-inch, 13-ton guns 10 3.L.R. 





12-inch Mortars. 132 | Rifled. 


4. The Lake ports.—The situation being peculiar, an explanation becomes nec- 
essary. The treaty of 1817 between the United Statesand England limited each 
party to an insignificant naval force upon the lakes.* At that time the country 
on both sides was undeveloped; with the exception of Detroit there was noth- 
ing perhaps deserving the name of town upon the Upper Lakes. Everything 
has changed; large cities as centers of commerce now dot the coasts of the lake, 
and the wealth and property liable to capture and destruction are enormous in 
amount. Inthe meanwhile our neighbors over the line have surmounted the 
rapids of the St. Lawrence and the Falls of Niagara by canals which, in their 
present condition, permit the passage of boats of 9 feet draught, and when the 
improvements shall have been finished will have a depth of I4 feet. The pres- 
ent draught will admit many gunboats now in the possession of Great Britain, 
and when the depth of water is increased armored vessels from the other side 
of the Atlantic may float in the waters of Lake Erie. A state of war, therefore, 
with that power would at this time, unless something be done to avert the con- 
sequences, involve the lake cities in frightful losses oreven destruction. These 
cities, being upon the shore, could not by land forts be protected from bombard - 
ment. Fort Wayne, on the Detroit River, if supplied with suitable armament 
well placed, could, with the assistance of submarine mines and torpedoes, pro- 
hibit a passage into Lake Huron. The canal at the Sault Ste. Marie would also 
demand a fort to protect it from destruction, 

Our commerce on the Upper Lakes is much more extensive than that of Can- 
ada, and doubtless many of the steamers might at a pinch be converted into 
light-armed naval vessels. But to do this, with any prospect of anticipating the 
arrival of British gunboats after the declaration of war, the vessels should be 
inspected, beginning now, and the inspections continued, so that a perfect 
knowledge might be obtained of the number and description of all that might 
be fit for the service designed, and plans of their modification to receive the 
runs be made and kept, so that when the vessels are wanted there should be no 
unnecessary delay in preparing them for service. It is needless to state that 
the guns and other necessary material should also be provided, ready for use at 
a moment’s warning. 

Upon Lake Ontario the Canadian commerce is superior to ours. Somepro- 
tection, however, would be needed here, which, imperfect as it is, might serve 
a good purpose. 

The navel force to be maintained upon the American lakes by His Majesty 
and the Government of the United States shall henceforth be confined to the fol- 
lowing vessels on each side, that is : 

On Lake Ontario, to one vessel, not exceeeding 100 tons burden, and armed 
with one 18-pound cannon. 

On the upper lakes, to two vessels, not exceeding like burden each, and armed 
with like force. ; 

On the waters of Lake Champlain, to one vessel, not exceeding like burden, 
and armed with like force. 

All other armed vessels on these lakes shall be forthwith dismantled, and no 
other vessels of war shall be then built or armed. 


*Arrangement between the United States and Great Britain, made by Rich- 
ard Rush, esq., acting as Secretary of the Department of State, and Charles 
Bagot, His Britannic Majesty’s envoy extraordinary, ete., concluded April 23, 
1817. 
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, ‘ i t mM { i i « ' t i _ . t P) )} cu ma 
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‘ « K { Numbe Is ; a 
10-inch. seni onene 27-ton guns Ss BLR 
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Proposed armament 
i, N.C., a i tit ¢ ( I r River I t it re 
i I tt batteries > r nines 1 f I par a 1 rs , > 
; ' ‘ eric ‘ ines will form a part of ‘ Caliber Kind Number. Remarks. 
ens 
Proposed ¢ rament 
8-inch. paguannae 13-ton guns ‘ ; 3| B.L.R. 
' : : ABBR, 0.0 ccrece waaneeunipaaiti Mortars... 16 | Rifled 
Caliber Kind Number. Remarks 
26. Defenses of ports on the Penobscot River, Maine, at Fort Knox.—Fortifications: 
12-inch 50-ton runs > jarbette batteries. Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. 
9 } 50-ton guns a 
] m 27-ton guns.. L. R. Proposed armament 
Dieg Fortifications: Barbette batteries. Sul 3 will Calibe Kind. Number. Remarks, 
i irt of the defense. 
Prope sed armament | ; 
i diiisitcninitinthlescninions 27-ton guns..... 7 | 3) B.L.RB. 
Caliber Kind, ar} . : : 
- 27. New Haven, Conn.—Fortifications: irbeite batteries, mortar batteries. 
Submarine mines ll form a part of the defense. 
27-ton guns g Proposed armament 
| ? 
j uth, N. H Fort atio Barbette batt Su mines Calibre id. 
f a part of the ns¢ 
Proposed armament 8-inch 13-ton g . 3| B.L.R 
12-ine Nii tiiciidcnmnisaniaihaatinink 8 | Rifled 
Caliber Kind, Number Remarks ae . > ” 
; y Che total estimate of the cost of the land defenses nament, floating batter- 
ies and their armament, submarine mines and their uncts, and torpedo boats 
for the defense of these twenty-seven ports is $126,377, i 

7 ' Fy ? ¥ =] > - ra + . > ' 

A<-Incl . sosessccccceeeee| UPLON FUN R The annual appropriations under the provisions of the bi to be appor- 

10-inch seen neeeee «i-tOn Buns ‘ tioned between the twenty-seven ports in accordance with the cx vlidated es- 

ti mate made by the board of the cost of the defenses, which is as follows: 
Consolidate d estimate. 
Land defenses. Armament. 
Floating Submarine . 
batte nines lorpedo- , . 
Masonry S terics “= nes | o Total 
it a . Structural, Gunsand , - and their | and their oats, 
nde i mor. i Arriages 
F metal. mortars. armament. adjuncts 
work, 

1 w York 000 | $1, 000, 000 ,000 | $1,992, 000 . wilediltens $411,500 | $1,080,000 $23, 948, 500 
san Fran< oO 000 450, 000 , 000 1, 787, 000 |$10, 725, 000 44 1, 050, 000 27, 868, 150 
Boston 3, 100, 000 330, 000 . 000 BED Dctncdihinbionuaies 5, 23 1, 080, 000 10, 910, 

4 rhe lake por 650, 000 125, 000 598, 000 Oe SB ), OOO 4, 136, 800 
Hampton Roads.. 2, 200, 000 1, 608, 000 534, 000 1, 080, 000 7, 492, 000 

ew Orleans aes 1, 130, 000 380, 000 8, 150, 000 130, 500 720, 000 11, 710, 500 

Philadelphia 1, 300, 000 828, 000 274, 000 114, 250 ‘ 3, 838, 250 

shington 512. 000 71, 000 20, 500 , 500 

nore 650. 000 65, 000 , 000 190, 000 69, 000 +, 000 

] rtland, Me 10, OOO 1, 784, 000 587, 000 8. 500 5, 305 ,500 

ll Narragansett Bay 150. 000 150, 000 1, 374, 000 450, 000 000 4, 253, 000 
Total of ab 23,214,000 | 18,550, 000 2. 680, 000 836, 000 7 , 800 , 000 0 6, $40,000 | 1 

12 r We 1. 064, 000 150, 000 150, 000 , 000 86, 500 60, OOU 

13 | Charilesto: wi) 210. 000 86. 500 » 000 

14 Mobile l 000 80, OOK 284, 000 sunengaahanaminn 

15 Yew Lond MSU, OOU |... .ccccee SO, O00 108, 000 1, 080, 000 

16 Savant 652. 000 650, 000 65, GOO 162, 000 

17 Galveston : 552. 000 %, 000 91. 500 Sabiitipie 950, 500 

18 | Portland. Oregon 849. 000 l | aaa: 100, 000 1, 080, 000 2, 919, 000 

ant gon. , 

19 | Pensacol 520. C00 |..... », 000 208, 000 71,000 109, 008 948, 000 

‘ W nin N 640, 000 650. 000 105. 000 335, 000 112. 000 100, 000 1, 942, 000 

2} in Dieg 260, 000 : ee ak Los, OOO 36, 000 Te Teo seeausssenoens 504, 000 
Portamouth. N 120. 000 eee : Ke: 308. OOO 3 OOO |......... 134, 350 965, 350 
Cumberland Soune 240. 000 Se ee 40. 000 154, 000 , 000 150, 000 6, 000 

24 Kennebec River 120, 000 : 4 rea $1, 000 7, 000 FE. GOD fecccocstnccoscons 8, 000 

25 | New Bedford 152, 000 or ih as! 167, 000 53, 000 fk | ees 522, 000 

‘ Penobscot River.. BEE Buiccennce os inieinanlitee tie’ 81, 000 27, 000 SEGIED Susccansetuniieeiie 298, 000 

27 | New Haven B56. OOD | eiccce cc: 103, 000 33, 000 100. 000 2, 000 
Cae BORE GE Be Te eccccecs wanveciacinasetenns 31, 863,000 20,300, 000 3,320,000 28,554, 000 9, 411, 800 9,720,000 | 126,377, 800 


* Torpedo gunboats. 
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printing, books, stationery, and other necessary items,’’ from $700 to 
$2,700 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, in section 1, on page 4, line 16, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for salaries in ‘‘ collector’s office’ 
from $16,000 to $22,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 4, after line 17 to in- 
Bert 


For necessary expenses in the collection by distraint and sale of over-due per- 
sonal taxes, and for other necessary items, $2,000: Provided, That the fees and 


cost of proceeding collected by the collector of taxes under the act of March 3, | 


1887, for making distress and sale of property for personal taxes in arrears, shall 
be deposited by said collector in the Treasury of the United States as other rev- 
enues of the District are deposited. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed to line 5, on page 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
5, an amendment similar to the one just made. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words ‘‘of the auditor ’’ will be 
inserted after the word ‘‘ inability,’’and the same words will bestricken 
out after the word ‘‘ cause;’’ so as to read: 


“c 


In the necessary absence or inability of the auditor from any cause. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 5, line 11, to 
increase the appropriation ‘‘ contingent expenses, including books, 
stationery, and other necessary items,’’ of auditor’s office from $300 to 
$350. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 12, to increase 


the total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ auditor’s office ’’ from $16, - | 


500 to $16,550. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for attorney’s of- | 


fice,’’ in section 1, on page 5, line 19, to increase the appropriation 
‘‘for contingent expenses, including books, stationery, printing, and 
other necessary items,’’ from $300 to $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 20, in the same 


clause, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 


For judicial expenses, including the printing of briefs and witness fees in Dis- 
trict cases before the supreme court of the District of Columbia, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 23, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘attorney’s office’’ from 
$9,009 to $11,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ coroner’s office, ”’ 
in section 1, on page 6, line 10, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for con- 
tingent expenses, including jurors’ fees, stationery, books, blanks, re- 
moval of deceased persons, making autopsies, and holding inquests,’’ 
from $500 to $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, line 12, toincrease | 


se 


the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘coroner’s office’’ from 
$2,600 to $2,800, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for 


ter * 


‘ 


*market-mas- 
in section 1, on page 6, line 19, to increase the appropriation for 


‘contingent expenses and other necessary items’’ from $400 to $600; | 


and in line 20 to increase the total amount of the appropriations for 
‘‘market-masters’’ from $5,000 to $5,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropriations for 


‘ce 


engineer’s of- 


fice,’ in section 1, on page 6, line 22, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘ three clerks’? and insert ‘‘ one clerk;’’ and in line 23, after the 


word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ each;’’ so as to read: 


One clerk, at $1,600. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 


out ‘‘three clerks’’ and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘each;’’ so as to read: 
One clerk, at $900, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 1, in the 
same clause, to strike out 


720 


One clerk, at $72 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 2, inthe same 
clause, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out: 


200; one assistant inspector of buildings, at $1,000; one messenger, at $480, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 11, in the same 
clause, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out: 


One inspector of plumbing, $1,800; two assistant inspectors of plumbing, at 


$1,000 each, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 21, in the 


| same clause, after the word ‘‘each,”’ to strike out: 


One harbor-master, at $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 23, in the 
same clause, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one janitor, $700; 
two messenger clerks,’’ and insert ‘‘ one messenger clerk;’’ and in line 


| 25, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ each;’’ so as to read: 


One messenger clerk, at $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 25, in the 
same clause, before the word ‘‘ messengers,’’ to strike out ‘three ’’ and 


insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


Two messengers, at $480 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 1, before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That wasinserted for the purpose of correcting what 
appeared afterwards to be an error in the print. Theamendment should 
be disagreed to, because the perfected print shows that the amend- 
ment is unnecessary. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 1, in the same 
clause, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘three watchmen at $480 
each,’’ and in line 3 to reduce the total amount of the appropriations 
for salaries in ‘‘ Engineer’s Office’ from $59,070 to $40,050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 7, after the 
word ‘‘ leases,’’ to insert ‘‘ of streets and reservations; ’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

That hereafter all fees collected by the inspector of gas and meters and the 
harbormaster, and amounts collected for leases of streets and reservations, and 
wharf charges, shall be paid to the collector for payment into the Treasury to 
the credit of the United States and the District of Columbia in equal parts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘including,’’ to strike out ‘‘rent of property-yards;’’ and in 
line 17, after the word ‘‘items,’’ to strike out ‘‘five thousand four ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ four thousand six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For contingent expenses, including books, stationery, binding and preserva- 
tion of records in the engineer’s and surveyor's offices, printing, transportation 
vehicles, animals, saddlery, forage, and repairs), maintaining and keeping in 
good orderand repair the laboratory and apparatus in the office of the inspector 
of gas and meters, and other necessary items, $1,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘appropriations,’’ to insert ‘‘and all other necessary expenses 
connected therewith;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


That overseers and inspectors, temporarily required in connection with sewer, 
street, or road work, or the constructionand repair of buildings and bridges, or 
any work done under contracts authorized by appropriations, and all other nec- 
essary expenses connected therewith,shall be paid out of the sums appropri- 
ated for the work, and for the time actually engaged thereon; and the commis- 
sioners of the District, in their annual report to Congress, shail report the 
number of such overseers and inspectors, and their work, and the sums paid 
to each, and out of what appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘‘streets, ave- 
nues, alleys, and roads,’’ in section 1, on page 9, line 9, after the word 
‘*navements,’’ to strike out ‘'$457,776”’ and insert ‘* $757,678.65 ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


‘ 


For work on sundry streets and avenues and replacement of wood pave- 
ments, $757,678.65, to be expended on the streets and avenues specified in the 


| following schedules and inthe aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, 
| namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 9, line 15, after the 
‘* general schedule,’’ to strike out: 

C street (southwest and southeast), from First street to New Jersey avenue; 
Pennsylvania avenue southeast, from Eleventh street to Bridge; 
Four-and-a-half street southwest, from H street to Arsenal, $81,000, 


And insert: 

For paving the following streets and avenues, namely: 

C street (southwest and southeast), from First street to New Jersey avenue; 
Seventh street northwest, from Q to Boundary streets; 

Eleventh street southeast, from Pennsy!vania avenue to Anacostia bridge; 
Four-and-a-half street, from H street to Arsena),and from D street northwest 


| to Pennsylvania avenue ; 


Brightwood avenue, Seventh street extended, from Grant avenue to Prince- 


| ton street; 


Street on the south and west side of the Treasury building, from Fifteenth 


; . : ; ‘ ‘ | street to Pennsylvania avenue, and removing gutes and other obstructions; 
One inspector of buildings, $2,400; one assistant inspector of buildings, at $1,- . a . 


For grading and regulating Pennsylvania avenue southeast, from Eleventh 


street to new bridge; in all, for general schedule, $178,159, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 10, line 14, after the B t Eleventh 
‘ } ; , i Sixt street lit x etre “ 
words ‘‘Georgetown scheduls to strike out | street N ‘ Ma 
Prospect avenue, from Thirty-fourth to Thirty-sixth streets; And insert 
Thirtieth street, from P to Q streets } al 
Q street, from Twenty-ninth to Thirtieth streets arty Clarks s 
O street, from Thirty-fifth street to College gate, $24,914 . stre Ks 
fron i y-fifth t lege g | ('« f 1 Six | a “3 
And insert: | Seventh stres } Ds 9 


yr str ts, ni 




















r rhirtic et, fr » Q streets } ‘en BS . 
Q street, from Twenty-eighth to Thirtieth streets ; vf 
© street, from Thirty-tifth to College gate ; ; as 
For grading and regulating the following streets and ave e, namely | rds 
Thirty-third street, from P street northward | en 
lhirty-fourth street, from M to N streets “$s 
Prospect avenue, where necessary, from Thirty-third to 7 ty-sixth streets s 
in all, for Georgetown schedule, $47,613. ots 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 11, line 6, after the und 
; oa ‘ schedule. $15 g 
words ‘‘ northwest section schedule,’’ to strike out: 
New York avenue, from Seventh street to New Jersey ave ¢ | A hie amenamen as agreed t 
rifteenth street, from Pennsylvania avenue to New York avenue The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 16, after t 
Twelfth street, from R to S streets “re pl iwement of wood pavements schedule in ie 10, to st 
R street, from Seventh to Ninth streets; . : tn @ 
North Capitol street, from I to K streets; C street southeas orth side), from Fourth to 5 3 
S street, from Eighth to Meventh streets; C street southeast (south side fr m F< o Si ects; 
Fifth street. from O street to Boundary North Carolina avenue southeast, from F« thtos 
Rhode Island avenue, from Fifth street to Boundary ; Fifth street sout ey SS rae engeees 5 
. Fourth street southeast, from Pennsylvania a n to ¢ 


Boundary, from Seventh street to New Jersey avenue 
Q street, from Fifth street to New Jersey avenue 
Thirteenth street, intersection to B street; 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
| 
} 
L, street, from Twenty-sixth to Twenty-seventh streets; 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page lGgline 19 
| 




















Eighth street, from S street to Boundary; words ‘‘ D street southeast,’’ to insert ‘‘ for paving SO as to rec 
N street, from Fifth street to New Jersey avenue For paving D street southeast (south side) from Seventh to Nir 8 4 
Seventeenth street, from Q to R streets pecs - are ; 
Corcoran street, from Fifteenth to Seventeenth streets; $160,924 | The amendment was agreed to. 
And insert: | The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 16, line 21, be he 
¥ . ‘ : ils ‘‘ D street t sert ‘‘ for paving:’ nd in line 22 ‘ the 
For paving the following streets and avenues |} word i reet, to insert lor paving; ’ and in 16 22, a 
New York avenue, from Seventh street to New Jersey avenue | words ‘‘] ghth street, to strike out O22 19 and insert na for 
Fifteenth street (west side), from Pennsylvania avenue to New York avenue; replacement of wood pavements schedule, 34 949 so as to make the 
Twelfth street, from R to S streets; 1 7 
> at 7 ; ‘ h at clause read 
R street, from Seventh to Ninth streets | 
S street, from Seventh to Eleventh streets | For paving Dstreet southeas 1 side ym I - ‘ ‘ 1 
Fifth street, from O street to Rhode Island avenue | street; in all, for replacement of wood pavements sche« e, 4 
Rhode Island avenue, from Fifth street to New Jersey aver The amendment was agreed to. 
O street, from Twenty-first to Twenty-second streets i ie 1 CS : , 1 y 17 1; : 
Twenty-second street, from M to P streets | ihe next amendment was, in section on page 1i,1 ne » er the 
Boundary street, from Seventh street to New Jersey avenu words ‘‘two dollars’’ to insert ‘* and twenty-five cents sé to make 
Q street, from Sixth street to New Jersey avenue,from Seventeenth to Nine- the clause read 
teenth streets, and from Rhode Island to Vermont avenues , rg 
Seventeenth street, from Q to R streets; I it undera 5 nta iin th “ 
New Hampshire avenue, from Q to R streets MaAkINg OF Frey sat wee < — ees ; Le : 
Corcoran street, from Fift ith street to New Hampshire avenue per square yard fora quails eq the bes 4 Dis I 
For grading and regulating the following streets, namely ; 4,4 and with same depth of 
Cwenty-fifth street, from K street to New Hampshire avenue The amendment was agreed to. 
F street, from Twenty-third to Twenty-sixth streets mm } ‘ i~ 4 ‘ 
' ‘ieee 0 , : , he next amendment was, in section 1, on page | LO 
N street, from Third to North Capitol streets, and from Twenty-second to ; . “en ee _— se F 
os oe Phy ~- . | » line ¢ . f . 
Twenty-fourth streets; in all, for northwest section schedu $935 717.65 clause trom line ¢« to line », sive, as Io Vv 
alin } — ets and wee . atreeta } 
The amendment was agreed to. Ay ape clpaecear 7 > : aa 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 13, line 9, after the Tl ms a aaa it 
bs . 7 he amenamen was agreet ) 
words ‘‘southwest section schedule,’’ to strike out: Ch aa . is — ‘ 
id . 4 he next amename!l as, In Section i, On pace ii el , 
G street, from Third to Four-and-a-half streets; a 
C street, from Twelfth to Fourteenth streets; | insert 
I street, from Four-and-a-half to Sixth streets; j Grading streets, alleys i is: ] grading 
G street, from Third to South Capitol streets | otherwise provided f t a price not ‘ i ‘ A 
i stree oO - ‘our-al a-half stre« s; $ ) + 4% } 
I treet, fr m First to I r-and-a-half street 4 ir. SHERMAN I suggest an im t t} . 
And insert: | biguity which occurred last year. In line 11, aft 
For paving the following streets, namely | =m 4 neark * te or an} har 
G : ; TT hn dn : tae oe , | | move to inser ( y or supurba 
+ street, from Third to Four-and-a-half streets; } : a —_,* ‘ . ; 
li street, from First to Third streets; | Mr. PLUMB. The word ‘‘roads’’ was inserted there 1 ord ) 
C street, from Twelfth to Fourteenth streets obviate that diflicult, 
Thirteenth street, from Maryland avenue to Water street Mr. SHERMAN Very well. if that dos 
For grading and regulating the following streets, namely | , > 1 ' ’ 
I street, fr First to Water streets; } Mr. | LUMB. lL think it does. 
G street, from Third to Half streets ; Mr. SHERMAN Chen I will take the Senator’s constr 


Canal street, from B to First streets; 


in all, for southwest section schedule \ PLUMB / aa ; : 
; ’ \ 1 . listinctions ~~ e in { tro } 
$65 066 Mr. PL Lb, Distincti a ade in tn I | 
’ y , 4 
n the otfice ol the ¢ imissioners between t t . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment, was in section 1, on page 14, line 4, after the 
words ‘‘ southeast section schedule,’’ to strike out: 











_— Seventh street, from D street to Virginia avenue; to city I ’ said it under a techr . trict 
Sixth street, from E street to Virginia avenus : : 7 . 7 : F = 
H street, from First to Second streets; i suggest to the Senator for his consideration whether th t 
Pennsylvania avenue, from Ninth to Tenth streets; of $10,000 ought not to be increased [tis tl t profitabl ( 
South Carolina avenue, from Seventh to Ninth streets: ture that can be made. becea order to make it at all t 
Ninth street, from North Carolina avenue to G street; $61,430 a ee a , 
a i property have to contribute more than one-ha 
And insert: ee ‘PLUMB 1 Se “ : 
: 7 ; r. PLI , lave no d t would proper to mn 
2 For paving the following streets and avenue, namely: r a o— 1] . : 
Sixth street, from E street to Virginia avenue; sum somewhat, but the Senator 1 hear in mina that wi 
: Pennsylvania avenue, from Eighth to Eleventh streets ; | very mu h to be done we must, ¢ ( ¢ mited 
C street, from Sixth to Seventh streets ; | the nt of mor by t} ft I 1 
Tv i . ] { ] i ( t i re f ‘ ‘ ‘ i? 
}) street, from Third to Sixth streets. ricteargee os . 
For grading and regulating the following streets, namely | views which obtain in the other nen ‘ : 
Ii street, from First to Second streets: Mr. SHERMAN [ loubted to } t 
é Ninth street, from East Capitol street to Pennsylvania aven : f’ ) ) 
f C street, from Seventh to Eleventh streets; 2 
; ; ' 
s South side, Lincoln square; in all, for southeast section schedule, $67,115. ; 
: The amendment was agreed to. Vi t ¢ Will be St 
: The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 15, line 1, after the On page 17 e 12, before the y 
. é . 9) +7 s , 9? b+ . ‘ +4 ’ neert (twoant 
words ‘‘northeast section schedule,’’ to strike out: ana, out : ind 


SQ OOO 


North Capitol street, from I to K streets; | a ; ; 
Seventh street, from B to D streets; } rhe amendment to the amendment wa 


¢ Massachusetts avenue, from Sixth to Seventh streets | The amendn — led 1 ‘ 
3 : >? | 1€ amendment as amended was a 

Eg Maryland avenue at intersection of Boundary street ihn sandiie ~ ly : 

Z Eighth street, from East Capitol street to Maryland avenue; 1€ Treading of the Hill was res I 








I é it of the Committee on Appropriations was, 1 

section 1, on } 7, line 16, before the words ‘‘ thousand dollars,’’ to 
trike out ‘‘eighty-five’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and in the same 
line t word ‘*« a to insert: 

J Phat reafter contracts for repairs to pavements may be made for 
perio yt ecding five years, and subject to annual appropriation therefor 
! ( re 

So as to make the clause read 

i tirs to pavements: For repairs to concrete pavements, with the same o1 
other not inferior material, $100,000: Provided, That hereafter contracts for re- 
pair » pa ments may be made for periods not exceeding five years, and sub 

tt ant ppropriation therefor by Congress. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


mendment was, in 
tho 


ection 1, on page 17, line 22, befor 
usand dollars,’’ tostrike out ‘‘forty ’’ and insert *‘ one 
the clause read: 


the words ‘ 
hundred o as to make 


Permit work: For the improvement and repair of alleys and sidewalks and 


the cx truction of sewers under the permit system, $100,00 
The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, before the word 
**thousand,’’ in line 14, tostrike out “‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;”’ 
80 as to make the clause read: 


Repairs streets, avenues, and alleys: 
avenues, and alleys, $40,000, 


For current work of repairs of streets, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 17, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Repairs county roads: For current work of repairs on county roads and sub- 
urban streets, $45,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 20, after the 
word ‘‘section,’’ to strike out ‘‘in a straight line;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

To extend Eighteenth street, middle section, to Columbia road, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 22, before 
the name ‘‘ Howard,’’ to insert ‘‘ Brown and;’’ after ‘‘ Howard,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘avenue’’ and insert ‘‘streets;’’ and in line 23, after the 
word ‘‘section,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven thousand seven hundred’’ and 
insert ‘‘ten thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To grade and regulate Brown and Howard streets, middle section, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out lines 


1 and 2, as follows: 
To grade Jefferson street, Jackson street, and Washington street, eastern sec- 
tion, $4,000, 


And insert: 


To grade Jefferson, Jackson, Washington, Chestnut, and High streets, castern 
section, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out the 
clause from line 5 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 


To pave Harrison street from the Nayy-Yard bridge to Pierce street, eastern 
section, $13,140, 


And insert: 


To grade and macadamize Harrison street and Good Hope road from the 
Navy-Yard bridge to Bowen road, eastern section, $13,140. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The-next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, line 12, after the | 


; 


word ‘‘from,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Washington ’’ and insert ‘‘ Harrison;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

To pave Nichols avenue from Harrison street southward, eastern section, $13.- 
140, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out the 
use from line 15 to line 18, inclusive, as follows: 
To extend Sixteenth street beyond the Boundary, $10,000: Provided, That any 





extension of said Sixteenth street shall be of equal width with said street south | 


of the Boundary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, in section 1, on page 19, line 19, after the | 


and 
and in- 


words ‘‘ Fourth street,’’ to strike out ‘‘from 5 street extended; ’’ 
in line 20, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ 
‘‘eleven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For work on Fourth street towards the Bunker Hill road, $11,000. 
Mr. PLUMB. In line 19, on page 19, after the word ‘‘on,’’ Imove 


sert 


to insert the words ‘‘ First street west asextended from Boundary street | 


to Michigan avenue and thence along said avenue to Lincoln road.”’ 
Chat is intended to take the place of the language from the word 


‘‘ on’? down to and including the word ‘‘ road,’’ in line 20. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Che amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out the 
clause from line 21 to line 23, inclusive, as follows: 
To grade and pave Chapin street from Fourteenth street extended to Wayland 
Seminary, $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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n 


| items, 


word ‘“‘ lighting’ 
| tiqn;’’ in line 13, before the words ‘‘of Washington,’”’ to strike out 


| 17, before the words 





IE » 
JUNE 12, 

The next amendment wa 1 section 1, on page ) to strike out 
] ‘ Jha d ae) ol! Vs 

lo pave Stought« I t 

The amendment w i lL to 

The next amendment was, in section 1, at the top of pace 0, to in 

‘ 

ro 5 le and pave Fo 1 reet extended , ida » Euclid 
}’ ct ‘ 

Che a dment is agreed to. 

The next amendment \ in section 1, on page 20, after line 2, to 
insert 

lo i 1 from Clifton avenue north, $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, line 5, after the 


words *‘ Pomeroy street,’’ to insert ‘‘ from Seventh street to and;” in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘Asylum,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three thousand five 
dundred ”’ and insert even thousand;’’ and in line 7, after the word 
‘‘all,’’ tostrike out ‘* seventy-five thousand nine ’’ and insert ‘‘ ninety- 
one thousand two;”’ so as to read: , 


ro pave Pomeroy street, from Seventh street to and in front 


men’s Hospitaland Asylum, $7,000; in all, $91,280, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, to strike out lines 
10 and 11, as follows: 

For condemnation of streets, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, line 14, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


of the Freed- 


roads, and alleys, $10,000, 


Surveys of the District: For continuation of surveys of the District of Co- 
lumbia with reference to the extension of various avenues to the District line, 
$10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, after the words 
‘repairs of bridges,’’ at the end of line 18, to insert ‘‘including re- 
taining wall of M Street bridge, which bridge is hereby placed under 
the jurisdiction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia;’’ 
in line 21, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve ’’ and 
insert ‘*‘ fourteen;’’ and in line 22, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out 
** fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Care of bridges: For ordinary care of bridges, including keepers, oil, lamps, 
and matches, $2,500; for construction and repairs of bridges, including retain- 
ing wall of M Street bridge, which bridge is hereby placed under the jurisdic. 
tion of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, $14,500; in all, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘sewers,’’ in sec- 
tion 1, on page 20, line 24, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for cleaning 
and repairing sewers and basins ’’ from $30,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 4, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘for main and pipe-sewers ’’ from $55,000 to $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 6, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘ for constructing suburban sewers’’ from $30,0U0 
to $35, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Current expenses, 
streets, avenues, and alleys,’’ in section 1, on page 21, line 12, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy’’ and insert “‘ eighty- 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning: 
streets, avenues, and alleys, $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 15, after the 
word ‘‘ trees,’’ to insert ‘‘on city and suburban streets;’’ so astomake 
the clause read: 

For the parking commission: 
eart-hire, trees, tree-boxes, tree 


city and suburban streets, + 


$18,000. 


sé 


For sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning 


For contingent expenses, including laborers, 
kes, tree-straps, planting and care of trees on 


ashing, care of parks, and miscellaneous 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 22, after the 
words ‘‘one hundred,’’ to insert ‘‘ and ten;’’ so as to read: 
Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and 
cleaning Jamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys, and for purchasing and 
erecting new lamp-posts and replacing such lamps and lamp-posts as may be 


damaged or unfit for service, $110,000, 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 22, line 11, after the 
to insert ‘‘ including necessary expenses of inspec- 


L110 


‘city ’? and insert ‘‘ cities;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘ Washington,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and Georgetown;’’ in line 14, before the word “‘ cents,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty-five’’ and insert “‘ fifty;’’ in line 16, after the words 
‘**not less than’’ to strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘ one;’’ and in line 
‘*candle power,” to strike out ‘‘ nominal ’’ and 


insert ‘‘ actual;’’ so as to make the clause read : 


For electric lighting, including necessary expenses of inspection, on one or 
more of the principal streets of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
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regard to 3 nd I suggest that that be not actec n nti e ¢ 
tire item is uded, for | shall propose an amendm«e wi 
ine sé 1 4 ewhat 

rhe |} ENT } lemyh This amendmentw e} I 
nd rett le < ifter the bil is perfected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 24, line 10, after the word no! I | 
move to the words ‘‘ manual-training and country to 
read 

Salaries to principals of normal, nanual-training, a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was the 
clause making appropriations ** for teachers,’’ in sect 1, on |} 24 
line 15, after the words ‘‘Congress at,’’ to strike out ‘‘its ne and | 
insert ** the } nning of each regular;’’ and in line 19, after the we 
““sehool.’’ 1 e ou ( > and insert ‘ 1:’’ ) to ul t 
clause read 

For teacher I teachers, not to exceed six hundred 1 t} i 

ber, including teachers of manual-training schools, to be emy ed rate 
of compensation not to exceed the rate provided by the pres s fs 
iries, and at an average salary not to exceed $670, $64.31 St 
sa es paid t ichers in grades now receiving 3900 or m l 
promotion to fill vacancies occurring before or after the pas ft} : 
ex pt in salaries to principais of normal, manuali-training,a ‘ t s 
ind no increase in the number of teachers in any 1 

d the minimum compensation shall not be less t t . 
num, and th mes of and actual compensation | , 
prov on sha reported to Congress at the beginning ol ‘ x 

the comm 1ers Pro Phat salar 
crimination s | be made between ma e tea s 
same grade of school, and performing a like « dutie 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation t 
eare of buildings and grounds,’’ in section 1, on } 
the name ‘‘Addison,’’ to insert ‘‘Amidon;’’ in line! t 
‘*Cranch,’’ to strike ont ‘‘Amidon;’’ in line 13, after t é \ 
gruder,’’ to insert ‘* Mott;’’ in line 14, after the words t 
strike out ‘‘Mott:’’ in line 16, before the words ‘* dollar 
strike out ‘two hundred and fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ fo und: 
line 19, afte word ‘‘at,’’ to ne h red an x 
five’? and ‘ three hu er tl exces 
to stril ‘ un t 23 f the 

to str dred l ISe! thre 
six;’’ and in li 6, after the word 
seven thousand mdred and thirt ve”’ 
ie thousand it and venty-si so 
to n é read 

I init ar e of b i sa I t Ss 
) Wh: ¢ leit I di t! Ste } } 5 " 
ot n bul ng. > »); of the Force, Seaton, Hen W ebst« 

Peu ly, ‘ ch, Gar t Analostan, Curtis, and I l 
at $000 each f the I n buildings, at $800 ea t I 
Abbot, John F. Cook, Addiso Amidon, and Randall bu gs, at $7 
oft Crat 1, Morse, B t.Ba iker, Blair, Wor ley, Ar y ywen I y 
Weightman, Brad] Blake, Carberry, Giddings, ‘Towers, Magrude M i 
Phelps buil rs. at S500 ea of the Hillsdale, Anacostia, ‘I 
ioy buildings, at S400 each; of the Mount Pleasant, McCormick, P a ' 
leaf. Hamilton | xi, Chamberlain, High Street, Montgomery Stre \ i 
l buildings eacl for care of « Her buildings and d 
: not to « S48 per annum for the re of each scl : 

Che n I nt wa wwreed to 

The n iendment w n section 1, on page 26, line 5 r tl 
word ‘‘¢g to inset ! iding construction of fire-p1 


ways in } 1 school building;’’ and in line 6, 
** thousand to strike out **t ity”? 


and insert ‘‘t 


Ks 
ie 





o164 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 8, before the 
word ‘‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to 
read: 

Nine laborers, at $480 each 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 17, before 
the word “‘drivers,’’ to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to 
read: 

Five drivers of patrol-wagons, at $360 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 21, to in- 
crease the appropriation for ‘‘ repairs tostations, including police-court 
building,’’ from $2,400 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 4, to increase 
the appropriation for ‘‘ miscellaneous and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing stationery, books, telegraphing, photographs, printing, binding, 
gas, ice, washing, meals for prisoners, furniture and repairs to same, 
beds and bed-clothing, insignia of office, purchase and care of horses, 
police equipments and repairs to same, harness, forage, repairs to ve- 
hicles, van, ambulance, and patrol-wagons, and expenses incurred in 
prevention and detection of crime, and other necessary items,’’ from 
$11,500 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: 

Purchase of lot and erecting and furnishing station-house in northeastern sec- 
tion of Washington, $15,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 13, to in- 
crease the total amount of the appropriations ‘‘ for metropolitan po- 
lice’’ from $356,060 to $433,080. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for the fire depart- 
ment,’’ in section 1, on page 29 line 19, before the word ‘‘foremen,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to read: 

Nine foremen, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 20, before 
the word ‘‘engineers,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so 
as to read: 

Eight engineers, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 18, on page 29, to strike out ‘‘ fore- 
men acting as;’’ so as to read: 

Two assistant engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, then, on page 29, line 18, after the word 
‘‘assistant,’’ to insert ‘‘chief;’’ so as to read: 

Two assistant chief engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 29, in line 19, I move to strike out ‘‘nine”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 

Ten foremen, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 29, in line 21, before the word ‘‘firemen,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Eight firemen, at $840 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 23, before 
the word ‘‘ hostlers,’’ to strikeout ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
read: 

Ten hostlers, at $840 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 24, before 
the word “‘ privates,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-two;”’ 
so as to read: 

Sixty-two privates, at $800 each. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by making the num- 
ber sixty-six. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 29, line 25, 
before the word ‘‘ watchmen,”’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ 
so as to read: 

Four watchmen, at $600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 5, to increase 
the appropriation for ‘‘ purchase of hose’’ from $3,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 6, to increase 
the appropriation for ‘‘ purchase of horses’’ from $3,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 9, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: 

For erecting engine-house in southeastern section of Washington, $10,500; fur- 
nishing same, $1,500; hose-carriage for same, $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 16, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations “‘ for the fire department ’’ from 
$115,920 to $140,500. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend that by making the total $144,700, 
which will cover the additions made. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ telegraph 
and telephone service,’’ in section 1, on page 30, line 22, after the word 
‘*each,’’ to insert: 

One expert repairman, $960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 31, line 1, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for salaries of superintendent 
and employés in connection with the ‘‘ telegraph and telephone serv- 
ice’’ from $8,840 to $9,800, . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 31, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘underground,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read: 

For putting District wires underground, $25,000. 

And after the word ‘‘ dollars’’ to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall require 
all telegraph, pnene, and other wires to be removed from all streets, avenues, 
and alleys wherefrom the District wires have been or may be removed, and to 
require all wires to be placed underground at the expense of the body-corpo- 
rate, company, or person now maintaining, owning, or using the same. The 
location of conduits, the trenching, excavation, and relaying of pavements in 
streets and alleys of the cables and devices used to be subject to the direction 
and approval of the said Commissioners. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have a statement from the chair- 
man'‘of the committee or the Senator in charge of this bill why the re- 
duction is made in the amount appropriated for putting District wires 
under ground from $36,000 to $25,000, and also why it is proposed to 
strike out the proviso inserted by the House. It seems to me a very 
It isa movement toward putting not 
only the telegraph and telephone wires but the electric-light wires 
under ground. As is very well known, wires used for electric lighting 
are doing mischief in this country, and it is now a not uncommon oc- 
currence to read of the sudden death of some person who has come in 
contact with an electric-light wire, and there are movements being 
made in all our cities precisely in the direction of this provision which 
has been inserted in this bill by the House of Representatives. 

In this District the facilities for putting wires under ground are most 
excellent. There is no city in the Union where it is easier to do it, 
and no city in the Union where, in my judgment, it ought to be dohe 
more promptly and more thoroughly than in this city. And now we 
find here that a provision that the District wires shall be all put under 
ground, with a liberal appropriation for that purpose, is accompanied 
by a requirement that all other wiresshall beremoved from the streets 
from which the District wires are being removed; and our committee 
propose to strike out that provision and to reduce by some $11,000 the 
appropriation for putting the District wires under ground. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the committee of the Senate, 
with all due deference, and awaiting such explanation as they may 
make, are going in the wrong direction. In all the other parts of this 
bill they have increased the appropriations. They have not left the 
bill where it came from the other House, but they have increased the 
amounts very largely, and the Senate is voting to sustain the increases 
which they propose; but now we come to a matter which I conceive to 
be of great importance, where the District ought to move early and not 
wait, where the House of Representatives is or the right track, and, 
as it seems to me, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate is on 
the wrong track. 

Mr.PLUMB. The amountof $25,000, which the committee propose 
in place of the sum proposed by the other House, is the exact amount 
estimated for by the commissioners, and the committee followed the 
estimates of the commissioners as better authority than what the House 
did without any apparent reason. 

The amount is not so important, however. The main feature was 
the character of the proviso; that is, its ineffectiveness for the purpose 
intended. The Senate will observe that this paragraph only provides 
that the wires shall be put under ground on the streets where the Dis- 
trict wires are put under ground. Therefore, it is not a perfect or 
comprehensive system of underground insulation of the wires; and 
on the streets upon which the District has no wires to put under 
ground the wires now there of course will remain above ground. 

It seemed to the committee that when the time came, as it undoubt- 
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of 1 wi penetrating it is an injury to the public as well as the 
CO It is in the interest of the public that we should not inter- 
feré to the interest of the public that when these streets are | 
torn upt hall be torn up once for all as nearly as possible. They | 
may not be torn up to-day in one block and to-morrow in another, and 
then somewhere else, and so on from time to time, so as to disturb the | 
treets which cost so much and the convenience of the people. It is | 
better to go slowly in matters of this kind than to go hastily and with | 
lack of c leration. 

Ido not believe myself the Senator from New Hampshire were 
to sit Gown to draught a propo ition of this kind, I Ving in view this ob- 


‘a great deal of cogita- 
and so on. This the Committee 
on propriat ons did not feel that they had time to do. They did not 
fee] that it was specially committed to them to do it. 

; , and the other reasons I have already stated, and some 
others which might well be stated if the discussion should be pro- 
tracted, induced the committee to strike out this provision, and in or- 


ject, he would be able to put it in shape until after 


tion and cor itation of authorities 
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der to relieve the Senator from New Hampshire from his apprehensions 
that in some way the corporations have been powerful about the com- 
mittee-room, I repeat what I said before, that as far as I know there 
wa » representation of any kind whatever, direct or indirect, made 
by the corporations tl lves or any persons in their interest on this 
u 

r. DAWES. Mr. President, as a member of the subcommittee 


which reported this bill to the full committee, I wish to say that I ap- 


p hed t paragraph with very much the temper and very much the 
di 1 of the Senator from New Hampshire, and it was only after 
listening to the intelligent and thorough statement by the engineer 
col issioner of the District, one of the most accomplished engineers | 
in the service, and the only person whom I heard speak on this subject, 
vho is himself studying the problem of how to put the electric-light 
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under the surface, that I was driven from the position occupied 


n the Senator from New Hampshire to the conclusion that with 
the knowledge we have of the difficulties and complications of the ques- 
tion it were better to strike out this clause and wait until investigation 
and experiment and expenditure elsewhere now going on under the eye 
and under the study of this intelligent engineer should bring out re- 
sults safer and more conducive to the welfare of the District, rather 
than to go on with the partial and ill-considered and crude proposition 
that is in the bill. 

| ve no knowledge, and I do not think any member either of the 
subcommittee or of the full committee has any knowledge of the views 
upon this subject of the corporations who have control of these wires, 
beyond the fact that they are in other places trying the experiment 
how to put down the wires in such form and in such method as will 


not impair their usefulness. We were told by this engineer that he 
had within a week received information that they had discovered a 
method and a plan by which they could put them down in Philadel- 
phia, but how long a continuation of the wires in the method they had 
devised to put them down he could not tell, or as to how long they 


would prove under that method to be safe and unimpaired he was un- | 


certain. He had gone to Brooklyn where they were experimenting in 
the same way, and he came back uncertain what to do. 

Yet here at our table, in the discussion of this hour, it is suggested 
by the Senator from New Hampshire that we can pen a provision that 
this whole problem. I think if the Senator would listen to 
a learned and intelligent engineer, who is studying the subject and is 
desirous of accomplishing the end he desires, he would be less anxious 
than he is now to keep this clause in the bill or attempt to draw one 
hi 
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Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, it so happens that 1 was not present 
in the Committee on Appropriations when this particular provision was 
considered, but I am heartily in accord with the committee in striking 
out theclause, To have the wiresof all these companies under ground 
is the one desirable thing, but in directing that they shall be placed 
under ground it should be done upon a system that is perfectly fair to 
those who are interested in these various companies. Provision must 
be made necessarily, if justice is to be done, that the charges shall be 
fixed and uniform, and that all shall be treated alike. 

The question whether it can be done successfully for all the wires, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts well said, is yet an open question; 
but let me say to the Senator from New Hampshire that while it was 
not intended by the authors of this provision or by the committee who 
reported it in the other House, the provision as it stands in the bill 
and as now proposed to be stricken out would place all the property 


of all those corporations which have obtained rights in the hands of 


two or three individuals in this District. If the Senator from New 
Hampshire is seeking to prevent monopoly and to prevent injustice, 
he has taken the wrong course. It so happens that within this Dis- 
trict the commissioners have granted to two or three individuals, not 
incorporated, with no rights obtained from Congress, and, as I think, 
in violation of the law, the right to dig up these streets and place 
trenches and make a conduit for the purpose of putting the wires 
under ground. 

I do not impute any bad motive to any man, but I say the provision 
as it stands now would have the effect to place in the hands of two or 
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three individuals the entire monopoly of this business in the District 
of Columbia. From what I have seen of the commissioners (and I only 
know of their public acts} I for one am not content to leave with the 
majority of the board the right to give such a monopoly as they have 
| given to two or three men, and force contributions from all the people 
who have invested and been engaged in telegraph, telephone, and elec- 
| tric-light business in the District of Columbia. It is unsafe and it is 
| unwise. When a provision is made by Congress requiring all the wires 
| to be placed under ground it ought to be done under such regulations 
| that all will be treated alike. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a vote on this matter. - I desire to 
| say to the Senator from Maryland that arrangements are about being 
made by which the wires in which he takes such an interest will be all 
removed in this District by next November. There will be no neces- 
| sity for any legislation on the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no reason to suppose that 
any person interested in any of the existing corporations maintaining 
their wires in this District has appeared berore the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and I do not suppose that any member of the committee 
| is influenced by any motive except that of public duty. But I still 
think that they have made a mistake in recommending that Congress 
shall not take this one particular step in advance. 

We are to wait, we are told, until acomprehensivesystem is adopted 
for putting all the wiresunder ground. Why, then, do we go on with 
the work of putting the District wires under ground? 

Mr. DAWES. It is perfectly practicable to put the telephone and 
| telegraph wires under ground. ‘The trouble is that after that is done 
| all the dangerous wires are still left. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The dangerous wires will be less likely to stay 
here if you will put the telegraph and telephone wires under ground 
to begin with. 

The attention of the Senate is called to this precise provision. It is 
| an appropriation coming from the other House of $36,000 to put the 
District wires under ground, and the provision which is stricken out is 
| merely one which says that through those streets, avenues, and alleys 
wherefrom the District wires have been or may be removed these dan- 
gerous wires shall be removed from the streets and put under ground. 

The Senator from Kansas says that the streets should not be torn up 
until a comprehensive plan can be adopted. But the streets are to be 
torn up in order to put the District wires under ground. I ask why, 
if that is to go forward and on certain streets and avenues of this Dis- 
trict a trench is to be dug and the District wires are to be put under 
ground, it is not perfectly feasible and practicable to put the private 
telephone and telégraph wires under ground at the same time and 
through the same streets and alleys? I believe it is, and I do not think 
the argument that we should wait until a comprehensive plan can be 
| adopted is at all pertinent to the proposition that in those streets where 
these $36,000 are to be expended for putting the District wires under 
ground the other wires shall not go under ground, and that no begin- 
ning shall be made in this important work which every Senator seems 
to have at heart, but which so many are unwilling to undertake to 
| begin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can a vote on that by yeas and nays be taken in 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ health 
department,’’ in section 1, on page 32, line 14, after the word ‘‘items,”’ 

‘three thousand five hundred’’ and insert ‘' four thou- 


to strike out 
sand;’’ so as to read: 

And for contingent expenses, including books, stationery, fuel, rent, repairs 
to pound and vehicles, forage, meat for dogs, horseshoeing, painting, and other 
necessary items, $4,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 32, line 16, to in- 
crease the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘ health depart- 
ment’’ from $42,810 to $43,310. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Courts,’’ in the clause 
making appropriations ‘‘for the police court,’’ in section 1, on page 33, 
line 5, after the word ‘‘ gas,’’ to strike out ‘‘ witness fees;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ items,’’ to strike out ‘‘two thousand five’’ and 
insert ‘‘ eight;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ for 
witness fees, $3,000;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* for judicial expenses, $2,500;’’ and in line 8, after the word “all,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifteen thousand seven ’’ and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the police court: For one judge, $3,000; one clerk, $2,000; one deputy 
clerk, $1,000; two bailiffs, at $3 per day each; one messenger, $900; one door- 
keeper, $540; United States marshal’s fees, $1,400; contingent expenses, includ- 
ing compensation of a justice of the peace acting as judge of the police court 


during the absence of said judge, not exceeding $300; books, stationery, fuel, 
ice, gas, and other necessary items, $800; for witness fees, $3,000; in all, $14,518. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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purchased under appropriations, other than for the water department for the 
District of Columbia, made since July 1, 1878, shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of the United States and the District in equal 
parts; and all bala appropriations made for the District of Columbia 
under t act of June 11 entitled ‘An act providing a perma 
nent form of government for the District of Columbia,” remaining unexpended 
atthe end of two years from the ciose of the fiscal year for which such apy 
priations were or may be made, shall be covered into the Treasury, one-half to 
the credit of the surplus fund and one-half to the credit of the general fund of 
the District of Columbia 


nees of 


se , of the 1878, 


pro 


The amendment was agreed to. 

I he PRESI | )ENT pro be mpore, 
cluded. Are there other amendments to the bill ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Inthe appropriations for salaries and contingent ex- 
penses of executive oflice I wish to change the total, on page 3, line 2, 
by striking out $43,664 and inserting $44,464. I move that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 23 I move to change the total in line 12 of 
the clause making appropriations for salaries of superintendents, teach- 
ers, etc., of public schools from $1,001,236 to $1,036,236. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, Now, on page 12, between lines 22 and 
head of ‘‘ northwest section schedule,’’ I move to insert: 


The committee amendments are con- 


92 


23, under the 

L street, from Twenty-sixth street to Twenty-seventh street. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Asa member of the committee, I move to add, after 
line 15, on page 38, in the appropriations ‘‘ for charities,’’ the follow- 
ing words: 

And the said commissioners may allot for that purposes such portions of this 
sum as they may deem fit, to the Washington Night Lodging House and the 
Young Woman's Christian Home, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. I move to amend the bill, on the second page, twentieth 
line, by striking out the words: 

One inspector of plumbing, $1,800; 

And inserting: 

One supervising inspector of plumbing of all buildings and of sewers in the 
District of Columbia, $3,500. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care to make a point of order against the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, and if the amendment does 
not take this officer out from under the charge of the commissioners ot 
the District and give to him authority to be exercised separate and 
apart from their direction, Ido not care anything about it; but the sum 
which the Senator proposes as salary I can not consent to. It is beyond 
the estimate. The estimate, I think, was $1,800, and while I concede 
that there might well be some increase, the Senator proposes to nearly 
double his salary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, on page 2, line 20, it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘ one inspector of plumbing, $1,800’’ and insert: 


The amendment will be reported 


One supervising inspector of plumbing of all buildings and of sewers in the 
District of Columbia, $3,500. 


Mr. PLUMB, I will not make the point of order at this moment, if 
the Senator will state his purpose. 

Mr. CALL. That is recommended by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia in a recommendation signed by a majority of the members 
or allof them. Therefore I do not think any point of order can be 
made upon it. Now, it originated in this manner: I introduced at the 


bill, which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


Five thousand dollars is hereby appropriated for a chief inspector of plumb- 
ing and sanitary engineer for the inspection tri-monthly and direction of all 
plumbing and sewers in the District of Columbia, and of all public buildings, 
and of all other buildings in the District of Columbia, and of all other buildings 
of the United States in any State or Territory when required by the Secretary 
of the Treasury or the head of any Department, who shall be required to report 
annually through the commissioners of the District of Columbia as to all build- 
ings in the District of Columbia, and through the heads of the respective De- 
partments or the Supervising Architect of the Treasury as to all buildings of 
the United States. 

The committee reported so much of this amendment as is contained 
in the amendment which I have now offered, and recommended a salary 
of $3,500. The following letter was addressed to me and referred to 
the committee, which I will read: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 29, 1888. 

Dean Srr: With pleasure we notice the action you have proposed upon the 
question of the sanitary inspection of all dwellings. We believe that many 
houses which are occupied as dwellings, and some of our public buildings, are 
so deplorably unhealthy as to menace the public health, and without some ac- 
tion of Congress there is no authority for the application of remedial measures, 
The inspector of plumbing, though evidently an efficient and energetic officer, 
has no authority beyond the examination of private structures in course of 
erection; and we earnestly recommend the early and favorable action of Con- 
gress upon some measure similar to that proposed by you. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. M. GALT. 
Ss. C. BUSEY, M. D. 
We W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 
CHARLES C, GLOVER. 
E. FRANCIS RIGGS, 
Tion. WiLKrxson CALL, 
United States Senate. 
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| of the Whole are concurred in by the Senate. 
| amendment in the Senate. 








Dr. Johnston states as follows: 


| 


Asit is proposed to increase the duties of the Inspector of Plumbing, and know- 
| ing what additional labor and responsibility this work will put upon him, I feel 
| that the salary of his present office is muchtoosmall. The technical knowledge 
which he employs and the work he now does ought to be well paid for. 

W. W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 


| Mr. PLUMB. Let measka question, which will perhaps obviate ar- 
| gument on the subject. Admitting now the force of all that the Sen- 
| ator says about the desirability of some such authority as he desires, 
does he mean to say that the language which he has proposed will give 
this official authority to do anything else than inspect? Will it give 
him authority to change the plumbing of the District? Will it give 
him authority to make forcible entry into a building or enter a build- 
| ing against the wishes of the proprietor? 
| Mr. CALL, 
Mr. PLUMB. 
spector now has? 
Mr. CALL. In the first place, there is no obligation on anybody to 
inspect private residences, yet if the inspector under this bill were to 
| go into a private house and see that the plumbing there was constructed 
improperly, and therefore, within the law, he was authorized to apply a 
compulsory remedy for its abatement, or the sanitary and police laws 
of the District would answer for that purpose, the owner of that 
house might still contest the fact and leave it for the courts to deter- 


| 
| 
| mine. 
| 


No. 
In what way will it add to the authority the in- 


Mr. PLUMB. Then I understand this man does not 

thority he has not now. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I make the point of order that it is legislation. 
| I will not make the point of order on a proper increase of salary, but 
I must make it on an increase to beyond $3,000. 
|} Mr. CALL.. That is a question which will have to be discussed. 
| I do not consider that there is any point of order under the rules on 
| any legislation that is recommended by a committee pertinent and 
germane to the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order against the amendment 
that it is legislation, that it increases the appropriation, and that the 
sum proposed as a salary is not estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. Pending that point, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senate will not adjourn at this time. The 
Senator will have an opportunity to move his amendment in the Sen- 
| If he desires to have a vote reserved on any amendment to be 


get 


any au- 


ate. 
taken when the Senate is full I shall not object; but I should like to 
have the bill reported to the Senate now, and in the Senate the amend- 
ment can be moved. 

Mr. CALL. ‘Then I will pass over this point informally. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator can move his amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Let it be so understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw 
amendment in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CALL. If I have the right to offer it again in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can offer it when the 
| bill is reported to the Senate. 
Mr. CALL. Very well; with that understanding I withdraw it 
| now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desire to reserve the amendment on page 31 for a separate 


the 


| vote ? 
request of some citizens of this District the following amendment tothe | 


Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The other amendments will be voted 
on in gross if there be no objection. 

The amendment, on page 2, line 20, will also be reserved to enable 
theSenator from Florida to propose his amendment in the Senate. The 
question is on concurring in the amendments not reserved for a sepa- 
rate vote. 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the consent of the Senator in charge of the 
bill, I should like to reserve a vote on the change on page 31, line 11, 
from $36,000 to $25,000 ‘‘ for putting District wires under ground.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thatis reserved, and also the amend- 
ment on page 2, line 20; but the other amendments made in Committee 
The bill is still open to 
Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Florida to propose his amendment in the Senate ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir; I propose it. 





Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be reserved on the 
amendment on page 31. The Senator from Florida proposes an amend- 
ment on page 2, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumes the consideration of the bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications 
and other seacoast defenses, which will be left as the unfinished busi- 
ness. The Senator from New Hampshire moves that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 13, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. conditions of the Rocky M s.” transn eH : 
Ht oni l -s, ret i? \ Line s 
PUESDAY, June 12, 1888. oe 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev H i al iliac 7. ae 
W. H. Miizvury, D. D. Speaker H 
a T 2 veater ates eee ee and ; . > | 
Ihe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. The SPEAKER. Without obiection. this reauest will be mulied 
FISH-CULTURAL STATION, MISSOURI. with and the manuscript will be r ed 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the United States Com eeavE OF Al 
© . = aT - . . . . - * ¥ mAVE ( i 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries of an appropriation for the establish- | = : : ] 
ment and maintenance of a fish-cultural station in the Ozark region, | by ae aoe consent, leave of absence was granted 
. . P ’ : . ( or tel i Ss. oO ¢ runt ot portant b 
Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and | 0 Mr. LATHAM, for ten days, on account of importan 


To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important bu 
To Mr. FISHER, indefinitely, on account of important busines 


To Mr. TARSNEY, for two weeks, on account of important busine 


ordered to be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, CHESAPEAKE BAY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- | 


tha 'T re , ? UNITED STATES MINT BUILDING, PHILADELPHI 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House UNITED STA N ILADELPHIA 


Board of an appropriation for the establishment of a light-house and| Mr. RANDALL. I now call up the unfinished business 

fog-signal at Cedar Point, mouth of the Patuxent River, Chesapeak« The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question upon the motion 

Bay, Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, | of the gentleman from Missouri to refer the communication the title of 

and ordered to be printed. which the Clerk will read, to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
ROCK ISLAND DAM. Measures. 


P IPRAKE : . . : The Clerk read as follows 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chief Keen . thn” 
etter from the Secretary of the reasury transmiutt ry an est at 


clerk of the War Department, transmitting, with accompanying papers, | < :pervising Architect of an app? 
a letter from the Chief of Ordnance in relation to the destruction of the | States mint building at Philadelp 
dam at Rock Island arsenal by floods in the Mississippi River; which} wr, BLAND. Is the motion debatable? 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | The SPEAKER. It is not, under the rules. 
printed. The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 23, noes 57. 
COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. So the motion was rejected. 
7 ’ _ Tr . ° e - > > y » . s is ies . } 4 1 mmittee o1 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Acting At Mr. BL AND. Mr. Spe aker, I move to rel ; = S to the ¢ ommittee on 
torney-General in relation to appropriations forcompensation of United | Public Buildings and Grounds. It certainly does not belong to the 
States district attorneys and assistant district attorneys for the fiscal | Committee on Appropriations, 





. y ‘ . . r 4 Tl e ) vill never be done 
year 1889; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, | Mr. RANDALL. Then the work will never lon 
and ordered to be printed. The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, it was re- 
} 7e¢ ted. 


m. , al FEsDI . “ —_ OF CLAIM E : The communication was then referred to the Committee on Appl ) 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the assistant priations, and ordered to be printed. 


int 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of findings of fact in 


the several cases of E. B. Bryan & Co., Sarah A. Bashard, and Elisha ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
M. Shadden, vs. The United States; which was referred to the Commit- The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
tee on War Claims. ports. 
S. A. B. WOODFORD. Mr. TAULBEE. I understood that the House by its action on yes- 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chie | terday morning set apart for consideration to-day a resolution from the 
clerk of the War Department, requesting the transfer to the Depart- | Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
ment of certain evidence on the files of the House relating to the claim The SPEAKER. If the gentleman calls it up it would be the regu 
of S. A. B. Woodford. lar order. But as it was not postponed to any particular hour t 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the request embodied in this | House will proceed with its regular business unless that matter is called 
communication will be complied with, and the evidence referred to | up. Does the gentleman call it up? 
will be furnished to the Department by the Clerk. | Mr. TAULBEE. If I do not call it up what will be the order of 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. | business ? a 
CONSTRUCTION OF OFFICERS’ QUARTERS, NEW YORK, ETC. |_ the SPEAKER. If the gentleman does not call it up the Chair 
| will proceed with the regular order of business and call on committees 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chief 
clerk of the War Department, transmitting a request from the Chief of | 
Ordnance that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from 
the consideration of Executive Document No. 343, containing estimates | 
for officers’ quarters at New York, and for hospital building at Rock | 
Island arsenal, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. | 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania given at- 


for reports. 
DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS. 
Mr. TAULBEE. I will call it up. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is a privileged matter. 
The SPEAKER. It is a privileged matter. The Clerk will read 
the resolution. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 





. . . s ‘ -esolver The ] os las General be requeste »> transmittot I nea 
tention to this communication ? | Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requ d to tr the Hou 
7 ‘ ‘ a ‘ of Representatives a tabulated statement of the disallowed postmasters’ claims 
_Mr. RANDALL. No; but the Committee on Appropriations is con- | presented from the State of Kentucky under the act of March 3, 1883, exhibiting 
sidering the subject now. all such claims as by an actual computation of commissions prescribed by the 
Tv q 7 1h tT ’ : ; : . | acto 5 am rec po el jackets, sho h he paid sal r re li 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the communication had better | *¢t £14, and entered upon claim jackets, show that the } eee ae 
per cent. or more less than suc h commissions. Such tabulated statement to 
be read. | show in each case: First, the name of the post-office; second, the name of the 
The Clerk read as follows: applicant; third, the period of service covered by the computatio 1 of commis- 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 9, 1888 sions; fourth, the amount of the computed commissions; fifth, the amount of 


; : : | paid salary for the same term of office; sixth, the actual amount of commis- 
Str: I have the henor to transmit the inclosed letter of this date from the | sions in excess of the paid salary. 
Chief of Ordnance with its accompanying copy of House Executive Document | ed at ae a . 
No. 343, Fiftieth Congress, first session, in which he requests that the special es- | Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was recognized. 
timates for the erection of a hospital at Rock Island arsenal and for temporary | Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I claim the floor. 
quarters at New York arsenal, which were referred to the Committee on Mili- The SPEAKER. But the Chair has recognized a member of 
tary Affairs, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, House of Repre- ; . . ‘ > 4t : 

committee under the invariable practice of the House that if any mem- 


sentatives. ; ‘ 
ber of the committee claims the floor he shall be recognized. The Chair 


Very respectfully, 


JOHN TWEEDALE, Chief Clerk, ete. | <1) roeaonize ee aie | PORE SRP Ae RS ; 
Tothe Geuskus op Tus Bowen op Raramemnrativns. | will recognize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] at the 


appropriate time. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman who made the report is entitled 
| to the floor. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman who makes the report is entitled 
| to the floor, if he claims it 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on Military 
Affairs will be discharged from the further consideration of the matter 

referred to in this communication, and the same will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. | 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. Sn PATE. Ono secant, 1 insted Ghat] was ceccguiced, Mr. 

REPORT ON FOREST CONDITIONS, ROCKY MOUNTAINS. Speaker, and I took the floor and called up the resolution. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica- | TheSPEAKER. The Chair simply adheres to the practice of the 
tion: House, which is to recognize the gentleman from the committee mak- 
ing the report, if he claims the floor. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Does that practice of the House go so far as tak- 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, June 10, 1888, 


Sir: I would respectfully ask the consent of the House of Representatives to 
return, for the use of this Department, the manuscript of a report on “the forest 
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ing a member off the floor when he has been recognized and taken the 
floo 

ER Che Chair supposed the gentleman from Kentucky 
we i reco ze the usual practic When the Chair recognized the 
f man n Kentucky the Chair did not know what he proposed 
1 but st osed he red to make some motion or suggestion 
th ntleman from Illinois | Mr. ANDERSON] claims the floor the Chai: 
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ence of opinion in the committee. If there is no difference of opinion, 
then the Chair will alternate between the members of the committee 
vocating the report and other gentlemen on the floor opposing it. 


a 


In this case there are, as it were, two reports, the report of the com- 
mittee and the views of the minority, and the Chair must recognize 
first those gentleman on the committee who represent the different as- 


pects of the question thus presented. After that, if the previou que 
tion is not ordered, the Chair will recognize other gentlemen. 
Mr. TAULBEE. ‘That was not my understanding of the statement 


| made by the Chair. 


pound under the rules of the House and under the practice of the 
House to recognize him. But that does not preclude the gentlem:n | 
from Kent cy | Mr. TAULI from being recognized afterward 

Mir. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Befor proceeding to the discus 
of this question I would like to know how much time the gentlemen 
on the other side desiré 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I believe it is understood we shal! 
have an hour on each side. That is mv understanding. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the gentle- 
men on the other side desire one hour for the discussion of this matter, 
question be ordered at the end of two hours—an hour being allowed on 
either side, 


Mr. TAULBEE. 


I do not know by what authority the gentleman 


speaks, or whose authority he has for saying that the friends of this 
resolution only desire one hour. So far as I am concerned, I believe I 
shall not want to occupy more than filteen minutes. As I understand 
the indication of the Chair, I will be entitled to one hour when I am 
recognized [do not know that I shall want to consume that time, 


but I do not feel authorized to cut out from this debate the gentlem 

who are on the committee, especially Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, 
and Mr. Perers, of Kansas, who have taken some pains in informing 
themselves with reference to the merits of this proposition. I think it 
would be unfair to them to cut them off. I do not want to agree now 
to limit myself to less than one hour, and may ask an extension of time. 
I do not want the other members of the committee cut off, because | 
know they possess information on the subject and I want their help. 

Mr. PETERS. Asa member of the committee and as one who signed 
the minority report, I think it but following the custom of the House, 
as well as the rights of the members of the committee who signed the 
minority report, to give control of the opposition to the minecrity reso- 
lution into the hands of the minority of that committee. Mr. ANDER- 
SON, of Mississippi, Mr. MonrGoMERY, of Kentucky, and myself signed 
the minority report. I shall insist upon the members of the commit- 
tee, as is the usual custom, controlling the time. I am perfectly will- 
ing, so far as I am concerned, to accord to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE] all the time that can possibly be given him in 
keeping with the rightsof the members of the committee, whose rights 
should be, in all cases under the rules of the House, consulted first. 
The members of the committee have given this matter some study, and 
have as much interest in it so far as their constituents are concerned as 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I shall be very sorry indeed if by anything I have 
said or done I have misled the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PETERS | 
into the belief that I have at any time entertained a desire to take this 
matter out of the hands of the minority of the committee making this 
report, I have atall times relied on them for help; but 1 do not know 
of any rule that will depriveme of presenting the rights of my constitu- 
ents in this matter, or deprive me of the recognition which the Chair has 
already signified his willingness to giveme. I have said that I am un- 
willing to do the injustice to the minority which an agreement to limit 
debate to one hour on each side might work, because I recognize that 
they have rights and I appear in their defense. I believe they are in 
accord with my sentiment in this matter, and I certainly should regret 
very much if we disagreed among ourselves. So far as limiting the 
debate is concerned, I rely on the promise of the Chair for recog- 
nition, 

Mr. PETERS. I understood the Chair to say that, in accordance 
with the custom of the House, he would recognize members of the com- 
mittee, and, relying upon that statement of the Chair when the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], who made the majority report, 
was addressing the Chair, we did not seek anything further until the 
question came up and the gentleman from Illinois asked whether we 
could agree as to the time. The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
ANDERSON | then said he thought we could agree upor an hour on each 
side, whereupon the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] rises 
and claims that he is recognized by the Chair to control the hour, and 
that is what I protest against. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I do not think I 
stated that. What I said was that the Chair had taken me off the 
floor under a custom of the House, and had stated that further along 
he would recognize me in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the previous question should be or- 
dered by the House, the Chair could not recognize any gentleman after 
that. But in this case there is a report by the majority of the com- 
mittee, and the views of the minority have also been presented by a 
member of the committee. The invariable practice in this House, so 
far as the present occupant of the chair is advised, has been to recognize 
the members of the committee first, especially where there is a differ- 


re Ses 


rhe SPEAKER. The Chairstated that he would recognize the gen- 
tleman at the approprigte time. That was the exact language the Chair 
used, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there has been developed already a 
difference of opinion between certain gentlemen on the committee with 
regard to the disposition that should be made of this resolution. The 


' 


ii 1ajority report has been presented by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
J ask unanimous consent that the debate be closed and the previous | 


ANDERSON |, and the views of the minority have been presented by the 


eee 
| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON]. ‘Those two gentlemen 


after conferring have come to the conclusion that two hours’ discussion 
is necessary. There has been an inability to agree by unanimous con- 
ent that the debate shall terminate in that time. Now I wish to ask 
the Chair whether it is not competent for the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr, ANDERSON | to take the floor and use such fraction of his hour as 
he may deem fit, reserving the balance of his time and yielding the 
ther hour to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON]; and 
whether, after the time of the gentleman from Mississippi shall have 
expired, the gentleman from Illinois may not resume the floor for the 
remainder of his hour, and during that time move the previous ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not yield an hour 
to the gentleman from Mississippi after having occupied a portion of 
the hour himself, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not mean to ‘“‘ yield’’ in any technical sense. 
[ had previously stated that an agreement had been made that the 
time should be divided between those two gentlemen, an hour on each 
side, and my idea was that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDER- 
SON |, having an hour of his own, might take the floor, use such part 
of the hour as he saw fit, reserve such part as he saw fit, and then after 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] had occupied his 
hour, resume the floor, either to continue debate or for the purpose of 
demanding the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman who has the floor in his own right 
can at any time demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know that; but I was merely making a sugges- 
tion to see whether we could not get at a practical solution of the diffi- 
culty. 

the SPEAKER. Thestatement of the Chair is that any gentleman 
who has the floor in his own right can move the previous question. 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the previous question were now ordered on 
this resolution, would not thirty minutes’ debate be allowed—fifteen 
minutes on each side—no debate having yet taken place ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam just as anxious to dispatch the business of the 
House and save time as is the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]; 
but he can not understand the difficulties that exist in regard to con- 
ducting a matter of this kind as to which he has had no consultation. 
If the House wants to dispose of this resolution at once, I have no 
objection; but I believe we shall get along better if the gentleman will 
allow the arrangement suggested by the committee to proceed. I ask 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is simply a resolution of inquiry directed to 
one of the Departments, and its consideration ought not to take up 
two hours of the valuable time of the House at this stage of our busi- 
ness. If we are going to passit, letuspassit. It is merely an inquiry 
directing the Department to furnish certain information. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has not examined it at all, or he 
would not make that statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know it is a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But you said it involved nothing but asking for 
information. 

Mr. PETERS. 
thereby save time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I trust the discussion can proceed without any 
further consumption of time in these preliminary propositions, which, 
it is very apparent to everybody, look to an evasion of a discussion 
which might be developed in the course of an hour’s consideration of 
the resolution and which some members seem to be desirous to avoid. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE., I wish to suggest as a matter of compromise, with 
due deference to the opinion of members of the committee, that in the 
discussion of this measure for one hour there might be developed some 
question which the House would desire to hear fully discussed by 
members of the committee. Iam therefore opposed to any limitation 
of time now; let the discussion runon. If the Chair sees fit to deprive 











IT hope we can come to some understanding, and 
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i of any participation In s I may procure the privi } 
4 bv the courtesy 0 iemb the committee, I will adapt myself to 
that arra ! is Whatever to the: roft D 
Chai i 
3 The SPEAKER Che ¢ r has no desire to deprive the gentle I la | 
of his right to « ny other question; but the Chair feels hen I find that to be t t tt [ that 
bound, as } lir House, to conform to the u e of t history of this | t \ , { matter 
H in 1 Le y other per ( 
Mr. BLOUN'I L call lar order. < I f 
| SPEAK] Che ul der is dema he q eé claims, a t 
upon agreeing to the resolution. Mr. TAULBEE. O 
“Mr, ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in present ‘ \NDERS\ 
of the committee it was not the intention to deprive any t itles 
mation which ought to be furnished by the Department Li rAUI I it 
i action entirely upon the merits of the claims mentioned. These d Mr. ANDERSON, of] 
allowed claims, about which it has been proposed to request infor! not i , 
tion, are claims which haye been passed upon a nun t TAULBI 
the Post-Office Department, which have been thorons exa M 
and adjudicated, and we be ve thev ought not to b ) who had . ' 





House in any manne 
In order that the House may understand thoroughly the nature of urse, was the act 1 behalf all t um An t y atthe 


these clairhs, I wi 





























legislation on the subject. Under yar where I pract ’ p t ber « ld 
the actof 1454p 1 by commissions upon the amount ct the stro t pon cea cont 
ot postage « lected at tl r respective offices. By the act of 1864 tl i te 1n reie! to ft I i tal ito 

te m was changed, ies were allowed, instead of co I & ms | ‘ 1 < 
missions upon posta id that under the operation o was ma I k I ha I tle 
salary system, in towns w h were growing rapidly, there wa I 
injustice to postmasters; these officers did not receive inc! 
pay to correspond with the growth of their office as they would | l pass t estion, and | l say t 
received under the commission system. The mode of fixing th 
ries at that time was by taking the eight quarterly retw for and t e | 
years preceding and computing the salary,according to the c 
system, upon th t the particular ¢ and adopti 
the salary of the postma r the lature 
In 1866 the law was amended so as to provide that wheney t tt 
quarterly returns for eight quarters showed that, according to the « und br ht Cou ( 
mission system, the postmaster would have received 10 per cent. more | 1 was ried on 
than he was receiving under the salary system, it should be the l 
of the Postmaster-General to readjust the salary and fix, for the fut D sO} I 
the salary that would have been allowed under the commission sy | L\NDERS« A 
a Thus the matter ran along u 1 1883, when, in consequence of t ded on 
j omission of the Postmaster-General to do what he ought to have ck ted States d 
3 in respect to readjusting these salaries, an act was passed requiring tl ; course was by a 
i Postmaster-General to readjust these salaries from 15864 to 1874. Unde ister-General t 
that legislation me sixty-odd thousand claims of postmasters w vestion of the « 
presented and passed upon. Of these 22,000 have been allowed supreme court of the I 
upwards of 35,000 have been disallowed up to the present tim: al Vilas to carry out the 
Now, the only question which has presented itself is, what w ix the salary upon the 1 
proper construction of these acts? The Postmaster-General construed | January by the Suy Cou the Unit St 
the law to mean that, in passing upon these claims, whenever he fou ng the opini 
that the eight quarterly returns of any postmaster showed that under th: Int opinion 1 
commission system of 1854 he would have received a salary gre | p i 1 thes 1 ! 
10 per cent. than he was receiving, the salary was to be readjusted only requ the Pt Gel ike |} 
for the future he was to receive the increased salary, which wou and that all that was intended by ] y 
the fixed salary for the next two years. for the two years w: iply to obtain the basis upon 
This was the manner in which these claims were passed upon alary for the fut is was made nece 
claims were, I might say, in the hands of one man for presentation. | rowth of the various towns where the post-office 
think the agent for all these claims for the past and the present 3} i is the necessary of t g th that t 
been Mr. Spalding. system of increasing 1 aries of the postmasters to « 
He took the position that these salaries were to be readjusted quartet rowth. But it was not ended to e tl 
by quarter; that whenever by the commission system the postmasters | tion for the time tl d 1, but t two] 
would have received 10 per cent. greater salary than they were receiv- | be taken as the basis for the future sala 1 that « 
ing the salaries were to be readjusted and the postmasters were to bh We took the position that these mat 3 ! 
paid the difference for that quarter; in other words, making four rea l and passed upon; t t I 


justments a year instead of one every two years. having been so litigated and pa 

Mr. Spalding afterwards, as it will appear, took this additional posi- | | of the country, 1 ought 1 etile 
tion, that whenever by the quarterly returns for the two precedin mu e some end of litigati l ‘ 
years, underthe commission system of 1854, the postmasters would hav« l been iu } x1 
received 10 per cent. greater salary than under the fixed salary, it wa and when they ha d the 
the duty of the Postmaster-General not only to readjust such sala of tl ; 
by increasing them for the future, but also to pay to the postmast ision of them, and that th i evel 
for the past years this difference. In other words, if any postma adjudication. That w f 
was receiving a $100 salary and the quarterly returns for the two tion to} 
preceding under the commission system would show he ought t« .ow, sir, tl 


received $120, the salary was to be fixed at that figure for the fut mmitt epo 
and in addition to this that there should be paid to the postmaste: ters who I t cl ‘ 
$20 for the two years for which these returns were presented. ist January by tl 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will it disturb the gentleman from I 


ask him a question? By a t, 158 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir. 
Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman speaks of the history of t] 
under which these adjustments are to be had or have been sought 1 | them 
he attempts to define the position of Mr. Spalding. The qu ii 





; wish to ask him is this: Where do you get the data by whiel 


. authorized to say that is a partof the history of this legislation ? 
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Now, we say it was the intention and must have been the purpose of | masters, nor was it in the nature of an act of favoritism of any kind. It 
Congress in passing that provision of law to forever close the agitation | was simply an act of absolute justice to amend a great wrong that had 


of these claims and to settle them for all time. Believing, then, as 
your committee did, that these claims have been passed upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and have been settled, and that Con- 
gress by the act of August 4, 1886, passed a law expressly barring them 
and prohibiting their further consideration, we felt that we were com- 
pelled to recognize the fact that these claims had been settled and that 
this settlement should be final. We felt that the solemn act of last 
Congress in reference to these claims must be respected, and by this 
act these claims were forever settled. 

I believe that the answer to this inquiry, if the information were 
furnished as requested, would be absolutely useless, unless it could be 
used as an entering wedge for further legislation upon the subject, and 
believing that this question has been adjudicated already after this 
lengthy agitation, and that it has been passed upon fairly upon its 
merits by the highest tribunal in the land, I feel, Irepeat, that it ought 
to be settled and remain settled forever, and so we state in our report. 

I notice that the minority in submitting their views base their ar- 
gument upon the possibilities of some clerical errors in the compilation 
of the clerks. They have furnished no data to substantiate that as- 
sertion, They have given no instance upon which to base it, butsimply 
assert a possibility of the existence of such athing. We insist that 
the same possibility may be urged against any claim which has ever 
been settled in any court or tribunal, and we do not believe that it is 
worthy of consideration to ask this House to base its action for legis- 
lation upon the mere possibility of what may happen. 

I desire to reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The gentleman has 
consumed seventeen minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I signed the minor- 
ity views accompanying this resolution, and I desire to advance a few 
remarks by way of suggestion thereupon, wishing to give the greater 
part of my time to other gentlemen who are equally interested in this 
question as myself, 

It will be borne in mind that this resolution is in the nature of an 
ordinary resolution of inquiry addressed to the head of a Department. 
There is nothing unusual in it; nothing extraordinary in its demands. 
I would state that I was influenced considerably in joining the minor- 
ity in presenting this report by the fact that similar resolutions of in- 
quiry, asking for the same tabulated statement with reference to dis- 
allowed claims of postmasters from other States, had been theretofore 
introduced, one for the benefit of the postmasters of North Carolina, 
another for West Virginia, another for Kansas, and another for Iowa, 
the present resolution being for the benefit of the postmasters of Ken- 
tucky. It will be further observed that the minority report amends 
the resolution by striking out the words ‘‘the State of Kentucky ”’ and 
making it applicable to all the States and Territories. The gentleman 
from Illinois, who has preceded me, has in the main stated the law cor- 
rectly, but in referring to the causes which led to the passage of the act 
of 1866 I think he has fallen into an error. 

As is stated, the act of 1854 regulated the salaries of postmasters by 
commissions on the collections of their respective offices. The act of 
1864 compensated them by fixed salaries, and they were divided into 
five classes—postmasters of the third class to receive less than $2,000 
and not less than $1,000; those of the fourth class to receive less than 
$1,000 and not less than $100; those of the fifth class to receive less 
than $100. The Postmaster-General under the same law was author- 
ized in special cases to readjust salaries at any time within two years, 
but unless so readjusted for special causes he could only readjust them 
once every two years. 

It will be observed that this gave a large discretion to the Postmas- 
ter-General in the readjustment of salaries. It was entirely a matter 
of discretion with him upon what basis he should readjust them. Spe- 
cial cases arose during the first two years, and the Postmaster-General 
adopted this basis, that where an oftice showed an increase of 50 per 
cent., then the salary of the postmaster of that office was readjusted 
upon that basis. It was found that this large discretionary power left 
with the Postmaster-General for readjusting claims did not work well, 
and I have no doubt it was discovered even at that early date that the 
Postmaster-General, in the pursuit of economy, generally made post- 
masters of the third and fourth class victims of such economy as he 
might see proper to adopt. 

Be that as it may, in 1866 an act was passed amending the act of 
1854 by providing that in readjusting the salaries of postmasters the Post- 
master-General should do so whenever it should appear that the amount 
allowed under theact of 1864 was 10 per cent. less than it would have 
been upon the basis of the act of 1854. The act of 1854 was directory. 
The act of 1866 was mandatory, making it the absolute duty of the 
Postmaster-General to adjust these salaries upon a fixed basis, to wit, 
that whenever it should appear a salary allowed under the act of 1864 
was 10 per cent. less than it would have been upon the basis of theact 
of 1854, he was then to adjust upon that basis and the postmaster was 
to be paid the difference. The Postmaster-General paid no attention 
to the act of 1866, and that led to the passage of the act of 1883. Now, 
the act of 1883 was not a bounty from the Government to the post- 


prevailed; in other words, to force the Postmaster-General to comply 
with the existing law in the adjustment of these salaries. 

I will read from the report of the committee on the act of 1883: 

It has been estimated that these claims— 

Speaking of the postmasters’ claims—— 

Mr. HUTTON. What report do you read from? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. From the report of the commit- 
tee on the act of 1883. 


It has been estimated that these claims may amount to the sum of $500,000, 
Notwithstanding the magnitude of these claims, your committee are of opinion 
that the Government should pay the entire amount if justly and equitably due. 
They submit that such of these postmasters as made direct official application 
or sworn returns of receipts and business for readjustment of salary tothe Post- 
Office Department, or whose quarterly returns, in conformity to the then exist- 


ing laws and regulations, showed that the salary allowed was 10 per cent. less | 


than it would have been upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, 
havea strong equity. This class was obedient to the law, and by their action 
have shown that they looked to the act of Congress as a basis of a contract. 


That was the light in which it was viewed by a committee of this 
House at that early day. The Postmaster-General, under the act of 
1883, proceeded to readjust these salaries. It seems that a large force 
of clerks was employed and considerable time consumed inf the work. 
According to the report of 1887, it appears that there were over 50,- 


000 claims presented, and up to the date of that report twenty-odd | 


thousand had been allowed and the remainder disallowed. Various 
questions arose during this time. The majority report and the argu- 
ment made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON ] are based prin- 


cipally upon the McLean case. That case went to the Supreme Court ; 
upon one of the questions that came up for adjudication and determi- | 


nation by the Postmaster-General. The facts in that case were these: 
It seems that McLean, a postmaster in Kansas, had been in office not 
exceeding five quarters—one year and an additional quarter. He filed 
an application for readjustment of his claim, but the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral construed the law to mean that he had no right to readjust except 
upon the basis of eight quarterly returns; that he could not select any 
fewer number than eight quarters upon which to base a readjustment, 
and that inasmuch as McLean’s office had only been established for 
the period of five quarters, he did not come within the provisions of 
the lawand wasentitled to no relief. 'Thatcase was instituted by a writ 
of mandamus to compel the readjustment. Now, bear that in mind. 
The resolution under consideration does not refer to any claim that 
comes within the state of facts upon which the McLean case was de- 
cided, because the Postmaster-General refused to adjust any claim 
where there were not eight quarterly returns upon which to base the 
readjustment. 

This resolution does not call for any claims, except those that have 
been computed and that are upon the claim jackets at the Post-Office 
Department. It does not call upon the Postmaster-General to review, 
readjust, or do anything of that sort. It simply calls upon him to 
furnish Congress with information of what he has done, and in calling 
upon him to do that, it does not call upon him to give any information 
whatever upon any case, except those that were reviewed and read- 
justed upon the basis of the eight quarterly returns. So, I say, the 
McLean case is wholly inapplicable, and that is the case which is mainly 
relied upon in the majority report. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. You say you are only calling on the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral for cases that have passed in review before him ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. What is the purpose of that call? Is it to see whether 
he has made mistakes or not. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I will tell you in a minute. As 
I have stated, this tabulated statement is called for by members from 
fivedifferent States. In addition to that, hundreds of postmasters have 
filed their individual applications, through their members of Congress, 
calling upon the Postmaster-General to furnish a tabulated statement 
of theirclaims. I have applications from eighteen postmasters in my 
own State, and in talking about this subject with other members I find 
that quite a number of them have similar applications from postmas- 
ters in their States who ask their members to investigate their cases at 
the Department, or to have the Postmaster-General furnish Congress 
with a statement of their claims. Now, upon what basis ? 

Mr. COBB. I would like to ask you a question, if you will permit 
me. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Wait a moment. Now if I, in 
the discharge of my duty to my constituents, should go to the Depart- 
ment to make an investigation of the claims as they appear upon the 
claim jackets, having eighteen of these cases on my hands, it would 
take as many days to make the investigation. 

Mr. COBB. Has the Postmaster-General neglected or refused to per- 
mit an investigation upon application in any individual case, or has 
he refused to furnish the information in any case ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. No, sir; the Postmaster-General 
has not; but where is the member of Congress who has the time to go 
to the Department and make these investigations? 
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4 Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi I und will ex M S ae 
5 plain the whole situation, if y P 
$ master-General will not refuse ans n nN Wry en sii 
such an investigation; but I de iy lea » | M Ir. ROGERS ! 
Cops] to go to the Dep ent 1 make 1y p I 
ticular ¢ 1 that may | | sented f I n I t 
as to be satisf it to himself or 
In the first place, he has to determine what was the salary actu: Mr. ANDERS \ 
paid to his constituent under the act of 1864. Then he has got to d ha that efi 
termine what would have been the salary under the act of 1854, ; Mr. COBB. \ 
the investigation of those questions would occupy a great deal of |] tleman says it was reported 
time and more of the time of the functionaries of the Post-Office D the committee make personal ¢ t it 
partment who have charge of the business than would be required t Mr. ANDERSON. of Mis ‘ ; 
make the tabulated statement called for by this resolution. For my | sonal knowledge was where tl rst Assistar Post! 
own part, I have desired to look into these matters, but I have found | had informed a postmaster of my State—not of my 
that it would take more of my time than I would be justified in d t- | matter was brought to my attention by the mber from t 
ing to the business of individual constituents | ter’s district—that \ 1 ce ‘ _¥ 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Have not those claims been barred | be reported to Congress, and an appropriation w 1 be 1 




















by the act of 1886? t When the tabulated statement of ywed claims was 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. No, si I will come to that in a | emb: ig 1 y st i é t th ! 
moment. The act of 1886 is a legislative confirmation of the interpre- | league | Mr. ALLEN l found that the claim was not t 
tation put by the Postmaster-General upon the act of 1883. It comes Mr. BUCHANA® Ir. Sy ( 
in the questionable form of a ‘‘rider’’ upon an appropriation bill tlemen over there, who seem to be engaged in a conversat 
No man will contend—the gentleman himself who advocates the ma them ves, speak in so low tone that it is imp rT 
jority report will hardly contend—that that act ought to be upheld if | what it is that is delaying so long the consideration of the tat ' 
it is shown that any great wrong or injustice has been done Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I addressed myself tov t 
The act was intended as a remedial act. It was not intended and can | gentleman | Mr. BUCHANAN] a while ago, but did not succeed 
not be construed as being intended to do any wrong or injustice to m, he be other ( ged 
anybody, and if it should appear upon investigation of any of these rhe ¢ < me - 
claims that a clerical error or a mathematical error had been com 
mitted it would be no defense of the Postmaster-General to say that . M ! I vie e inutes 
his interpretation of the law was the reason of that error of fact or of 1 Kans M 
calculation. Andif it should appear that his interpretation in certain t M 
cases was grossly unjust the parties ought to have relief, and this Cor ites of his t é 
gress would not uphold a law of that character. But the way th: i Sp t S t tha 
thing presents itself to us is this: This resolution calls for a tabulated | the resolution which has en luced ! bers from ¢ 
statement of the disallowed claims as they stand upon the claim-jack- | States, calling upon the Postmaster-General for ibstr s] 
ets, and this statement is desired for the convenience of members of the dis 1 clair ‘ pos s the of 188 | ‘ 
this House who have become interested in the claims of postmasters in | claims were filed in t Post-Office Department, and were a ted 
their several States. | by the Postmaster-General or by his subordinat nd an abst ol 
These postmasters are a very humble but very deserving class of offi- | these claims themselves, with everything in nection with them, ap 
cials, who are entitled, if any class of officials in this country are, to | pear on what is known as the jacket of each case. All ( 
some consideration at the hands of Congress and of the Post-Oflice | pears on the outside of each case, so that in order to ascertain t 
Department. formation called for by the resolution, it on! 
Mr. COBB. I wish to ask a question, for I feel an interest in th in the Department to take down each case i 
matter. Is there any difficulty on the part of any member of Co ; | what appears on the outside of each jack 
in getting the same kind of tabulated statement as to cases in which There are about 30,000 of these cases w have be 
he is directly interested as you propose to call for under this gent f ITremember at The nun of cas ve ! 
.s resolution? by the Post-Office Dep ent is about 52.000 dof these 21 
a Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I have already explained that | been allowed and the remainde ( low The n 
¥ matter, and I have not time to go over the explanation again. If there | of the cases which } en exa l have bee nwed 
a were but one isolated case, it would ke very easy to do as the gentl Che object of this re ition \ 
es - man suggests; but where there are hundreds of cases, I say it becomes a | proposes to make general applies only to t State 
very serious proposition. Anotherthing,when you gothere to make an | calls for information t subject only to 
a examination you do not know, after it is through, whether the result | State of Ker ky he minority of the co tee | ) 
g is correct or not. There has been no review of the action of these eight | the resolution general, and to call upon the ter-t 
3 or ten clerks who have examined these claims. We have no guaranty bstract of d owed claims in all of St 
3 that they were efficient clerks; we know nothing about them in this r I do not think I need go over the legislat 
spect; and there is nobody to verify their calculations or vouch for the | that has been gone over fully by t M 
correctness of their work; one clerk may have been accurate and another | ANDERSON], to show upon ( } 
not. So far as our investigations have gone we have, in the casual « } I know it has been d that t ‘ 1x2 is not 
J amination we have made, discovered several cases where there have been | I turn to the record of the Fort th ( nd 
a grave clerical and mathematical errors, amounting to hundreds of dol 3 passed under a suspension | ! ned a 
d lars, showing negligence on the part of these officers. There is str te ry ho are lin fi y \ 1 pag 
ys evidence of negligence so far as our investigations have gone. | 2539 of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEc¢ first n of the Fo th 
Mr. ROGERS. Did such errors appear in more than one case? Coner The ye l-nay vote on the passage of the law of 188 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I think three separate cases wer ler which these ¢ ms were! usted 149 in th fi 
brought to our attention where, it is claimed, mathematical errors had | 35 in the negative The motion to suspend the rules l 
occurred. We have not undertaken to make any investigation of these | in this House was carried by atwo-thirds vote. Then 
: claims ourselves, because the resolution did not require that of us by the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Proctor Knott, a 
; Bear in mind that the act of 1883 went farther than the act of 1866. | known to the old members of the Hous 
Prior to the act of 1883 many postmasters had already presented their | The reason urged against the passage of tl 
claims under the act of 1866, and under that act their rights had abso- | cause, in substance, the « ting of indebted etwe 
lutely vested, being based upon a contract between themselves and the | masters and the Government and the « lit of half at n 
Government. i dollars. That was one re ‘ \ 
I will state here that this inquiry applies only to the claims orig of the bill Anothe is that it we th le tem of 
nating between 1864 and 1874. The postmasters in office between those | the Post-Oftice Department j ‘ the two 1 Oo 
years were entitled to their salartes upon the basis of the act of 1854. | urged sgainst it I might say that the objections were ged to 
All the postmasters who presented their claims within the tim: pre the passage of tl vy of 1883 which ar d to the passage 
scribed were a3 much entitled to payment as any one of us is entitled | resolution, but they certainly can not bet l with « il force, | 
to his salary as a member of Congress. | cause this resolution does no rislate. it de not 
Mr. ROGERS. Are we to understand that any of these cases which | tion on the part of the Government in behalf of the Dp I 
‘ were found to have been erroneously adjusted were adjusted prior to | does not revi ny obligation whic 
4 the act of August 4, 1886? L886. It does not revive any claim un t it ny t i 
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| ! t if ‘ nbe 
( n the ré ask to |] 
| over thirty thousand of these claims which have 
1d the leman from Alabama sends in an 
ry ; Lo ( m disallowed of a& postmaster in his district. n 
re Of i ls t go to the files, hunt up that case, get the in 
forma 1 from the j et d embody it in a letter and send it to the 
entleman f Alabama. That will be thecase in two-thirds of these 
thirty thousand disallowed claims, for these postmasters have a feeling 
that there is something due them by the Government, and they will not 
be satisfied until they receive a frank statement, showing the money is 
ne e. the It is fair to presume, therefore, that two-thirds of these 
mer lly ication through their members of Congress, or through 
some othe irce, to obtain the information which can only be found 
up the ja ts of the Case 
And if that be the case, and it is reasonable to suppose it will be, 
the time taken up by the Department in getting that information will 
be in excess of the time that will be required to enable the clerks 
lo up t f all these disallowed claims. And why? Be 
c if th lution passes a number of clerks will be detailed for 
the duty; they will get all the cases together, take all down together, 
l they can run through them very rapidly, and make abstracts of the 


id of hunting up a special case, and will the — 








ive a ‘ ime by reason of the method they will pursue in 
the examin making up of the abstract—a method that they 
could not possibly pursue if they have to answer an inquiry in each 
individual case 

Mr. COBB. t me ask the gentleman, and the point I make is for 
the purpose of obtaining information more than anything else, what 
is the existing necessity, if any, for calling upon the Department for 
this exten 1 information : ae inquiries suflicient to warrant it ? 

Mr. PETER I think so. I donot know how many the gentle- 
man has received, but I have received about fifteen from my own di 

Mr. Cl ADLI here are twenty-seven from mine. 

Ir. PETERS. The g man from Indiana sitting in front of me 
tates that there are twenty en from his own district. I knowtha 
there are rge numbers of inquiries which have been filed with the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and as I have already 
iid these n have an idea that there is something due them by the 
Government, as there was under the law due to those poorly paid of- 
ficials of the Government, the fourth and fifth class postmasters, who 
are the mere conveniences of the Administration and of the neighbor- 
hoods in which they hold offices. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? What do you base that opinion upon; a construction 
of the statutes or upon a clerical error? 


Mr. PETERS. Ido not claim, as I have already said, that the pas- 


ge of this resolution will legislate in any way upon the correctness or 
incorrectness of any of these claims. Thatis not the object of the res- 
olution at all. The object is to obtain the information, and why? In 


ce it is desirable to obtain it in order to determine what 
, if any, of calculation have been made. You can not deter- 
mine that by getting the information as to one particular case; and I 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Copp] 
particularly to this point. I repeat, you can not get that information 





mistak« 


by taking one case or several cases, and taking the jacket down and | 


‘ ng an abstract to determine whether a mistake of calculation has 
been made in that case. The only way to get the information is to take 
other cases and compare the individual case with them and with the 
| »ther cases; because it is only by comparison that 
dual cases can be detected and determined. 
SON, of Illinois. I wish to repeat the question, if the 
gentleman will permit me. On what do you base the assertion that 
these claims are due and have not been allowed? Upon a legal con- 
struction of the statute or upon clerical errors? 

Mr. PETERS. I base it upon two grounds. First, that there has 
been a mistake of ce: slcalation, and second that there is no general law 
but what works hardship and wrong in exceptional cases, Just as the 
common law the land is so universal in its application that wrongs 
and hardships in indiviae al cases have arisen under it, and therefore 
the courts of ¢ juity were created to relieve the exceptional cases. So 
in this law, conceding this right, there are a large number of cases, and 
by reason of the extent of the cases under the general law hardships 
have been cau ped in exceptional cases. It is because of this very con- 
dition of things, it ap cause of exceptional cases arising under the gen- 








thing 
eral laws that appeals are made to this great court of equity, the Con- 
gress of tl 


1e U nited States. One thing at least will be accomplished 
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adoption of the! olution, 





we will obtain the ir for- 
mation, and then it is for the House to determine finally whetherit will 
do anything or not in the premises. 

ypose that the abstract is sent up and it is ascertained that there 


are no exceptional cases where hardships have been worked, and where 
the law has been inequitable and unjust in its operations. There will 

appeal to the House for speci ial enactments. Why is it that we 
have here a large class of private claims pending be fore Congress, and 





especially private pen: ion claims; private bills askin g for the pay- 
ment of postmasters for money robbed from their post-offices or for 
money destroyed in post-offices? It ecause the law in its general 

l ly with exceptional cases, and therefore special 


application deals harshly 
bills are introduced to cover these ¢ ul dex t the general law. It 
r forty thousand, and 








3 
there are a half dozen cases in all these thirty 
we have information on which we believe that inequalities exist, and 
I believe myself that there are many hundreds of cases, but if there 
are only a half doze n cases under the general law, where unjust and 
ineqt uitable results have been caused, or where an injustice has — 
done to the applicant, then I claim that they are entitled to the relief. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman state if he has any information defi- 
nitely of a single case of the kind to which he has referred? 

Mr. PETERS. Ihave. 

. COBB. Where there has been a mistake made in the calcula- 

tions? 

PETERS. I have information of a case where the Postmaster- 
General sent a statement, in response to an application, alleging that 
nothing was due, but subsequently sent another statement admitting 
that there was something due. Now, in that one case it shows that 
there was an error of calculation. I have no doubt that an examina- 
tion will show many such claims. I have information from other mem- 
bers of the House that there are other cases in which such mistakes 
have been made. How could it be otherwise? Why, the very com- 
mon sense of every human being teaches that where there have be« 
from thirty to fifty thous and cl aims adjudicated, it would be almost 
passing the limits of human belief to assume that no error had been 
committed and no injustice or ceaneaii y allowed, especially in view 
of the fact that there was a desire on the part the Post-Office De- 
partment, not only under the present administration but under all ad- 
ministrations, to curtail to the very lowest cent everything and cut of 
everything that could pos sibly be cut off in order to reduce the amount 
the Government would owe to these postmaster That has been the 
policy, not only under former administrations, but under the present 
administration. 

Mr. TAULBEE., I believ 
leman is correct everytl 


1e salaries of the officers of 





e stated by the gen- 
matter of reduction of 
I do not believe it 





t 
t 
hok ~ good in that. 

PETERS. I wish to call attention here to a resolution just 
wna me that was introduce od by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr 
GAINES]: 





Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the Hou se 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the disallowed postmasters’ claims 
presented from the State of Virginia under the act of Marc h ; 3, 1883, e xhibiting 
all such claims as by an actual computation of commissions prescribed by the 
act of 1854 and entered upon claim jackets show that the paid salaries are 10 per 


cent. or more less than such commissions. Such tabulated statement to show 
in such cases, first, the name of the post-office; second, the name of the appli- 


cant; third, the period of service covered by the computation of comniissions 
fourth, the amount of the computed commissions; fifth, the amount of paid 
salary for the same term of service; sixth, the actual amount of commissions in 
excess of the paid salary. 

Now, all that information is to be found upon the jackets of these 
cases on file in the Department. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I now yield five minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TUI INE R, of Kansas. Some time in last February I received 
a communication from a gentleman from the Sixth Congressional di 
trict of Kansas, inquiring in relation to a personal claim he had before 
the Post-Office Department. I immediately inquired at the office of 
the Auditor of the Post-Office Department in relation to this claim, and 

is informed that this class of claims was undoubtedly just and should 
be paid, but that the Postmaster-General had not ordered the Auditor 
to audit that class of claims, and hence he could do nothing for me. 
The consequence was that I began to investigate the matter, receiving 
other letters of a similar character from my constituents. I found that 
there was an understanding in the Post-Office Department that these 
claims were due and just and should be paid. 

Now, to go back and make this matter as clear as possible (I regret I 
was unable to understand all that was said upon the subject) I quote 
from the opinion of the Supreme Court, as follows: 


From the beginning of the Government down to the year 1864 postmasters 
were paid by commissions on the receipts at their offices, ascertained by their 
quarterly returns of the moneys received for postage, stamps, box rents, etc 
Until 1836 all postmasters were appointed by the Postmaster-General and were 
thence called deputy postmasters. 

< * * ‘ z * a 
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Mr. TAULBEE. T 
submit to the House the views which I had co1 
under this resolution; but under the 1 


agreement of the committee, as a matt 


less we vote down the demand for th 

moved by the majority of the committ 
The only reasons I have heard u 

lution are the reasons contained i 

committee, and the reasons 

from Illinois [Mr. ANDI 

will take the pa 

argument, as we 


welve minutes is too 
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tion. 

Che apprehension which I fancy 
bored under is that the object of mv re solution is to 
with the law under which these salaries were to be adjust 


construction } laced by the Postmaster-General on tl 
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CHAU 


ings under it, or with the decision of the Supreme Court o 


States in the McLean case. My resolution does1 


l ¢ 
fering with either of these. Had I contemplated an inter 
either the law or the rulings of the Department, or the de 
Supreme Court, I w have introduced a bill 

The object of this resol 3 simply to obtain n 
Department, in the easiest and most practical way, 
whether or no 

laws and the rulings of the 

the salaries of postmasters un 

rights by clerical errors. 

this discussion that mise: 

and the object of this re 

remarked by one of an extens 

that there i degree of pover 
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of the United States. Itis not an une: 
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the consideration of bill 


have considered upon thei 
The rights of the people o 
these postmasters who, accor 
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tee 


with of the Ho to defeat this resolution—a matter upon 
which thei depend—to know that they | resort to 
almost any mean ther to defeat the resolution on the floor of the 
hie or to evade its requirements after its adoption. In making 
1 il it j I } y he reol | 1 ! 
» fa con the sugyestion t the resolution be amended so 
to extend the inquiry to all the other States, I wish to say I ] 
no cbjection to that suggestion. In introducing the resolution I 
not feel ca upon to represent the interests of the constituents o 
the members of this House. My first idea was to have the resolution 
apply only my own Congressional district; subsequently I cencluded 
enlar it so as to include all the postmasters throughout the ¢ é 
of Kentucky I hope the House will amend the resolution so as to 
enibrace all these cases, and will thus do what it can to secure this in 


formation It can not hurt us. If the House wishes to investigate, 


» as to repair any injury which bas been put upon any man or com 
pensate his wrongs, we ought to have the information on which to act 
intelligently. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, | am somewhat familiar with this 
general legislation, having in the Forty-seventh Congress reported to 
the House the bill known as the act of 1883, which, under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, was, on motion of Mr. Knott, of Kentucky, passed by 
an almost unanimous—certainly more than a two-thirds vote. 

The Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads at that time had 
before it a number of bills to remedy what was claimed to be an injus- 
tice committed on the part of past administrations of the Post-Office 





Department in adjusting compensation of postmasters under the act of 


1864 as amended in 1866. Postmasters appointed under the act of 1854 
were allowed commissions on the postage collected at their respective 
offices for each quarter, and a due proportion for any period less than 
a quarter. Postmasters appointed under the act of 1864 were divided 
into five classes, and the method of compensation was changed from 
« commission on postage to a fixed salary. In the classification they 
were indicated as first, second, third, fourth, and fifth classes. 
Section 2 of said act reads as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the Postmaster-General shall review once in two years, and in 
special cases, upon satisfactory representation, as much oftener as he may deem 
expedient, and readjust, on the basis of the preceding section, the salary as 
signed by him to any office; but any change made in such salary shail not take 
eftect until the first day of the quarter next following such order, and all orders 
made assigning or changing salaries shall be made in writing and recorded in 
his journal, and notified to the Auditor for the Post-Office Department. 


It appeared that the Post-Office Department was slow in its action 
readjusting salaries under the law; and so pronounced was the expres- 
sion of the postmasters of the country that injustice was being done 
them by the Post-Office Department, that in 1866 Mr. Grinnell in- 
troduced an amendment to a general bill in these words: 

That section 2 of chapter 137 of the laws of Congress, approved Juiy 1, 1864, be 
amended by adding the following: ‘*Provided, That when the quarterly returns 
of any postmaster of the third, fourth, and fifth class show that the salary al- 
lowed is 10 per cent. less than it would be on the basis of commissions under 
the act of 184, fixing compensation, then the Postmaster-General shall review 
and readjust under the provisions of said section.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word on that amendment. It does not seem to 
me that the hardships experienced under the system of commissions by post- 
masters in new towns, in towns built up in the newest portions of the country 
and on the line of railroads, have been fully appreciated. It has been found, 
sir, that the postmasters in these new towns, under the system of salaries, are 
called upon to do work for little or nothing. I know of postmasters who re- 
ceive only $35 or $40 a quarter who should receive $100 if commissions were al- 
lowed according to business. Now, it is not just; it does not appertain to the 
dignity of the Post-Office Department to call upon those public servants living 
in Kansas, Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, California, and the new 
States and Territories to do this work for next to nothing. Let the law be 
plain, that there may be an early recognition of responsibility and faithful serv- 
ice. Once in three months is not too frequent an adjustment for men too poorly 

aid, 

: Mr. Hurcsarp, of Iowa. I would ask my colleague whether frequent applica- 
tions have not been made for relief, and whether they have not been refused by 
the Postmaster-General ? 

Mr. GrinNeuu. 1 have received between forty and fifty applications for re- 
dress, and gentlemen all around me have received similiar applications, they 
inform me. This is only a question of justice to those who receive compara- 
tively little compensation, * * * 

Mr. ALLEY. Then I move to strike out ‘‘10 per cent.” and insert ‘‘20 per 
cent.” 

Mr. GrinneEww. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Alley] will not be adopted. It is not fair tothe new States. The penalty 
for growth by aloss of 10 per cent. on what is justly due is quite enough, * * * 

Mr. ALLEY. I hope my amendment will prevail, for I do think that 20 per 
cent, is little enough. I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

rhe previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The question being taken on the amendment by Mr. Alley, there were—ayes 
23, noes 69. 

Mr. AuLey. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. Grinnell, and it was 


agreed to—ayes 70, noes 22. 


A contest immediately arose between the postmasters of the country, 
covered by this amendment and included under the statute of 1864, and 
the oflicers of the Post-Oflice Department. Petitions and appeals came 
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to the House of Representatives, and were referred to the Con 
ou the Post-Office and Post-Reads, but not until 1883 was relief 


enand 
eyisiation secured. A bill was introduced (in fact, many bills were 
introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress), draughted by the attorneys 
r the postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes, which, undera 
ispension of the rules, was passed, and which was expected to secure 


tf full and complete recognition of their claims under the laws of 1864 





1 


Immediately a further contest occurred as to how the law should be 
whether the Postmaster-General should take the quarterly 
return of the postmaster each three months and readjust the compen- 
tion in accordance with the law of 1854, or whether he should take 
the quarterly returns covering a period of two years and make readjust- 
ment upon that basis. 
The law of 1883 reads as follows: 





That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
readjust the salaries of all postinasters and late postmasters of the third, fourth, 
and fifth classes, under the classification provided for in the act of July 1, 1864, 
whose salaries have not heretofore been readjusted under the terms of section 
Sof the act June 12, 1886, who made sworn returns of the receipts and business 
for readjustment of salary to the Postmaster-General, the First Assistant Post- 





| master-General, or the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, or who made 


quarterly returns in conformity to the then existing laws and regulations, 
showing that the salary allowed was 10 per cent. less than it would have been upon 
the basis of commisstons under the act of 1854; such readjustment to be made 
in accordance with the mode presented in section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, 
and to date from the beginning of the quarter succeeding that in which such 
sworn returns of receipts and business, or quarterly returns were made: Pro- 


| vided, That every adjustment of salary under this act shall be upon a written 


application, signed by the postmaster or late postmaster, or legal representa- 
tive, entitled to said readjustment; and that each payment made shall be by 
warrant or check on the Treasurer or some assistant treasurer of the United 
States, made payable to the order of said appl.cant, and forwarded by mail to 
him at the post-office within whose delivery he resides, and which address shall 
be set forth in the application above provided for. 

Postmaster-General Gresham, succeeded by Postmaster-General Vilas, 
has followed the same lineof proceeding in the acts of 1854 and 1864, 
1866 and 1883 in the adjustment of salaries. A case was taken to the 
Supreme Court by the attorneys having postmaster’s disallowed claims 
in charge, and the opinion of the Supreme Court has already been 
quoted. So far as these questions of quarterly returns are concerned I 


| will read from the opinion of the Supreme Court: 


CONSTRUCTION OF THE ACT OF JUNE 12, 1866, BY THE UNITED STATES SUPREME 
COURT. 
Supreme Court of the United States.—October term, 1887.—No. 1041. 


The United States, upon the relation of J. K. McLean, plaintiff in error, vs. 
William F. Vilas, Postmaster-General, In error to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. 

JANUARY 9, 1888, 

Mr. Justice Miller delivered the opinion of the court: 

This is a writ of error to the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

in the case of United States vs. McLean, 95 United States, 750, will be found 
the report of the decision of this court in an action instituted by the present 
plaintiff in error against the United States. Theappeal was taken froma judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims in favor of McLean for the sum of $569.50 for com- 
pensation as deputy postmaster at Florence, Kans., from April 14, 1871,to July 
1, 1872, which was rendered on the ground that he was entitled toa readjust- 
ment of his salary by the Postmaster-General for the period between those dates, 
and that if such readjustment had been made his salary would have been in- 
creased by the amount for which the court rendered judgment in his favor. 

This court, however, held, on the appeal that the Court of Claims could not 
perform the duty of readjusting the salary under the acts which conferred that 
power on the Postmaster-General, and that there was no legal liability against 
the United States for the amount claimed by him until that officer had read- 
justed the salary in accordance with those acts of Congress. In its opinion the 
court suggested that if the executive officer failed to do his duty in that respect 
he might be constrained by a mandamus to perform it. 

Acting upon this suggestion, and under the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, 
which authorized and directed the Postmaster-General, in proper cases, to make 
readjustments of salaries which should act retrospectively, Mr. McLean made 
a demand upon that officer; indeed, he made two demands—one upon Post- 
master-General Gresham, and the other upon Postmaster-General Vilas—for 
such readjustment. Both of these officers declining to comply with his demand, 
he, on thedth of August, 1886, commenced the present suit in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, by filing therein his petition for a writ of manda- 
mus, 

* Provided, That when the quarterly returns of any postmaster of the third, 
fourth, or fifth class show that the salary allowed is 10 per cent, less than it 
would be on the basis of commissions under the act of 1854 fixing com pensation, 
then the Postmaster-General shall review and readjust under the provisions of 
said section.”’ 

What quarterly returns are here meant as showing that the said salary is 10 
per cent. less than the commissions under the act of 1854? The argument of 
counsel is that when any one quarterly return shall show this condition of 
affairs, the Postmaster-General, on the request of the postmaster, must make a 
readjustment; but such is not the language of the statute. Theexpression used 
is, *‘ when the quarterly returns”’ shall show this. And inasmuch as the law 
had already established that readjustments must be made on the basis of the 
quarterly returns for two years, it is reasonable to suppose that that was the 
meaning of Congress in this proviso. * * * 


Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the gentleman contend the pending resolu- 
tion contemplates a case similar to the one on which that decision was 
made? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It contemplates cases covered by the opinion of 
Attorney-General Brewster and the action of Postmasters-General 
Gresham and Vilas, and, so far as these thirty-five thousand disallowed 
claims are concerned, it proposes to pass judgment on the subject of the 
basis or the construction of the statutes covering the settlement or ad- 
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Mr. BINGHAM I understand all that, and will come to it 


moment 





Mr. TAULBEE. Allow me to complete this quotation. 

The second proposition is that Congress shall statute declare that 
< iims of postmasters w ich i Dee i Liowead 1 violation « 
vested rights and in violation « statute recently enacted was the pr 
formance of a supreme duty ont part oft ex itive offi I 

Mr. BINGHAM. Following right in the argument and logic « it 
minority report, when the appropriation bill was before Cong 
corporating word for word th l hich the gentleman re¢ 1 
which general and specific wording was afterwards incorporated in t ; 


bill when it came from the Senate, I rose in this House to a question 


of order, and was sustained by the Chair, in the striking out of that 


qualification which directed or which had reference to the vested 1 ts 


of the people either by a ratification in violation or by the ena 
of an ex post facto statute. 
I claim, on the general proposition, that Congress can not divest 
one of vested rights. It is the alphabet of constitutional law. Upon 


that occasion and in that debate I filed my protest and exception to tl 


very statute now under debate—the act of 1586—and the Chair sus 


tained the point of order. The amendment was placed on the b n 
the Senate, and it was passed by the House almost tinanimously I 





gentleman is familiar with that law, and I need not refer further to it 
The United States courts are ever open to determine its constitution 
What I want to come to is this: I do not retract in any wise 








the position I have assumed in the minority report referred to i 
quoted from. I simply say of the 60,000 claims adjudicated, 22 vit 
have been allowed, aggregating $1,250,000; that 35,000 of them have I 
been disallowed; and the proposition of the gentleman from Ken 

Mr. TAULBEE] is this, to call upon the Post-Office Department to 
turn to the House the jackets or detailed history of each one ot t ‘ 
disallowed claims, and to that I say there is not a disallowed clai n 
the Department that the gentleman from Kentucky, or any other 
tleman here, or the attorney of any claimant can not reach and 
tain these very facts and receive the very information that this 
tion seeks to have the Department furnish in bulk to the extent of the 
whole of these 35.000 disallowed clai 

If any claim has not been treated properly, I have no doubt t 1 
general act can be passed covering the disallowance of the clair 
the basis or error of their disallowance, but not covering the d 
ance of the claims on the ground of the ruling of the Department 
reached after the decision of the Supreme Court in the McLean ¢ 
as well as the construction of the statute by Postmasters-General 
Gresham and Vilas, supplemented by the opinion of the then Attorne 
General Brewster, and which they have all made upon the ge ] 
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proposition gentleman finds any rejection contrary to the stat 
ute and the opinion delivered by the Supreme Court, or if he ascertains 
1, thereby forcing rejection or ot 

wise resulting in injury to claimant, and will then come here and esta 
lish that fact he will find there is no commit 
who will witl 
upon the question, both in equity and law, than the Committee 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Willthe gentleman be kind enough to giv« 
reasons why he opposes the resolution asking for t 
He has given reasons for opposing the legislation, but why does 
pose the resolution ? 


Mr. BINGHAM. I do not see any necessity for submitti 
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rh ‘ The Postmaster-General took it up, examined 
it, and it was re ted in strict accordance with the act. 

M TAULBEE Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him fo 
“al ment 

Mr. BLOUN’ I prefer to continue my statement. 

i 
The SPEAKER pro tem) the gentleman yield 
TAULBEI!I i do no 

A BLO Ni tinul 

l i en co! by the actof Congress of August 4 
vl find on page 8 of my} tter to the chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, a copy of which you have been furnished, 
I< only repeat v stated in that letter, that the Supreme Court has fully 

dt] he Department and has virtually decided that claimants 
WW ‘ ms ha been disallowed under these acts never had any legal clair: 
ri e s ry than they have actually received, so far as the general rt 
al the Departm« for these adjustments is concerned, 

I n » read all the letter ° 

I Tol ijust t made a t 
i t i i d appli t thirty-¢ th 
sar ‘ 

Mark you, ap} tot -eight thousand disallowed claims that 
this resolution now seeking to have brought into this House. The 
Postmaster-General himself takes up this question and goes into it 
He says these thirty-eight thousand disallowed claims have been ad- 
jus lun tl ruling 

Astother adopted by th Department in that regard, I quote f he 
s me { t of the United States, McLean vs, Vilas (124 United Stat 

, 

Many o is are taken by the counsel for the defendant, which wi 
be rthy of s mnsideration it were necessary to decide them, bu 
we ag? wi the I iaster-General in such a construction of these statutes 
“ hows tha ‘ ation upon him to make the readjustment 
o : y « t pia ind as this goes to the merits of the contro- 
versy, ¥ 1 i this point without any consideration of the 
ol 

I have i¢ honor t vour obedient servant 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmasier-General 
NDI O f M ppi. Will the gentleman allow me to 
j t him 
. BLOUNT I would prefer not to be interrupted. The gentle- 
hay | their time, and I would rather proceed with my state- 
I 

No {r. & ruling that has been made by the present 
Post master-Ger 1 in reference to these accounts commenced with Mr. 
Creswell’s administration of the Post-Office Department, continued on 
through t lministration of Mr. Jewell, Mr. Gresham, and the vari- 
ous other « down to Mr. Vilas and Mr. Dickinson, and it has been 


uniformly on this line. The struggle between the claimants and the 
Post-Office Department has been fought out along this line. It is so 
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to-day, and I think I will be able to show it before taking my seat. My | 


friend, Judge PEreRsS, incharacterizing this resolution, says there are 


two objects to be reached: one where there might have been an error 
in calculation by theclerk, the other where the general rule of the law 
operated erely in some particular case and which a return made un- 
der this resolution would bring to the attention of Congress and induce, 
perhaps, legislation designed to meet that situation. 


Now, as to the first proposition, I wish to state here that the present 


and holds that under the law it is perfectly 
1erever there has been any clerical error to authorize an 
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Spalding, for a period of ten years, had been acti 
ment and had been stimulating postmasters’ claims 





with a view to legislation. The reports disclose that his agita 
at this time taken out of the Treasury a million an 
and his contracts were for 25 per cent. 
Now, sir, it seems that this fruitful field is to be worked over agai 
and almost every gentleman in this Hou is being plied about th 





atterand furnished with resolutions for the purpose of bringing 














facts as a basis for additional legislation and for 1al claims. If 
this were merely a matter of examining accounts any member of th 

House could readily have it attended to. A communication to th: 
Department from any member would procure the examination of any 
of these accounts. -But, sir, if more is designed, if the purpose to 
bring out in this House a condition of facts as a basis for future leg- 
islation, as a basis for future lobbying, as a basis for future bounties 


to claim agents, then it is important that this resolution shall be prop- 
erly disposed of. 

In these communications an arraignment is made by this man Spald- 
ing of the Postmaster-General, not merely in this administration, but 


in preceding administrations, allegin iat the Department, out of a 


Oo 
nN 


desire to economize, has been unwilling to do justice to the claims of 





postmasters, and that allegation having gone out from this man, it ha 
been unwittingly repeated by many other persons who do not know th 
facts. For one, I had rather take the judgment of Mr. Gresham, Mr. 
Jewell, Mr. Vilas, or Mr. Dickinson, the heads of a great Department, 
having no interest but to administer the Government for the benefit of 
the whole people, influenced only by a desire to conform their official 
conduct to the public interest and the public weal. I had rather take 
the judgment of those men than of a miserable claim agent who is en- 





gaged in circulating the cry that wrong and outrage are being perp 
trated upon these claimants, when the real consideration that lies at 


the bottom of his action in the matteris the shekels that will come into 
his own packet. Hard decisions! 

I ask, sir, whether an officer at the head of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, or any other Department of this Government, conforming his 
actions to the rulings and practice of the Department under the law, 
finding his conclusions confirmed by the opinions of Attorneys-General 


and by a long line of precedents, and last of all by the judgment of 


r 1 


the Supreme Court of the United States—I ask, sir, whether it is not 
reasonable to suppose that that oflicer’s interpretation of his official 
duty under the law is the correct one, and whether he is not bound to 
be guided by these lights rather than by outside clamor? Is there any- 
thing more contemptible in a public official than the defiance, in obedi- 
ence to such clamor, of just methods of reasoning and of plain statutory 


enactments as their meaning is ascertained by the Supreme Court of 


the United States ? 

For one, sir, Iam gratified that the Post-Office Department, through 
all administrations, under all parties, and under all circumstances, bas 
shown itself capable of insisting on what is right and what is duc to 


adjustment and correction; that the invariable rule of the Department the Government in this matter, while at the same time it has always 
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There has been made a very full statement of the law, 


complaint and no difference of opinion as to the pro 
and enfor it of t law. The only question whi 
is wheth rr not we shall enact new legislation in or 
cas understood the gentler i from Kans Mr 
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yield to the gentleman from I ky ? 
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is opposed to the ascertainment of the facts which tl 
poses to elicit. 
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Even if that were not true, if that position did not bind this House, | 
I say that the legislation of the last Congress does bar and put to 


sleep those claims. They have been agitated and pressed time and | 
again. They have been an annoyance to the Post-Office Department 
for years. Ky the act of the last Congress these claims were dis- 
barred and the system of disallowance by the Postmaster-General was 
approved, This act expressly approves of the methods of disallow- 


ance, disbars any further presentation of such matters, and prohibits 
any other method of considering these claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. PETERS. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. If the previous question is ordered, as asked for by 
the gentleman from Illinois, will not that keep out any amendment to 
the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. PETERS. The minority report recommends that the resolu- | 
tion be amended by striking out ‘* Kentucky,’’ so as to make it gen- 
eral and apply to the whole United States. If the previous question 
be voted down will not that motion, as well as the motion to lay on 
the table recommended by the majority report, be in order? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, no motion has yet been | 
made that the resolution be laid upon the table. The recommendation 
of the majority report that the resolution be laid upon the table does 
not amount to a motion in the House. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the previous question cut us off from amending 
the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe previous question is ordered only one ques- 
tion remains, and that is, will the House agree to the report of the | 
committee ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolution. 
I move tostrike out ‘‘ Kentucky;’’ so as to make the resolution general 
and cover all the States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to debate. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam not debating the matter, but making a par- | 
liamentary inquiry of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is that? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I inquire of the Chair whether the ordering of the 
previous question would prevent my moving an amendment to the 
resolution by striking out ‘‘ Kentucky,’ and making it apply to all 
the States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled, and will repeat, the only way 
to secure a vote on an amendment to the resolution is to refuse to order 
the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope, then, the previous question will not be 





The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous question, 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 23, 

Mr. TAULBEE. No quorum; and I demand the yeas and nays. 
The veas and nays were not ordered, only 9 voting in favor thereof. 


The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum having been made, the | 
Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. ANDERSON of | 
| G, Rankin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


Illinois. 

The House again divided. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask, by unanimous consent, to be permitted to 
submit an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘ Kentucky’? in the reso- 
lution, so as to make it general and apply to all the States. I ask, by 
unanimous consent, that the previous question be considered as ordered 
on the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I object to that. 

Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Illinois closed the debate, and 
there was no opportunity afforded to any gentleman to offer amend- 
ments. The parliamentary inquiry I wish to submit is whether the 
gentleman who closed the debate can demand the previous question in 
that manner so as to cut off all opportunity on the part of anybody 
else to suggest amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not do it himself; it is for 
the House to determine that question. The gentleman can make the 
motion, and if the House sustains it, of course all amendments are cut 
off. 

Mr. PETERS. If the motion for the previous question is voted 
down, then the amendments could be offered? 

The SPEAKER. They could. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe it requires a quorum toorder the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

The point of order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair 
will order tellers, 

Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 120, noes 46. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I now move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ordered. | 
| 











CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOTISE. Tirxgr 19 


JUNE 12, 





Mr. TAULBEE. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. : 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and on 
a division there were—ayes 86, noes 17. 

Mr. TAULBEE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. TAULBEE, and Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois, were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported— ayes 110, noes 55. 

So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

LAURA E. MADDCX ET AL. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 


| at this time a report from the Committee on War Claims on a Senate 


bill, and I ask to have it placed upon the Calendar, substituting it for 
a House bill now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire this bill to take the 
place of the other on the Calendar ? 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. What is to be done with the House bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. That isto be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill reported by the gentleman 


| will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and 


| Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased. 


There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


| report, ordered to be printed. 


The bill (H. R. 6365) of the same title was taken from the Calendar, 
and ordered to be laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees, coupled with the usual request 
that members having reports may be permitted to hand them in at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that reports may be handed in at the Clerk’s desk? 

There was no objection. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

DANVILLE A. RICKER. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville 
A. Ricker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ABEL G. RANKIN, 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

reported back favorably the bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
FLORIDA G. CASEY. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1843) granting 
an increase of pension to Florida G. Casey; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. STANNARD. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2657) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily J. Stannard; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1488) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson 
| Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
| companying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY KELLEY. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary 
Kelley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


GEORGE W. FLOWERS. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to Georga 
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W. Flowers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
SARAH A. CORSON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Corson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN F. HOWARD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin 
F. Howard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH EVANS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Evans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY ALWARD. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry 
Alward, dependent father of Henry M. Alward; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELIAS H. HALL. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. M’COAL, 
Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. | 


McCoal; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
MARGARET QUINTON. 
Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Quinton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10135) 


| 








to increase the pension of Shenne H. Fowler; and it was referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 


CARRIE V. MILLER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back favorably the bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be | 


printed. 
CLARA B. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2852) granting an increase of pension 
to Clara B. Davidson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN WHITE DOWLING, 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 


ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1481) granting a 
pension to Ellen White Dowling; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH C. TAYLOR. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1482) granting a | 


pension to Sarah C. Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
THEODORE RAUTHE. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (S. 2460) granting arrears of pension to | 
Theodore Rauthe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. LANE, from the Committee nvalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Elisha Duglas; which was 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10479) granting a pension to 
Elisha Duglas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with th 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MANUEL GARCIA. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension ; iel 
Garcia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHARINE QUIGLEY. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 9394) for the relief of Catharine Quig- 


ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 


JOSEPH PEVE. 
Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 737) grantinga pension to Joseph Le 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the P 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. M’KEE. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled 
‘*An act for the relief of the widow and orphan children of Col. Will- 
iam R. McKee, late of Lexington, Ky.;’’ which was referred t 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIGHTWOOD 


o the 


RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 9649) to incorporate the Brightwood Rail 
way Company of the District of Columbia; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregeing, a bill (H. R. 10480) to incorporate the Bright- 
wood Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole Hor 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the 





accompanying report, ord 


\ : ‘ : 3 | to be printed. 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6693) to regulate appointments 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
dered to be printed. 

CHARGES OF DESERTION. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
bills of the House of the following titles; 
the table without prejudice: 

A bill (H. R. 9997) to relieve Eliah Blake from the charge of desev- 
tion; 


A bill (HL. R. 


which were severally laid on 


9996) for the relief of David Sarsfield; 

A bill (H. R. for the relief of W. W. Kerbagh; 

A bill (H. R. 10015) to remove the charge of desertion from tl 
tary record of Justin I. Wisner; 

A bill (H. R. 10014) to remove the charge of desertion from t 
tary record of George W. More; 


A bill (H. R. 10006) to remove the charges of desertion ay t Ed 
ward Whitehouse; 

4 bill (H. R. 10019) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Jacob Mong; 

A bill (Hf. R. 10020) for the relief of James B. Roberts, alias Jana 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of George W. Briggs f 1 the 


charge of desertion; 


A bill (H. R. 10074) correcting the military record of John Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 10094) for the relief of William Bixby, alias Charles 
Ashley; 

A bill (H. R. 10102) to remove the charge of desertion from Weliing- 
ton Doddridge; 

A bill (H. R. 9976) to remove the charge of desertion from T. J. 


Nicholson; 

A bill (H. R. 9912) to correct the military record of Milton Fuson; 

A bill (H. R. 9820) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of John Costner; 

A bill (H. I 14) to authorize the Secretary of War to reniov: 
charge of desertion from the record of Benjamin Winterbottom 

A bill (H. R. 9757) to remove the charge of desertion against Justin 
J. Wisher; 
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A bill (H. R. 9735) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of George Tebo; 

A bill (11. R. 9660) for the relief of Noah H. Benfield; 

A bill (If. R. 9677) to remove the charge of desertion against D. 
Woodmansie; 

A bill (IT. R. 9606) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Engene Purticker, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge; 

A bill (H. R. 9605) for the relief of Benjamin F. Royse; 

A bill (H. 2. 9597) for the relief of Edward Pearl: 

A bill (HH, R. 9573) torelieve Jacob Shoemaker from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill CH. R. 9574 
ford; 

A bill (H. 2. 9458) to remove the charge of desertion from William 
A. Cook, late of Company A, Nineteenth Kentucky Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9490) for the relief of Thomas S. Walker; 

A bill (H. 2. 9275) for the relief of William H. Finn, charged with 
desertion from the volunteer service; 

A bill CH. It. 9269) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Richard H. Keeth; 

A. bill (H. R. 9218) for the relief of William McCormack: 

A bill (If. R. 9198) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Isaac Bethurum; 

A bill (if. R. 9191) to remove the charge of desertion against Levi 
Beer; 

A bill (HL. RB. 9128) for the relief of Thomas Hickey; 

A bill (H. R. 9141) to remove the charge of desertion 
rence Cofley; 

A bill (H. 

4 bill (H. 
ford Potts; 
A bill (H. 


to remove the charge of desertion from O. H. Gif- 


against Law- 


R. 


> 
lee 


9091) for the relief of John L. Owen; 
9016) to remove the charge of desertion against Bed- 
Rt. 8921) for the relief of Joseph H. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 8919) for the relief of Daniel Ward; 

A bill (Hf. R. 8918) for the relief of Joseph C. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 8917) for the relief of William Weaver; 

A bill (HH. R. 8910) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
Patrick Clune; 

A bill (H.R. 
ander Malone; 

A bill (H. R. 9147) for the relief of Isaac Clark; 

A bill (Hf. R. 9145) for the relief of Gabriel R. Bartley; 

A bill (H. R. 9301) for the relief of George Hartram; 

A bill (H. R. 9324) for the relief of Elisha Lunsford; 

A bill (H. R. 9367) to remove the charge of desertion against James 
H. Gray; 

A bill (Hf. R. 9556) for the relief of George Heller; and 

A bill (H. R. 9537) removing the charge of desertion against Daniel 
O'Sullivan. 


ww ow ew 


8902) to remove the charge of desertion against Alex- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
2602) concerning the militia of the District of Columbia; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

WILLIAM HUGHES AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10248) for the relief of William 
Hughes and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

REV. WILLIAM GREGSTON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back the bill (H. R.'7571) for the relief of Rev. William Gregs- 
ton; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, a bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. STEWART. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of vames 
A. Stewart; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Cc. J. M’CONNELL. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the hill (H. R. 9100) for the relief of C. 
J. McConnell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MATTIE 8S. WHITNEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 

reported a bill (H. R. 10482) to carry out tite findings of the Court of 
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Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whitney, as administratrix of Frank- 
lin S. Whitney, deceased, heretofore referred to said court; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Iiouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10483) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, announced approval of bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John Powers; 

An act (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; 

An act (H. R. 7938) to enlarge, improve, and makerepairs upon the 
United States court-house and post-office building in Atlanta, Ga., and 
to apppropriate money therefor; 

An act (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish 
agricultural stations in connection with the colleges established in the 
several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and 
of the acts supplementary thereto;”’ 

An act (H. R. 9788) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in 
the apppropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Thomas Jordan; 

An act (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell; 

An act (H. R. 401) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannie Stone; 

An act (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Douglas Chapman; 

An act (H. R. 5929) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Staten Island Sound; 

An act (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

An act (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other pur- 
poses; and 

An act (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the officials of the United 
States in the Indian Territory. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—-FRANK VS. GLOVER. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. I call up 
the contested-election case of Frank vs. Glover, from the Ninth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri. 

l ask that the Clerk read the resolutions appended to the report. 

The resolutions were read. 

Mr. CRISP. As there is no minority report in this case, I would ask 
consent that the report be printed in the RECORD without being read. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) is as follows: 


The district from which this contest came lies entirely within the city of St. 
Louis. Beside the parties to the contest, there was another candidate, George 
W. Davidson, nominated by the Labor party. According to the certificate or 
the Secretary of State there were cast 16,042 votes, of which Glover received 7,- 
202 votes, Frank 7,102 votes, and Davidson 1,738 votes. 

It is therefore seen that the sitting member hasa certified plurality of 100 votes. 
To overcome this majority (as between Glover and Frank), the contestant pre- 
sented three classes of voters in atabulated statement. The first table contained 
the names of 249 persons alleged to have been legal voters who tendered their 
ballots for the contestant, and which ballots were rejected by the officers of elec- 
tion. The second table contained a list of 32 persons whose votes, it was alleged, 
had been illegally received for the sitting member. In addition to these two 

»yropositions, the contestant contended that the returns in one of the precincts 
had been altered from 103 for Mr. Glover to 113; thus increasing his majority 10 
votes. 

Various objections were urged to the counting of the 249 ballots contained in 
the first table above referred to; but for the purposes of this report it is only 
necessary to consider one. 

It was contended by the contestee that of this list of 249 names 170 had been 
stricken from the registration list and duly advertised according to law, and 
that the parties named, not having applied to the board of revision for rein- 
statement, their votes could not be counted. Itis established by the evidence 
and conceded by the contestant in his hearing before the committee that if this 
proposition is sustained the right of the sitting member to his seat must neces- 
sarily be admitted. 

— constitution of Missouri, which went into effect November 30, 1875, pro- 
vides: 

“The General Assembly shall provide by law for the registration of all voters 
in cities and counties having over 100,000 inhabitants, and may provide for such 
registration for cities having a population exceeding 25,000 inhabitants and not 
exceeding 100,000, but not otherwise.”’ 

Article 9, section 7, constitution of 1875, provides : 

‘The General Assembly shall provide, by general laws, forthe organization 
and classification of cities and towns.” * * * 

Pursuant to the above, by acts approved April 21, 1877, and May 23, 1877, the 
o— Assembly carried into effect the foregoing provision of the constitution 
o 5. 

“Sec. 1. All cities and towns of this State containing 100,000 inhabitants or 
more shall be cities of the first class,” 
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Section 5 provides fe rany town becoming a ity < f the class to which its pop- 
ulation would entitle it. 
Session acts, 1877, page 49, provides for registration in cities of the first class 





ie following law was enacted 
nty, and municipal elections hereafter held in 
any city of this State havi: + population of 100,000 inhabitants or more, n 

erson shall be deprived of right of voting at such election by reason 
Sevten failed to registe P ded, That in all cities where registration is re- 
quired by law, the P irty off » to vote shall be,on the day of such election 
registered by a special registrar of election, appointed by the judges of electi 
for that purpose at each precin¢ t,as a qualified voter, in a book to be ke pe 
that purpose, and the ballot of suc ™ voter shall be received and counted : 
election; and such registrar sl ‘turn to the registrar of voters of su h ‘ 
the list of such voters so registered within ten daysaftersuch election: Pro 
That said registrars shall be sworn as provided for tbe recorder of voters 
the books shall contain the written or printed oath as required in the 
registration books. 

‘Approved March 30, 1877 


By session acts, 1877 page 250, t 
‘Secrion 1. In all State 























By an act “approved March 26, 1881,’ the General Assem!} 


acts, 1881, page 47: 
‘Secri0on 1. That the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the exer: 
right of voting by persons who have failed to register,’ approved Mar 
1877, be, and the same is hereby, repealed 
‘Src, 2. By reason of the frauds believed to have been perpetrated under t 
law this act seeks to repeal, and the near approach of | 


ly provides 





tion in the city of 













St. Louis, an emergency is deemed to exist; therefore t ta r t 
and be in torce from and after its passag 

The islature of Missouri at the session, to wit ssion acts, 188 
page 48, adopted a general registrat law for the city of St. Louis 





question really at issue is whether the registration law of 188i 
the contestant’s counsel claiming in the argument t 
ef that the la‘ unconstitutional and invalid. 
Says McCrary on Elections, second edition 
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‘Sec. 6. W le the ature can not add to, abridge, or alter the « 
tional qualifications of voters, it may and should pre be proper and 
sary rules for the orderly ex se of the right resulting from these qua 
tions. © © ® 

* Sec, 7. The power to provide for the orderly exercise of it of sufl 


which we have seen belongs to the State Leg 


M ature, ll 
act registry laws and prohibit from voting persons not 

















generally admitted that these laws do not add to the « al 
tions of voters, and are therefore ivalid. Capon 12 } } 
Brightley’s Election Cases,51; Hawkins vs, Carroll Co., 730 ate 
Baker, 38 Wis., 71.)’ 

The committee, being united in the opinion that th titu i 





not consider it Ss » furthe into the legal argument upon th at prop 
osition. While itist that in every election isolated instances of partiality 

unfairness, and the inequitable working of the law are perhaps always ap- 
parent, we find nothing in this case to stamp it as one in which the powers of 
the election officers under the law were illegally or unfairly used for purposes 
of oppression or for improperly influencing the ction 

Failing to find the law invalid or the method of its execution unusually arb 
trary or harsh, and finding further it these propositions sustain the righ 
the sitting member t« s seat, the committee are of the opinion that it is I 
essary te o the affirmative evidence offered by the contestee for the p 
pose ofe nlarg ing his majority. 

The committee are of the opinion that the certificate of election was legally 
awarded to John M. Glover, and that he is entitled to the seat. They ther: 
subi nit the following yeeros and recommend their adoption 

Res i, That Nathan Frank was not elected,and is not entitled toa 
in tis House asa Representative in the Fiftieth Congress from the Ninth ¢ 
gressional distr t of Missouri 

‘That John M. Glover was duly elected, and is entitled to the seat he no 
holds in this House asa nent ative in the Fiftieth Congress from the Ninth 
Congressional district of Missouri.” 


Mr. CRISP. 
the resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which the 
resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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I demand the previous question upon the adoption o 


CONTESTED ELECTION—LYNCH VS. VANDEVER. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I call up for present 
consideration the contested-election case of Lynch vs. Vandever, from 
the Sixth Congressional district of California, and ask that the resolu- 
tions accompanying the report be read. 

The resolutions were read. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask that the same order be made in 
this case as in the case of Frank vs. Glover, there being no minority re- 
port. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. JoHNSTON, of Indiana) was ordered to be printed 
in the REcorD. 

It is as follows: 


The Committee on Elections, having fully considered this case, beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

The contestee was duly returned by the proper authorities as a member of 
the Fiftieth Congress from the Sixth Congre none district of the State of Cali- 
fornia, and has his certificate as such. William ©. Hendricks, secretary of stat 
for the State of California, certifies th: at at the Congressional election in said 
Sixth district, held on the 2d day of November, 1886, the contestee herein r« 
ceived 18,259 votes, and that the contestant, Joseph D. Lynch, received 18,204 
votes, leaving a majority of 55 votes, as cast and counted for the contest« 

The contestant, in his notice of contest, charges: 

1. An unlawful confederation and combination between the county cle 
Los Angeles County, who is the register officer of the county by virtue of 
law, and the chairman of the Republican central committee of said cou 
cheat and defraud him (the contestant). 

That such clerk as registering officer failed and refused to put upx 
register the names of 183 legal voters whose names were properly prese: 
registration, and that they were Democrat nd would have voted for « 
testant had they been neneie 4 sonlebaes i and had they voted. 

3. That there were larg ounts of money used by the friends of the contes- 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I demand the prey qu n 
adoption of the resolution 
The previous question was ordered; under the operation of 1 
resolutions were adopted. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote b 


the resolutions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to1 


sider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
IDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Co1 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider 
ation of bills raising revenue; and pending that I move that all debate 
upon the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited 

| twenty minutes, on which I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was 0 rdered. 
’ ae to limit debate to twenty minutes was agreed to. 
he motion that the I Seam I ‘lve itself into ( ommiuttee of the Whole 
| Was agr reed to. 
| The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whok 
| Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 





THE TARIFF. 
hes CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Wh: 
‘ the farther consideration of the tariff bill, and by order of the Ho 
all debate upon the pending ow ind amendments t 








ted to twenty minutes. The rk read the pen 
The Clerk read as follo F 
< l of th l 
\ BUC} ANAN Mr. Chait ) h has been I I 
the or side w 1 reiere to the ‘‘ Cobden Club” ar 
1 gold” and é g d upon t other that I think 
ry bef s this House and the country the exact facts as | 
eg thered if m sources that will not be disputed. I hold 
y hand a little book of 150 pages. Its tit e-page bears the wor 
Phe members of the Cobden Club, with dates of entrance, com é 
» January, lase. Annual reports for 1286 and 1887. P 


I rl 
sell & Company, limited, La Belle Sauvage, London, 148+ 
| The cover bears a design containing the words, ‘Cobden ¢ 
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in the center, surrounded by the words, ‘Free Trade, Peace, Good- 
will Among Nations.” The book is what its title indicates, a list of 
the members of the club, and the annual reports for 1886 and 1887 
of its operations. A prefatory note states that ‘‘The bankers of 
the club are the London and Westminster Bank, Westminster 
Branch, 1 St. James Square, London, 8. W., where subscriptions 
should be paid on the 1st of January in each year.” 

This book tells us that the club was formed in 1866, “ with the object 
of encouraging the growth and diffusion of these economical and 
political principles with which Mr, Cobden’s name is associated, ” 
and that the ‘‘subseription is three guineas perannum. The man- 
agement of the club, together with the election of members, is in- 
trusted to the committee, three of whom form a quorum.” This is 
a close corporation with a vengeance. The members are not elected 
by the ciub, but by a committee, sitting with closed doors, and only 
three needed to act, and this committee manages the whole affairs 
of the club. This committee is ‘‘renewed annually at a general 
meeting of the club.” That is to say, the members of the club 
elected by the committee, in turn ‘‘renew” the committee. A 
shrewder device against the introduction of diverse sentiment it is 
hard to conceive of, 

Here is a list of the committee for the past year. 

Mr. A. H. D, Acland, M. P., Mr. Thomas Gair Ashton, Right Hon. 
W.E. Baxter, Mr.W.C. Barlase, Mr. W. E. Briggs, Mr. Jacob Bright, 
M.P., Mr. Alexander H. Brown, M. P., Sir James Caird, K. C. B., 
Mr. Henry Peyton Cobb, M. P., Right Hon. M. E. Grant Duff, G. C. 
8. L., Sir T. H. Farrer, Bart., Mr. Richard C, Fisher, Mr. William 
Fowler, Mr. Herbert J. Gladstone, M. P., Mr. James Howard, Mr. 
Alfred Illingworth, M. P., Hon. Walter Henry James, M. P., Mr. 
Henry Leader Lack, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bart., M. P., Mr. E. A. 
Leatham, Sir John Lubbock, Bart., M. P., Mr. John Gordon Mc- 
Minnies, Right Hon. Sir Louis Mallet, C. B., Mr. George Webb Med- 
ley, Mr. A.C, Humphreys Owen, Mr. Thomas Bayley Potter, M. P. 
(honorable secretary), Mr. J. W. Probyn (honorable treasurer), Pro- 
tessor J. E. Thorold Rogers, Sir Henry Roscoe, M. P., Mr. Albert 
Rutson, Mr. C., S. Salmon, Mr. William Summers, M. P., Mr. J. P. 
Thomasson, Mr, J. J. Tylor. 

It will be noticed that eleven of the thirty-five, including T. Bailey 
Potter, the secretary, aremembers of the British Parliament, and that 
“Right Honorables,” ‘ Sirs,” and ‘‘ Barts.” figure conspicuously. 

The work of this committee, we are told, and I quote literally, 
“consists principally in the publication and circulation of books and 
pamphlets in accordance with the objects of the club.” Those ob- 
jects have already been indicated, but a few extracts from these re- 
ports may make them still plainer. The report for 1886 says: 

The long-continued commercial depression now at last beginning to show some 
sign of abatement, has had generally an influence adverse to the progress of those 
principles of universal free exchange which in the interests of the whole human 
race the Cobden Club advocates. 

The report of 1887, adopted at the annual meeting, July 30, 1887, 
Bays: 

The Cobden Club attains its majority this year and your committee venture to 
say the members may congratulate themselves on a very good twenty-one years’ 
work. Something bas been done by this club in the twenty-two years since Mr. 
Cobden die to keep the name of the great-free trader green and his influence 
fresh in the current of political life. His policy and his work have been kept well 
in evidence at home and abroad. There are champions of free trade in all parts 
of the British Empire, and in most of the countries of the world, whose interest, 
zeal. and enthusiasm in the cause are due in a large degree to the work and the 
teaching of the Cobden Club. 

And again: 

Your committee have never dispaired of the ultimate adoption of free trade by 


the commercial nations of the world, in accordance with the aspirations of Rich- 
ard Cobden, 


Surely these utterances are plain, straightforward, and unmistak- 
able. ‘They are selected as fair extracts, and a perusal of these re- 
ports will show that they voice fairly the sentiments of the whole. 

These reports show that this committee has songht to further 
these objects in various ways, chiefly, first, by printed appeal by 
book, pamphlet, newspapers, and printed slips, distributed through- 
out the world; and, second, by offering prizes in colleges for the best 
essays on free trade. This book says—I quote from page 6: 

The work of the committee consists principally in the publication and circn- 
lation of books and pamphlets in accordance with the objectsof the club. These 


writings have been distributed very extensively in this country and in all parts 
of the world. 


On page 150 begins a list of these publications thus distributed, 
containing such works as ‘‘ Report on the United States Revenue,” 
by David A. Wells; ‘Leavitt on England and America;” ‘ The 
creed of Free Trade,” by David A. Wells; “ Free Trade and Protection 
in the United States,” by Joseph Wood; ‘‘The Western Farmer of 
America,” by Augustus Mongredien; ‘‘The Future Work of Free 
Trade in English Legislation,” as first prize essay, by C. 8. Troup; 
‘A Primer of Tariff Reform,” by Daniel A. Wells, Norwich, Conn.; 
‘*The Economic Free Trade and Free-Trader’s Guide,” first edition, 
edited by R. R. Bowker, New York Free Trade Clnb; “‘ The Indus- 
trial Situation and the Question of Wages, a Study in Social Physi- 
ology,” by J. Shoenhof. 

Among the leaflets distributed we find: “The Effect of Protection 
ip America,” by Sir William Bomer Forcewood, 270,000 copies; 
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“United States Protection vs. British Free Trade,” by Right Hon. 
W. E. Baxter, M. P., 200,000 copies. A note at the end of the list 
informs us that the total number of copies of these cireulars and 
pamphlets, exclusive of leaflets, distributed since July, 1866, reaches 
1,611,790, and that the total number of leaflets thus distributed’ up 
to that date is 10,800,000, and that— 


In addition to these circulars, the club have distributed several hundred thon- 
sand copies of newspapers, reprints, and slips containing accounts of the meet- 
ings of the club, and of various subjects connected with the principles advocated 
by the club. 

From the beginning of the year 1878 alone over 600,000 copies of such newspa- 
pers and slips have been circulated. 


It will be noticed that this book expressly says: ‘‘ These writings 
have been distributed very extensively in this country (meaning 
England) and in all parts of the world.” It is matter of common no- 
toriety that one of these works, to wit, ‘‘The Western Farmers of 
America,” by Mongredien, was circulated among the farmers of our 
Western country gratuitously in large quantities. 

This very list shows that the Cobden Club circulated in all 85,000 
copies of this pamphlet. But we are not limited for proof to common 
rumor. Upon the list of publications I have spoken of I find ‘* The 
New Protection Cry (Infield), 1,550 copies.” A copy of that work I 
holdin my hand. The full title page reads: ‘‘ The Approaching Gen- 
eral Election. The New Protection Cry. By Economist. Price 4 
pence. London: H. J. Infield, 160 Fleet street E. C.; 1880. All 
rights reserved.” It bears, stamped upon the cover, the words ‘‘ Pre- 
sented by the,” followed by the stamp of the Cobden Club similar to 
the one I have described as being upon the cover of the reports of 
the Cobden Club, being the words ‘‘Cobden Club” surrounded by 
the words “ Free trade,” etc. 

This ‘‘new protection cry” was sent gratuitously to a constitu- 
ent and former student of mine, Samuel W. Beldon, esq., of Borden- 
town, in the State of New Jersey. Here we have, added to the ex- 
press declaration of the club that they send these documents into 
all parts of the world, an actual example of the truthfulness of that 
declaration as applied to the United States. From whence is de- 
rived the funds for this work? In the report for 1886 occur these 
words: ‘‘And never before was so great a demand made upon the re- 
sources of the club for free-trade literature, a demand which the com- 
mittee was able to meet by virtue of the special publication fund so 
generously subscribed by members of the club and others in response 
to Mr. Potter’s appeal.” 

It is true the immediate occasion spoken of was a fair trade vs. free 
trade canvass in Great Britain, but the words are valuable as indi- 
cating the sources of supply of the club’s treasury. Further light is 
obtained by turning to page 50, ‘‘ Balance-sheets presented 1886 and 
1387.” From these I quote: 





December 31, 1885—Income. 2 «ed. 
To balance as per last account, 3lst December, 1884.............. 1,994 1 4 
TO BAGRIREEN BUMORTEDTIOMD ncn wenn ccc ccc cccce sn ccecanscccsoncotcse 1, 698 17 10 

To contributions to the special publication fund, received dur- 
Ing the PORT ISEB... cesccccnvvvescoccencncescccesccaccsencessses 1,519 6 10 
TR SE GE OORD ind 6s 0 tddcen keineencenccases ccvssmmnracenscetene 532 3 3 
NOR 5 ovis seadeWendnusedss basis penncectpnatiorssecoessuqiuass 5,744 9 3 


The chief items of expenditure for that year are: 


By Cassell & Co., limited, printing, publishing, binding, freights, £ a. d. 
CEE cc canc, anuhennees settee anal bax <snkeees 3,582 3 11 
SUOR GE TS Bema, ORO WI vn sic cnseescteesidccecsceccsconteies 416 9 0 


In the following year the special subscriptions fell to £74 8s., the 
annual subscriptions remaining about the same, and the chief expen- 
diture, for printing, etc., was £1,079 13s. 9d. 

Another means of disseminating these doctrines is by offering 
prizes for essays by students in the colleges of the world. The re- 
port presented July 17, 1886, says: 


At Yale College, Connecticut, the Cobden silver medal for 1885 was awarded to 
Mr. Paul Irving Welles, of Fayetteville, N. Y., and book prizes were presented 
also to four other competitors who specially distinguished themselves. 

* * * * * * * 

For 1886 the Cobden medal at Williams College, Massachusetts, has been won 
by Mr. Philip Alexander Robinson, of Newport, N. H., and your committee also 
presented books to Mr. Henry Knights and Mr. Henry Russell Platt, of whom 
the examiners had made honorable mention. At the request of Prof. A. B. Wood- 
ford your committee offered this year at the University of Indiana a medal for pro- 
ficiency in political economy, and within the last few days they have learned that 
the medal has been awarded to Mr. John C. Weils, of the senior class. At Har- 
vard a aaa the medal has been awarded to Mr. Samuel 8S. Watson, of Dur- 
ham, N. H. 


The report for 1887 says: 


At Yale College, Connecticut, the Cobden silver medal for 1886 was awarded to 
Mr. Calvin Dickey, of Cincinnati, Ohio. The medal for 1887 at the same college 
has been awarded to Mr. Arthur Wolfe Brady, of Muncie, Indiana. 

7 7. * * . * * 


The medal at the University of Indiana for 1887 was awarded to Mr. C. Lawson 
Hooper. In 1887 the medal at Williams College, Mass., has been won by Mr. Will- 
iam Wirt Newall, of Binghamton, N. Y., while Mr. Henry W. Austin, of Chicago, 
Ill., and Mr. Mareus W. Comstalk, of Buffalo, N. Y., received honorable mention. 

Who compose this club? Who furnish the gold to distribute these 
free-trade documents in this country? Turning to the list of mem- 
bers I find among others, Lord Aberdare, Lord Acton, the Duke of 
Argyle, Sir George Balfour, Sir Evelyn Baricg, C. 8. I. C. I. E. 
Viscount Baring, Lord Brassey, the Marquis of Breadalbane, Lord 
Barton, of Rangemore and Barton, Sir James Caird, K. C. B., Right 
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Hon. Henry Campbell, Bannerman, Lord Carlingford, K. P., Lord 
Edward Cavendish, Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, Right Hon. 
Hugh C. E. Childers, Major-General Sir William Crossman, K. C. M. 
G., M. P., Duke of Devonshire, Right Hon. Baron Drouse, Right Hon. 
Sir M. E. Grant-Duff, G. C.S. I., His Excellency Earl af Dufferin, K. 
P., K. C. B., J. C. M. G., Earl of Durham, Admiral Hon. F. Egerton, 
and so on through the whole alphabet of nobility and titled gentry, 
down to the Duke of Westminster, K. G. 

In this list I find the names of 112 members of the British Parlia 
ment. I have taken only the active paying members on this list. 
Among the honorary members may be found the names of still addi 
tional members of the nobility and of Parliament. It appears, then, 
from this document, issued by fhe Cobden Club itself, that documents 
advocating the principles of the club, free trade for all the world, 
have been circulated in all parts of the world by contributions for 
that purpose collected in England, and by subscriptions received from 
lords, dukes, and earls, and members of the British Parliament. 

This club seeks to extend its influence by the selection of mem- | 
bers in countries other than England. The activity of the elub in 
this regard in the United States has been very marked. From t 
official report I copy the following list of members in the United 
States, as revised up to July, 1857, together with the residence of 
each such member and the date of his entranceinto the club. I gi 
the names of all, 


M. K. Ackerman, Chicago, Il. 

Henry Adams, Washington, D. C., Mass. 
J. Quincy Adams, Boston, Mass. 

Protessor M. B. Anderson, L. G. D., Rochester, N. Y. 
James Bruyn Andrews. 

Edward Atkinson, Boston, Mass. 

Professor W. P. Atkinson, Boston, Mass. 
William T. Baker, Chicago, Ill. 

George Bancroft, Washington, D. C. 
Thomas F. Bayard, Wilmington, Del. 
James B. Beck, Lexington, Ky. 

John Bigelow, New York. 

Poultney Bigelow, New York. 

R. R. Bowker, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Gamaliel Bradford, Boston, Mass. 

Gen. Rocliff Brinkerhoff, Ohio. 

Hon. J. Irving Brooks, Ohio. 

William Brough, Washington, D. C. 

James M. Brown, New York. 

John Crosby Brown, New York. 

William Brownlee, Detroit, Mich. 

John ©. Calhoun, New York. 

John G. Carlisle, Covington, Ky. 

Charles R. Codman, Boston, Mass. 

James G. Cowles, Connecticut. 

Jacob D. Cox, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Samuel S. Cox, New York. 

Brinton Coxe, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Michael F. Dee, Detroit, Mich. 

W. Dorsheimer, New York. 

E. P. Doyle, New York. 

Professor C. F. Dunbar, Cambridge, Mass. 
Abraham G. Earle, New York. 

William Endicott, jr., Boston, Mass. 
Professor Ellicott Evans, Clinton, N. Y. 
Professor H. W. Farnam, New Haven, Conn 
Cyrus W. Field, New York. 

David Dudley Field, New York. 

W. H. Forbes, Boston, Mass. 

Worthington C. Ford, Washington, D. C. 
Wm. F. Fowler, Henrietta, N. Y. 

Professor Frederiksen, Chicago, Ill. 

Francis A. French, New York. 

Homer Gage, Worcester, Mass. 

¥. F. Garrison, Roxbury, Mass. 

Wm. Lloyd Garrison, Boston, Mass. 

Henry George, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Elbridge Gerry, United States consul, Havre, France. 
Dr. W. Gibbs, Cambridge, Mass. 

Professor Daniel C, Gilman, Baltimore, Md. 
Parke Godwin, New York. 

Wm. M. Grovesnor, New Jersey. 

B. F. Gue, Des Moines, Iowa. 

E. F. Hale, U. 8S. A. consul, Manchester, England. 
Murat Halstead, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

James D. Hancock, Franklin, Venango County, Pa. 
Issac Harter, Ohio. 

Michael D. Harter, Ohio. 

Rowland Hazard, Providence, R. I. 

Hill Hamilton Andrews, Boston, Mass. 
John T. Hoffman, New York. 

Thomas Holland, New York. 

E. D. Holton, Milwaukee, Wis. 

Professor E. N. Horsford, Cambridge, Mass. 
Osborn Howel, jr., Boston, Mass. 

Frank H. Hurd, Toledo, Ohio. 

Willis D. James, New York. 

Maj. Evan R. Jones, United States consul, Cardiff, Ex 
F. S. Kennedy, New York. 

Henry G. Korte, Zanesville, Ohio. 

John F. Lalor, Milwaukee, Wis. 

L. Q. C. Lamar, Oxford, Miss. 

Professor J. L. Laughlin, Ph. D., Cambridge, Mass. 
Wm. M. Lent, San Francisco, Cal. 
Chariton K. Lewis, New York. 

Graham McAdam, New York. 

Hugh McCulloch, Washington, D. C. 
Professor James McKenna, Troy, N. Y. 

N. W. MacFarland, New York 

Franklin MacVeagh, Chicago, Il. 

Manton Marble, New York. 

Henry G. Marquand, New York. 
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1882. 
1873. 
1869. 
1872. 
1882. 
1869. 
1877. 
1887. 
1870. 
1883. 
1881. 
1866. 
1879. 
1880. 
1875. 
1826. 
1886. 
1880, 
1872. 
1872. 
1883. 
1886. 
1883. 
1880, 
1885. 
1872. 
1873. 
1877. 
1884- 
1878. 
1885. 
1877. 
1878. 
1877. 
1875. 
1881. 
1868. 
1869. 
1877. 
1881. 
1881. 
1872. 
1880. 
1882. 
1879. 
1887. 
1881. 
1886. 
1877. 
1877. 
1876. 
1872. 
1883. 
1886, 
38890. 
1887. 
1886. 
1886. 
1880. 
1888. 
1873. 
1883. 
1877. 
1877. 
1886. 
1281. 
1875. 
1880. 
1882. 
1881. 
1880. 
1877. 
1880. 
1880. 
1872. 
1886. 
1871. 
1886. 
1876. 
1880. 
1872. 
1883. 
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Pa 
1886. William M. Stark. New Londo Conr 
1878. S. Sterne, New York. 
l Anson Phelps Stokes, New Y 
580. Francis A. > t, New Ye 
187 Prof. William G. Sumner, N« Ha 
1881. L. J. Swinburne, Denver, Colo 
188 i. W. Taussig, Ph. D., Harvard I Mass 
1881, J. K. Tod, New York. 
18st. J. R. Tucker, Lexington, Va 
1883. Hon. Zebulon Vance, Charlotte, N. ¢ 
1872. Gen. Francis A. Walker, Boston, Ma 
1869. George Walker, U. S. consul, Paris 
1873. Hon. Henry Watterson, Louisville, I 
886. Courtnev Wellesley, Dallas, Tex. 
1870. D. A. Wells, Norwich, Conn. 
1877. W. P. Wells, Detroit, Mich. 
1869. E. P. Whipple, Boston, Mas 
1872. Horace White, New York 
1886. J. N. Willis, Saint Paul, Minn 
1887. N. W. Witmer, Des Moines, Iowa 
1886. Professor A. B. Woodford, Ind 
1872. Professor Theodore D. Woolsey, D.D., LLD., Ne Have { 
1881. Professor Theodore S. Woolse New Haven, Cont 


Ofthese William Brough, of Washington, D. C.; John lhor 
of New York; Homer Gage, of Worcester, Mass.: Hen 
of Zanesville, Ohio; William M. Singerly, of | hiladeip a, 


he remainder are honorary. 


are named as active members. The 


Cc. ¢ . 
ry L. Korte, 
Pa., 
This 


list deserves serious attention. On it we find the name of Jon G. 
CARLISLE, the Speaker of this House, and the gentleman who appoints 
the Ways and Means Committee—the committee from which must 


eome all revenue bills. 

We find also the names of JAMEs B. Beck and of ZEBULON VANCE, 
both members of the United States Senate, and one, Mr. BECK, a mem 
ber of the Senate Committee on Finance, the committee to whi 
ferred all revenue bills passing the House. We find also the n: 
S.S.Cox, amember of this House from New York. These get 
seem content, while members of the national Congress, to lend their 
names and influence to an organization supported by a foreign no- 
bility and foreign gold, and composed largely of the members of th 
legislative body of anation ourcommercial and manufacturing rival. 


his re 
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ne of 





J. Schoenhof, whose name appears onthe list, has been appointed 
by the present administration as United States consul to Tunstall, 
England, and Worthington C. Ford has also been sent abroad to 
represent the interests of this country. Others in public life could 
be named, but it is sufficient to call attention to those in the legis- 


lative and executive branches of the Government. The list shows 
that not all are of one party, though the great preponderance are, 
and it is probable that with some the election was a compliment 
accepted without due consideration as to all thereby implied. Sti 
enough remains to make apparent the source: 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I have stated as clearly and sur 
could, the objects, purposes, and operat Cobde 
the evidence furnished by the club itself under it 
have done so because I deemed it my duty to place before the Ameri- 
can people this information, drawn from these authentic source: 
If the American people are to take their political economy from 
abroad, they should at least know what hand supplies it. If tl 

merican policy of protection is to be overthrown, it is well that t 
destructive forces should be traced to their respective proper soul 

Believing this club to be an active agency in this direction I } 
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felt justified in occupying this much of the time of the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 32. I d 
sire to explain by saying I make this motion with a view to insert 
the line at a different place, and providing a dutiable rate. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam in the position of my friend from New Jer 


sey [Mr. BUCHANAN] on thisquestion. Un 
of the Ways and Means Con 
fine my remarks simply to submitt 
ters very largely into t! 


xpectedly I find a membe: 
tking this motion; so I will e& 
ng to the House a letter which en 
e line followed by my friend from Indiana [ Mr 
ByNnwuM], and which i think fully explains the exact position in regard 
to dressed line. Instead of making any extended remarks I will 
ply read the letter, and have it printed in the Recorp. The lette: 
from the Dunbarton Mills, in Greenwich, in myState. Th 
these mills are probably as good business and representative 
have in the State, in this line. 


rmittee 
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The letter i follows 
DuUNBARTON MILLS, Greenwich, N. Y., March 21, 1888. 
Si Beis manufacturers of flax and tow,yarns, threads and twines, on a 
larwe scale at Gilford, Ireland, and also having established a branch factory for 
similar goods ci¢ht years ago at Greenwich, Washington County, State of New 
York, we belicve we are in a position to express an opinion as to the result of 


any alteration in the tariff as it at present exists, formed from an unprejudiced 
consideration and only affected to a trifling degree by self-interest. 

The exemption from duty of what is known as ‘dressed line ’’ would induce 
us to abandon the importation of flax in any other than this condition, thereby 
practically closing our hackling department in this country, and giving a corre- 







spondir 





much higher rates of wages we have to pay in this country. 





Any reduction inthe existing tariff on manufactured goods would enable us 
to import from Great Britain all the goods that we now make at less than we 
could produce them here, unless we could establish such a substantial reduc- 
tion in the present wages of our employés as would enable us to compete with 
the lower wages paid in Ireland. 

We believe that a reduction in the present duty on manufactured goods would 
compel us and others to close the flax mills in this country, reship their ma- 
chinery to the United Kingdom, and thus check, if not exterminate, an impor- 
tant industry that has made rapid stridestoward development during the last 
ten years, ar ittracting the attention of a large section of the public in this 
country. To compel us and others to reship their machinery after paying an 
average duty of 40 per cent. into the United States Treasury on millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of machinery, would, we submit, bea greatinjustice. Withadequat« 
protection we foresee a great future for this business and a large increase in the 
manufacture of home-made goods, so we therefore ask your careful considera- 
tion to the importance of fostering and encouraging this industry, and your 


strenuous o 
ufactured gor 
We are, yours, respectfully, 


ion to any mea 


DUNBAR, McMASTER & CO. 
Ifon. Jomnn M, FARQUHAR, 
Washington, D. C. 


[ desire to submit the letter without any further comment than to 


impetus tothe same employment in our Irish factory, owing tothe | 
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sure that will reduce the present duty on man- | 


say it comes from one of the most excellent business houses in the 


whole State of New York. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | 


submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 33 and 34, as follows: 

Tow of flax, or hemp 

Hemp manila, and other like substitutes for hemp, 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out those lines, and I do so at the 
instance of hemp-growers from Kentucky. I propose to submit as 
my argument an extract from a letter from as staunch a Democrat as 
I know of in Kentucky, and who has the hardihood to dissent from the 
doctrines of his party, even though they come through a national con- 


vention, when he believes they are destructive to the interests of the | 


people of Kentucky, and especially of a large number of laborers who 
are dependent, at a season of the year when labor is otherwise deficient, 
upon the hemp crop for their employment. I know the gentleman 


well personally, and have known him fora long time. He says in | 


the course of his letter: 


about 1,000 pounds, which sells at ® per 100 pounds, or $100 per ton. Of this 
amount from $18 to $21 per acre is expended for actual labor, and nearly all this 
labor is done by the colored population, and often ata time of year when no 
other profitable farm work can be found for them, particularly at the spread- 
ing and breaking season in the winter time. Much of the remainder of the 
amount received goes to the lessee of the land, the owner netting about $20 per 
acre. The lessee, having to doa great deal of work himself, should of course 
have his labor credited up with a good large share,of the remainder, which, 
however, is over and above the $18 per acre received by the day laborers. I 
am reliably informed that the jute, sisal, and manila importers have formed a 
“trust—"’ 

I want the gentlemen here from Kentucky to know that some of their 
fellow-citizens believe there is a hemp, manila, and jute trust formed 
by the importers— 
and but for the production of hemp in Kentucky would at once put up the 
price of twine, so largely used by the farmers in binding wheat, to 30 cents a 
pound, thus increasing the cost of twine for the harvesters at least 200 per cent., 
to say nothing of the increase they would make in rope, bagging, and other ar- 
ticles so largely used by the farmers and planters. Placing hemp on the free- 
list would destroy its production entirely and allow the “trust” above men- 
tioned a complete monopoly in price on this article. If our members of Con- 
gress have the interest of our great agricultural population of the West and 
South at heart they will never strike hemp from the list of dutiable articles, and 
not only prevent its production, but permit foreign importers to wring millions 
of dollars from the farmers to feed and fatten this hydra-headed “trust.” The 
wiser way would be to raise the duty on hemp still higher, thus encouraging 
an increased production and decrease the amount of foreign substitutes there- 
for now brought into this country. * * * 

Great complaint is being made throughout the hemp-producing district of 
Kentucky about the action of the Committee on Ways and Means in placing 
hemp on the free-list, and the voice of the people will be heard in the primaries 
next summer in condemnation thereof. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to ask the gentleman who wrote that 
letter. 

Mr. KELLEY. A gentleman, sir, who is the peer of any man on 
this floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not contradict that; I simply want to know 
whether or not he is a constituent of mine. 

Mr. KELLEY. He is acitizen of Kentucky, and a constituent of 
the governor of Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does he raise hemp? 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not know. 

Mr. McCREARY. What county does he reside in? 

Mr. KELLEY. Would you like to know? 


Aenean ray nan ~ eee 





; manufacture, and the substitutes, sisal and manila, are found satisfactory. The 


| Under the circumstances we think it a very important matter to a large and 
We raise in Kentucky about 24,000 acres of hemp. Average crop per acre is | 




















































JUNE 12, 


Mr. McCREARY. I would, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well, you may if you can learn. I shall not 
betray my correspondents into the hands of those who would destroy 
their interests. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will only recognize gentlemen in op- 
position to the motion. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam opposed to the motion, and in opposition to it 
I desire the Clerk to read a statement which I have marked and will 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One of the stupidest taxes in the tariff-list is that on manila and sisal, mate- 
rials needed in the manufacture of the cheap binder-twine used in harvesting 
machines ever since wire was discarded. Wire proved a failure in the self- 
binders because it caused an injury to thrashing-machines and mills that ground 
the grain and was too dear; but inventive ingenuity solved the difficulty by 
substituting binder-twine. This twine is now used extensively throughout the 
western portions of the country. Being a cheap twine, only needed to hold 
sheaves together for a short time, hemp,which is much dearer, is not used in its 


duties on these materials last year (1886) amounted to $1,188,282, and the inci- 
dence of the tax,er the profits of manutacturers and middlemen on the tariff 
tax, to nearly as much more. 

This tax protects no one, is not needed for revenue, and is an injury to every 
farmer it touches. The theory in taxing these substitutes was that such a levy 
was necessary to protect the hemp-growers of Kentucky and-Missouri, but in 
fact nothing of the sort is done. Hemp is too costly for binder-twine, and it is 
cheaper to use sisal and manila with the dutiesfadded. The tax doesthe hemp- 
grower no good, and is a wholly unjustifiable levy on hundreds of thousands of 
farmers of the West. Unless the tax is increased to prohibition and made to 
keep out sisal and manila altogether, it can not operate to compel the use of 
hemp in making binder-twine for farmers, Why not repeal it outright? 

Mr. ROWELL. What line is covered by the motion to strike out? 

The CHAIRMAN. Line 44. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I movea pro forma amendment, and ask to have 
the letter read, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

CINCINNATI, April 14, 1888, 

HionoRABLE Sir: We have a large plant and expensive machinery for the 
purpose of manufacturing twines of Kentucky hemp; therefore we are very 
deeply interested in the tariff question. We notice that the Mills tariff bill aims 
to admhit foreign fibers free of duty into this country. We think it sufficient that 
we are compelled to buy our machinery from England, but when it comes to 
manufacturing the material we want to use our home production. 

Kentucky hemp is low enough as it is, and should the duty be taken off of 
foreign fibers, our American hemp will have to be sold so low that it will not 
pay the producer to raise it at all. 

The binder-twine interest in this country is a very large one, and is growing 
rapidly every year. The consumption of this commodity last year was about 
10,000 tons. Most of this was made of foreign fibers, Manilla and Sisal. Now, 
we think that the foreigner has got the lion’s share, and as the binder-twine 
made of Kentucky hemp is beginning to be popular, we anticipate that the fut- 
ure will see binder-twine made of American hemp used very largely ; but should 
the Mills tariff bill become a law, our American product will have to be sold so 
low in competition with Russian hemp, as to drive it entirely out of the market. 


growing American industry, that the Mills bill should not become a law. 
Trusting that you will appreciate the necessity of keeping the rate of duty on 
foreign fibers asit is at present, we are, 
Yours, respectfully, 
GEORGE H. BONTE, 
Hon, WILLIAM McKInN ey, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Ialsoask to have read certain resolutions adopted 
by the Flax and Hemp Spinners and Growers’ Association at their 
convention held in Chicago on the 25th of February, 1886, 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


The committee on resolutions reported as follows: 
Resolved, That we, as growers and manufacturers in convention assembled, 
agree to use every endeavor to advance the interests of the flax and hemp in- 
dustry in the United States; that as growers we will use every effort to raise 
and prepare the fiber with reference to the wants of the manufacturers, and 
that as manufacturers we will co-operate with the growers and give preference 
to American flax and hemp. 
It was moved by Mr. Boyce, of Muncie, Ind., that the report be adopted, and 
seconded by Mr. Loughridge. Carried. 
The committee further reported as follows: 
Whereas any reduction of the tariff at this time on foreign fibers, including 
jute, manila, sisal, flax, and hemp would, in our opinion, be d trous to im- 
portant domestic industries, both agricultural and manufacturing: Therefore, 
be it 
Resolved by this convention, representing both producers and manufacturers, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be respectfully urged to oppose 
any such reduction, whether by direct legislation or indirectly by reciprocity 
treaties; and that a memorial be prepared and forwarded to every Senator and 
Member of Congress, and that we will individually urge the matter upon their 
attention. 
Moved adoption by Mr. Boyce, of Muncie, Ind., and seconded by Mr. Sparks. 
Carried. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I withdraw the formal amendment. 
Mr. BURROWS. Imove tostrike out the last word. I ask to have 
read the extract which I send to the desk, which is a brief report of the 
proceedings of the Flax and Hemp-Growers’ convention, held at the 
Ebbitt House, in this city, on the 28th of March, last. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
FLAX AND HEMP GROWERS MEET—WITHOUT REGARD TO PARTY AFFILIATION 
THEY OPPOSE MILLS’S TARIFF BIL, 
WaASsnEINGTON, March 28. 


At the annual meeting of the flax and hemp growers, which convened at the 
Ebbitt House this morning, a number of inferesting statistics relative to the 
business were presented. President Turner, in his report, said that he would 
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But possibly it will be found better, in order more fully to meet the varying 
needs of commerce, to interweave jute with cotton, flax,and hemp; and in that 
event the introduction of jute, instead of depressing, would stimulate the cult- 
ure of these fibers. But the vast need of our country for grain-sacks, cotton- 
bale covers, and a cheap warp for a woof of other textile materials will create 
a correspondingly vast demand for home-grown jute. It will indicate a lack of 
Southern enterprise if American jute does not yet rise to a textile importance 
second only to that of American cotton. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KELLEY. That will do for the present. There are two or 
three other points that I will get in on the next line. 

Mr. McKINLEY. In connection with the extract just read, I ask 
to have printed a protest by the same authority, Professor Waterhouse, 
on the same subject. , 

The protest is as follows: 


To the United States Senate and House of Representatives: 

A purely disinterested regard for the material prosperity of the country is my 
only apology for this address. 

The new tariff bill proposes the abolition of the imposts on foreign jute and ra- 
mie. There are weighty reasons which plead for the exemption of these fibers 
from the list of free imports, 

Jute is one of the most important productions of India. The variety of its 
uses is almost illimitable. The range of manufactures from this textile extends 
from coarse matting and cotton baling to fine imitations of linen and silk. The 
growing needs of mankind are steadily increasing the demand for this fiber. 
Jute is annually enriching India with a productive wealth of scores of millions, 

tamie is the strongest fiber in the world. Narrower than jute in the range 
of its applied uses, it is superior in its suitability for finer fabrics. Barely in- 
ferior to silk in beauty of luster, it surpasses its glossy rival in durability. It is 
woven into textures of practical utility and elegant luxury. It is wrought into 
cordage of extraordinary strength, laces of filmy delicacy, and plushes of ex- 
quisite beauty. The demand for this valuable fiber far exceeds the supply. 

The luxuriant growth of jute and ramie in the Gulf States shows that the con- 
ditions of soil and climate are suited to their culture. Numerous experiments, 
continued through a succession of years, justify the assurance of Southern far- 
mers that * these plants can be cultivated almost as easily asIndian corn.”’ The 
success of repeated trials has dispelled every intelligent doubt that the soil of 
the South is adapted to the growth of these textiles. 

A diversification ofindustries is essential to the highest welfare of the country. 
The Southern States have long been impoverished by an unwise devotion to 
the cultivation of a single staple. There is no truer economic maxim than that 
variety of employment is a productive factor of national wealth. The culture 
of jute and ramie meets an imperative requirement. The tillage of these plants 
would not only richly diversify Southern agriculture, but would employ labor 
at seasons when cotton needs lies attention_and would bring returns at times 
when the income from cotton is notavailable. Industries opening such copious 
sources of public wealth and so happily supplying the wants of t oth labor and 
capital are worthy of legislative encouragement, 

The prospects are now bright, Several compeaies have been formed to pro- 
mote the success of the new industries, Capital has been invested in the culture 
of the plants, in the decortication of the stalks, and in the manufacture of the 
fiber. From the outset the Southern farmer has encountered no impediments 
in raising jute and ramie. Irrespective of Congressional legislation, the sole 
obstacle to success has been the want of a cheap and rapid means of preparing 
the fiber. The only difficulty of the problem begins after the easy work of the 
planter ends. For several years there have been machines which worked with 
a fair degree of efficiency, and since the last harvest two other decorticators have 
been invented, Experts who have seen the operation of the latest inventions 
bear testimony to their practical excellence. 

And now, when there is every assurance of success, a bill which proposes to 
remove the duties on imported jute and ramie has been brought before Con- 
gress. The passage of this measure would probably prove fatal to the new in- 
dustries. In India and China the wages of agricultural labor vary from 3 to 15 
centsaday. Without the assistance of a tariff the comparatively high-priced 
labor of the South would contend in vain against such competition. Even the 
aid of improved machinery will not alone equalize the cost of the products. 

It is true that, in spite of the cheap labor of India, unprotected American cot- 
ton controls the markets of the world, yet in this instance there is an equivalent 
to a tariff in skillful husbandry and the peculiarly adapted fertility of Southern 
uplands and sea islands. But the soil of the South has no special superiority 
for the production of jute and ramie, These plants flourish in the Gulf States 
and produce fiber of surpassing excellence, but they do not grow there with a 
greater luxuriance than they do in Oriental lands. Hence their profitable cul- 
tivation in the United States implies not only effective machinery for the treat- 
ment of the stalks, but also the encouragement of protective imposts on foreign 
textiles. The economic superiority of mechanical to manual methods of pre- 
paring the fiber, together with the aid of a tariff which would virtually equalize 
the difference between Oriental and American wages, would insure the pros- 
perity of new industries, 

Decorticators are now so effective as to render the cultivation of protected 
jute and ramie a profitable industry. But even if all existing machines were 
radically defective, it is probable that not many years would elapse before the 
mechanical talent of our country would remedy their imperfections, The prob- 
lem which challenges solution is far easier than many others which the invent- 
ive genius of Americans has already solved. Theingenuity which has overcome 
so many greater obstacles will not permit itself to be vanquished by a less difli- 
culty. The prize of success is too splendid to remain long unwon,. The fortu- 
nate inventor will not only acquire wealth and fame, but will also cause an in- 
dustrial development like that which Whitney effected, and will raise two other 
textiles to a commercial importance second only to that of cotton. 

Apart from legislative protection,the sole prerequisite to success is a thoroughly 
efficient decorticator, and even if such a machine does not now exist, there is 
every probability that the want will soon be {met. Heretofore the singular re- 
luctance of Southern planters to engage in new enterprises has disheartened 
hope and repelled inventors from a problem whose solution seemed to offer no 
adequate reward, But latterly a deep public interest in the culture of jute and 
saenls has supplanted the former indifference, and now the opportunities of en- 
richment by industries whose probabilities of suecess border upon certainty 
are attracting many ingenious minds to this field of invention. 

Under circumstances which seemingly assure the prosperity of the new cult- 
ure, is it wise for Congress to make the proposed change? The abolition of du- 
ties on rival imports would benefit only a comparative _—— number of peo- 
ple, but the successful growth of jute and ramie in the South would add large 
and richly productive resources to the wealth of the nation, Intheir crude and 
manufactured forms jute and ramie are yielding India and China an annual 
revenue of not less than $150,000,000, But Texas alone can raise more jute and 
ramie than India and China have ever yet produced. Under the patronage of 
wise laws, with the greater productiveness of intelligent agriculture, and with 
the economies of efficient machinery, the South ought at an early day to derive 
from the tillage of these staples as large an income as India and China now do. 

This attempt to diversify the productions of the South may eventually fail, 
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but when the probabilities and results of establishing prosperous industries are 
so great it would seem to be the dictate of sound statesmanship to foster the 
cultivation of these textiles by protective legislation and to defer the with- 
drawal of duties from competitive fibers until the impossibility of success has 
been demonstrated. It will not be necessary to wait long for a definite solution 
of the problem. In afew years the success or failure of this endeavor to raise 
new textiles in the South will be clearly ascertained. This season thousands of 
acres of jute and ramie will be planted in the Gulf States. Tests on so exten- 
sive a scale will soon determine the cost of production. If the culture of the 
new products ultimately proves unprofitable, then'every consideration of public 
policy will sanction the removal of the duties on imported jute and ramie. 
Meanwhile it will do no harm todelay action. There seems to be no present 
need of the proposed change. No fiscal motive could have suggested the alter- 
ation, for the effect which a relinquishment of the imposts would exert upon 
the revenues of the Government would be too inconsiderable to influence the 
deliberations of Congress. It is earnestly hoped that our national council will 
not, by an unnecessary act of legislation, prostrate industries whose prosperous 
development, now apparently assured, would largely contribute to the enrich- 
ment of the South and the conveniences of mankind, 
S. WATERHOUSE, 


WASHINGTON UNIVERSNy, St. Lovis, March 20, 1888, 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwithdraw the amendment, and move to strike out 
the last word, ‘‘ butts.’’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr, Chairman, can the gentleman withdraw his amend- 
ment unless by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 45, noes 65, 

Mr. KELLEY. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
oe [Mr. Scorr], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY ]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that if he desires to make avy further remarks on this 
subject the Chair will recognize him on the next line to move tostrike 
out the word ‘‘ jute.”’ 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, we will let things take their regular parlia- 
mentary course. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move, sir, that the vote be announced and reported 
to the House, and I ask for a call of the House. 

The vote by tellers was announced as—ayes 15, noes 80. 

Mr. DALZELL. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair, in accord- 
ance with the rule, directs the roll to be called for the purpose of re- 
porting the names of absentees to the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, whgn the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: ‘ 


Allen, Mass. Dargan, Hovey, Phelps, 

Allen, Mich. Davenport, Howard, Pidcock, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Fla. Hudd, Plumb, 

Bacon, De Lano, Jackson, Pugsley, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Kennedy, Richardson, 
Barry, Dougherty, Kerr, Seney, 
Belmont, Dunham, Ketcham, Shaw, 
Boothman, * Fitch, Laird, Sores. 
Boutelle, Fuller, Landes, Spinola, 
Bowden, Gear, Latham, Spooner, 
Bowen, Gibson, Lawler, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J.R.,Va. Glass, Lynch, Stewart, Vt. 
Brumm, Glover, Macdonald, Stockdale, 
Burnes, Granger, Maffett, Symes, 
Burnett, Greenman, Maish, ‘Tarsney, . 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Mansur, | Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell, F.,N. Y. Guenther, McCormick, Thomas, Ill. 
Carlton, Hall, McCullogh, Thompson, Ohio 
Caruth, Hatch, McKinney, ‘Tracey, 

Clark, Heard, Mills, Townshend, 
Cockran, Henderson, Iowa Montgomery, Washington, 
Cogswell, Henderson,N.C. Morgan, White, N. Y. 
Collins, Hires, Morse, Whiting, Mass. 
Compton, Hitt, Nichols, Wickham, 
Cooper, Hogg, Norwood, Wilber, 

Cowles, Holman, O’ Donnell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cox, Holmes, O' Neall, Ind, Wise, 

Crain, Hopkins, Il. O'Neill, Mo. Yardley. 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, N. Y. Patton, 


Mr. LYMAN (during the call). I desire to ask that my colleague 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be excused. He is not able to be here. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is nota call for the presentation of excuses, 
but simply to ascertain the names of those who are absent. Only the 
House can excuse a member. 

The roll-call being concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The roll-call being now completed, the com- 
mittee, in accordance with the rule, will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had underconsideration the bill (H. R. 
9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenue, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon 
the Chairman directed the roll to be called, and now reported the names 
of absentees to the House, to be entered on the Journal. 

TheSPEAKER. It appears from the report just presented that 209 
members, being more than a quorum, have answered to their names. 
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In accordance with the rule, the Committee of the Whole will resume 
its session. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to strike out line 35. 

The question having been taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS called for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 45, noes 86. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KELLEY and Mr. ScorT were ap- 
pointed. 

The tellers having made a partial count, the Chair announced—ayes | 
5, noes 78. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The tellers will retain their places. The Chair 
requests that the gentlemen who have not voted will pass between the 
tellers, so that the committee may not find itself without a quorum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to inquire whether we 
can not come to some accommodation with the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. If he wants time for debate, we will concede | 
any reasonable time; if he wants liberty to make any motion, there is | 
no objection to that, so far as I know. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was reading from an official report on the matter 
of jute; and five minutes having been occupied, I asked leave to with- 
draw my former amendment and substitute another, in order to permit 
the completion of the reading of an extract from that report. I had 
stated that it was a special report on this question from the Agricultural 
Department, having been made by Professor 8. Waterhouse, of the 
Washington University of St. Louis. I had not stated, as 1 might 
have done, that this gentleman had made the circuit of the world in 
order to study the question of the development of jute and ramie. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, whether the 
gentleman is in order now in making these remarks ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I am simply responding to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a question of order. I object to any speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state again to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] that the subject of the next line is jute, 
and on that he can be recognized. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no further statement to make. Iam here 
as a teller, and ready to stand by parliamentary law and usage and 
courtesy. [Applause and cries of ‘‘ That is right!’’ on the Republican 
side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to find out what 
the difficulty with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY] is. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have stated all that I have to say. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. So long as the gentleman sim- 
ply stands on his feet and insists upon a quorum, while gentlemen on 
his side refuse to vote, of course he can not proceed. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am not here to be lectured while performing a 
duty to which the Chair has assigned me, even by so distinguished a 
person as the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As I have not undertaken to 
““lecture’’ the gentleman, his observations are entirely gratuitous. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLury | 
told us the other day that this bill could not pass, and filibustering 
may~as well come now as later.. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the vote on the pending 
question. Gentlemen who have not voted are requested to pass be- 
tween the tellers. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The regular order on that side 
of the House is filibustering. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania was only exer- 
cising his right on this floor; and we on this side do not propose to be 
bulldozed. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a deliberate attempt to gag this side of the House. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And gentlemen on that side are obstructing the 
business. 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow me to make a brief explanation. [Renewed 
cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to any explanation here; the gentleman 
should remember that he silenced me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They will neither vote nor 
talk. You do not want to talk yourself nor let anybody else talk. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was silenced by an objection from your side. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. REED. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. Has the Chair decided that an amendment could not 
be withdrawn before a vote is taken upon it, except by unanimous | 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided. 
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The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the fifth clause of Rule 
XXIII. 
The Clerk read as follows 
When general debate is closed by order of the House, any me mber shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 


{ tospeak five minutes 
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reon: but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and agai: ny amendment that 
may be offered to an amendment; and neitheran amendment nor an amend- 
ment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof u ss by the 
unanimous consent of the committee 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule under which the commi(tee is 
now proceeding to consider this bill. 






Mr. SCOTT. Simply for exercising the privilege of a member on 
this floor I am charged with obstructing business here. | Loud cries 


of ‘* Regular order !’’ ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I will say to the gentleman that he was away at the 
convention when usage established the fact that amendments were per- 
mitted to be withdrawn in order to make way for other amendments 
and for debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was done, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania knows very well, only by unanimous consent 

Mr. KELLEY. Well,now, again I protestagainst being lectured 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And without unanimous con- 
sent it can not be done. Every privilege of debate has been accorded. 

Mr. KELLEY. I say I protest against being lectured by a gentle- 
man even as eminent as you are, sir. [Laughter and cries of ** Regu- 
lar order !’’ | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is simply seek- 
ing to embarrass the consideration of the measure before the Hous« 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, will you call that gentleman trom 
Arkansas to order? { Laughter. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out the line which 
has been read. The tellers are upon the floor, the committee has been 
dividing, and those gentlemen who have not voted are requested to pass 
between the tellers. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. As my colleague from Pennsylvania | Mr. KeELLey ] 
has made a speech since I objected to his first effort to continue the 
debate, I think it is no more than justice to me that I should he per- 


| mitted also to make a statement. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ] 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not object to the gentleman withdrawing his mo- 
tion in any feeling. 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not care about what the feeling may be; you 
did it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 

Mr. OWEN, Mr. DAVIS, and others. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the vote on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Gentlemen are demanding the regular order. Well, 
you will have the regular order, and it will be called a great many 
more times hereafter. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, itdoes not become the gentleman to threaten 
us. That does not come with any propriety from that side. It is most 
unseemly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam not threatening; I am simply telling the gentle- 
man what will be the result. 

I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. NELSON. I made that motion awhile ago, and the Chair held 
that it was not in order. Is it any more in order now? 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I move that the roll be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Penusylvania is acting as one of the tellers. 

Mr. NELSON. That does not give him any more right to make the 
motion than I have. [ Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is still dividing, and the count 
has not yet been reported to the House. 

The Chair begs to announce the result of the vote to the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I believe there is some misun- 
derstanding as to the pending question. I think it is very proper that 
we should have the stenographer read the exact motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and all that occurred in that connection for 
the information of the committee. I make that request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the exact condition of the 
motion for the information of the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania first moved 
to strike out line 35, relating to jute butts. That was debated under 
the rule for five minutes on each side. Thereafter the gentleman moved 
to strike out the last word, which was also debated on both sid 
Then he desired permission to withdraw the amendment and submit 
another, in order to continue the debate. The gentleman from Penn 
sylvania on the right of the Chair [Mr. Scorr] objected. Thereupon 
the committee proceeded to take a vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair permit a correction? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I think what took place was exactly as I shall 


Mr. KELL I move to strike out line 35 


(nd thereupon Mr. KeLuLry had read as a part of his remarks the | 


statement of Professor Waterhouse, to which he had been referring. 
‘The official record then goes on: 

The CuarrmMayn. The gentieman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KeLury 
things that I Il get in on the next line. 

The gentleman from Ohio {Mr. McKINLEY] then took the floor and 
read another statement of Professor Waterhouse upon the same sub- 
je G. 

The CHarrmMan. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. KeuLey 
word, ** butts,”’ 

Mr. Scorr. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman withdraw his amendment 
unless by unanimous consent? 

The CHainMan. Only by unanimous consent 

Mr. Scorr. 1 object, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The motion was 
made as stated-—— 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON, If this amendment is disposed of or withdrawn, 
in either event is not another amendment in order to this line, under 
which we could have five minutes’ discussion, and is not the whole con- 
troversy one of temper, which, however, commenced with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], and which is sought to be at- 
tributed to this side of the House? Now, had we not better. by unan- 
imous consent, withdraw the amendment and go on ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Since there has been speaking here, I claim the floor. 
You can not call the regular order on me if I have the floor. I pro- 
pose, as far as in my power, that any amendments made in the interest 


of this bill shall be fully and freely discussed; but upon amendments | 


of a dilatory character withdrawn at the end of five minutes I will 
stand here until the 4th of March and ask a vote. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scotr] having 
been absent from the proceedings of the House, has, on account of a 
lack of knowledge of what has been going on, made a suggestion which 
arises from his lack of knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. Perhaps so. 

Mr. REED. He says he is opposed to formal amendments made for 
the purpose of delay. There never have any such amendments been 
made, nor is it the purpose nor object of a formal amendment to make 
delay, but to permit discussion. There never has been since this bill 
was before the committee any thing except bonafide discussion, Tliere 
never has been any attempt to induce members to talk. There never 
has been any disposition to cause any unnecessary discussion. [ Deri- 
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Kilgore, Merriman, Pugsley, Thomas, II. 
Lagan, Milliken, Russell, Conn, Thompson, Ohio 
Laird, Mills, Rusk, Townshend, 
Landes, Montgomery, Seull, Washington, 
Latham, Morgan, Seney, White, N. Y. 
Lawler, Morse, Shaw, Whiting, Mass. 
Lee, Nichols, Shively, Wickham, 
Macdonald, Norwood, Snyder, Wilber, 
Maffett, O’ Donnell, Spooner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Maish, O’ Neall, Ind, Stewart, Tex. Wise. 
Mansur, O’ Neill, Mo. Stewart, Vt. Yardley. 
Matson, Patton, Stockdale, 
McCormick, Phelps, Symes, 
McCullogh, Pidcock, Tarsney, 

| McKinney, Plumb, laylor, E. B., Ohio 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules the committee will now rise, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEARyY] will take the 


| chair. 
Mr. KeLiry. I withdraw the amendment,and move to strike out the last | 





sive laughter on the Democratic side.] It has all been as spontaneous | 


as the aetion of the last Pennsylvania Democratic convention. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Just as spontaneous as the 
gentleman means to indicate their action was—cut and dried. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you say it was not spontaneous? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido not say any such thing; 
your colleague means that. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ | 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular orderis demanded, which is the an- 
nouncement of the vote, the tellers having finished their labors. The 
Chair will announce the vote—ayes 5, noes 87. 

Mr. KELLEY. Noquorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Chair says the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
There are two gentlemen from Pennsylvania acting as tellers. I would 
like to know which gentleman the Chair means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman on the left of the Chair [Mr. 
KELLEY | 

Mr. KELLEY. I want the country to know I am resisting such an 
attempt at tyranny. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am glad our friends are 
proud of their filibustering; which is simply against the rules and the | 


regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will eall the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


A bbott, Bryce, Cutcheon, Hatch, 

Allen, Mass. Burnes, Davenport, Heard, 

Allen, Mich. Burnett, Davidson, Fla. Henderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Campbell, F., N. Y, Dibble, Hitt, 

Bacon, Carlton, Dougherty, Hogg, 
Bankhead, Caruth, Dunham, Holmes, 
Barry, Clark, Fitch, Hopkins, Ill. 
Belmont, Cockran, Fuller, Hopkins, N.Y. 
Bingham, Cogswell, Gibson, Houk, 
Blanchard, Collins, Glass, Howard, 
Bliss, Compton, Glover, Hudd, 
Boothman, Cooper, Greenman, Jackson, 
Routelle, Cowles, Grosvenor, Kennedy, 
Bowen, Cox, Guenther, Kerr, 


Brown, J. R., Va. Crain, Hall, Ketcham, 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having taken 
the chairas Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, had found itself with- 
out a quorum, whereupon the Chair had caused the roll to be called, 
and now reported the names of the absentees to the House, to be en- 
tered upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and seven members, 
more than a quorum, having answered to their names, the committee 


| will resume its sitting. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on striking out line 35 of this 
bill. 

The Chair being in doubt as to the result, a division was demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 82. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know exactly what this division is on. I was not in the House when 
it was commenced. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been some misapprehension about it 
and the Chair will state it again. The Chair was under the impression 
that the motion had been made to strike out the last word before this 
amendment was offered, but it appears from a reference to the record 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left of the Chair [Mr. 
KELLEY | stated that he withdrew his amendment (which was to strike 


| out line 35, the words ‘‘ jute butts’’), and moved to strike out the last 
| word ‘‘butts,’? whereupon the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 


Scorr] objected, and the Chair held that the amendment could not be 
withdrawn except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED. Was not the last amendment pending the motion to 
strike out the last word ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pending was to strike out both 
words. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLey] 
afterwards moved to strike out the last word, and that amendment 
took precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The language of the gentleman.from Pennsyl- 


| vania was this: ‘‘I withdraw the amendment and move to strike out 


the last word.’’ ‘Thereupon the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the 


| right of the Chair [Mr. Scorr] objected to his colleague [ Mr. KELLEY ] 








withdrawing his amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. LIrise toa parliamentary inquiry. If that amend- 
ment was withdrawn, would not the line stand as it is in the bill, and 
is not that what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] wants, 
to have the bill stand as it is? 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. No. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, if I am now entitled to the floor, I 
think I can explain the situation without having the ‘‘ regular order ”’ 
called upon me. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my colleague 
[Mr. KELLEY] arose in his place and proposed to amend by striking 
out a certain line in this bill. He then sent up to the Chair a con- 
sular report, which, if he had desired to have it appear in the debates, 
he could have got leave to have printed. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was not a consular report. 

Mr. SCOTT. Well, it was a document which the gentleman could 
have asked to have printed if he desired it to appear in the debates. 
The five minutes of the time of the committee allotted to my colleague 


| was occupied in reading that document. Then, at the expiration of the 
| five minutes allotted to him, my colleague got up and asked to withdraw 


his amendment, and proposed to strike out the last word, in order to 
occupy five minutes more of the time of this committee, in violation of 
the rules of this House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I deny the accusation. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have the floor, sir. You sit down. 

Mr. KELLEY. I deny the accusation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yousit down. You sit down. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KELLEY. The House was voting, and I say the gentleman [ Mr. 
Scortr] is out of order in interrupting a vote to make a speech. 
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I CHAIRMA® é : ym Pennsylvania on 
[Mr. Scorr] asked p« m to make a statement, and, as no ob 
tion was mad e proceeded to do so Che regular order is demand 
and the Chair will appoint tellers. The Chair desires first to make 
statement to the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left | Mr. K 
LEY]. The Chair perhaps misled the gentleman by astatement ma 
a while ago, that he might move tostrike out the next line. i 
might have stated, and does now state, to the gentleman that if t 


amendment is voted down, it will still be in order for him to mov 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. REED. I submit that asa parliamentary matter it was ent 
in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. KELLEY | to d 
he did, that is, to move to strike out the last word pending the motion 
to strike out the last line. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was in order. 

Mr. REED. And that being so, the fact that the other gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] objected to that which was unparlia- 
mentary did not prevent that which was parliamentary from going into 
effect. Therefore I submit that we ought now to be voting upon the 
question of striking out the last word; or, rather, the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] ought to have the floor in support of h 
amendment to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ke! 
LEY] perhaps did not intend the parliamentary effect of his statement. 
He said, according to the record, *‘ I withdraw theamendment (which 
amendment was to strike out the line), and move to strike out the last 
word.”’ 

Mr. REED. And the last part of that proposition was parliament- 
arily admissible. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 1 
a right to object to the first part, the proposition to withdraw 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman [Mr. Scorr] did object to the 
first part. 

Mr. REED. Yes; but he had no right to object to the last part, the 
amendment which is now pending. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not object to the last part. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
statement. From the time you took the chair, sir, for the considera- 
tion of this bill by paragraphs there had been no exception to the prac- 


tice of an amendment being withdrawn in order that another might be 
made, but to-day the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
was not present during the time when such parliamentary court: 
prevailed without disturbance of the temper on either side o 
House, arose here and, as dictatorily as though the Keifer gag-law had 
already been adopted, silenced me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair simply desires to state that it wold 
be in order—— 

Mr. KELLEY. If I may be permitted now to eall up my 
ment and proceed with my argument, I shall be glad to do so 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply desires to state that it wa 
order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to move to 
strike out the last word without withdrawing his first motion. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. He does that now 

Mr. SCOTT. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. [Cries of ‘‘ R 
lar order!’’ on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will bein order. The tle- 
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man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr. SCOTT. I wishto inquire whether it is in order for the g 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] toamend hismotion. He fi: 
asked permission to withdrew his amendment; to that I objected. H 
then moved to strike out the last word; to that I did not object. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is in order. 

Mr. SCOTT. Are we not bound now to have a vote on the gentl 
man’s proposition, I objecting to the withdrawal? I put that inquiry 
to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. K 
LEY] need not have asked permission to withdraw the regular ame 
ment, which was to strike out the line. He did, however, ask pe 
mission; and to that the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the right 
[Mr. Scorr] objected. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
KELLEY | had taken the floorand moved to strike out the last word 
would have been inorder pending the other amendment, becau 
withstanding a motion to strike out the wholeclause, a motion to 
out a part of it would be in orderas an amendment to the amend 

Mr. KELL I have the floor, as I understand. 

Mr. REED. The Chair canstraighten this matierout. The ge 





ar 






man from Pennsylvania {Mr. KELLEY] did make the motion just in- 
dicated by the Chair, but the attention of the Chair was inadvertently 


directed to the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scorr] as if that were the vital point; but if the Chair had had the 
whole matter in mind, he would have said that the objection of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was a valid one, but nevertheless the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to 
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ted it to come toa vote. Instead of the vote being as stated by the 
Chair, the vote was cast in a way which would preclude any motion to 
strike out any portion of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks this whole matter might be 
amicably arranged by allowing this motion to be withdrawn, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. KELLEY] permitted to address the 
committee on the motion to strike ont the last word. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will entertain the gentleman’s motion to strike 
out the last word and recognize him as entitled to the floor. The Chair 
has sustained the objection that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLY] has no right to withdraw his amendment striking out 
the line in reference to jute butts, which the Chair now understands 
he does notdesire to withdraw, but to move an amendment to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr, SCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not in my time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Not in the time of the gentleman. I understand the 
decision of the Chair to be that this gentleman can rise and move to 
strike out a line and that he can occupy five minutes under the rules 
of the House in discussing that proposition, and that at the expiration 
of five minutes he can offer to withdraw that amendment and move to 
strike out the last word and occupy another five minutes on that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not decide that at all. That is 
not the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is what I understood the Chair to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair merely said that he thought this 
matter might be amicably arranged at this time, and he thought it 
should be done in order that the business of the House might be pro- 
ceeded with. The Chair suggested that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] be allowed to move to strike out the last 
word, and occupy five minutes on that amendment. It was the duty 
of the Chair to recognize any gentleman for five minutes in opposition, 
but no gentleman took the floor for that purpose, and then the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania taking the floor could submit another amend- 
ment, 

Mr. MCSHANE. While the committee is dividing? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks for unanimous consent—— 

Mr. MCSHANE. Is it in order to discuss a pro forma amendment 
when the committee is dividing on an amendment to strike out a line 
of the bill ? 

‘he CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has already decided that. The Chair 
asi.ed for unanimous consent 

Mr. MCSHANE. There is no consent given to withdraw the vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair asked for unanimous consent, and 
heard no objection. The Chair asked that this question might be with- 
drawn for the present, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] was recognized. If there be no objection, that course will 
be taken. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it the gentleman objects to? 

Mr. MCSHANE. To the discussion of this matter pending a division 
of the committee. 





Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman wants to punish his own side in | 


order to get «© quorum upon an immaterial question. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Ido not want to punish anybody, but to get a vote 
to which we are entitled on the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman has the right 
tn withdraw his request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If he does not persist in his 
request he can move his amendment in regular order. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman indicated that he did not desire 
to withdraw the amendment which he offered, to strike out the line 
concerning jute butts, but simply desired to move to strike out the last 
word, which, if he had made at the time, he would have had the right 
to be recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe gentleman makes a substantive amendment and 
speaks on it, and no one answers it, the vote must be taken on it. 
Now, can he move a proposition and occupy five minutes on it and 
then make another proposition and occupy another five minutes on 
that? The rule, sir, never contemplated any such thing as making 
one amendment and making a speech on it, and then making another 
amendment and making apother speech on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair to recognize any gen- 
tleman in opposition; but no gentleman having risen for that purpose 
it was the province of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to move to 
perfect the paragraph before the vote is taken, and the Chair recognized 
the gentleman to make an amendment for that purpose. If there be 
no objection the Chair will recognize the gentleman fron Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] to proceed. 

Mr. McSHANE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
Nebraska that the gentleman from Pennsylvania now withdraws his 
request for permission to withdraw the amendment, 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 
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The CHAIRMAN. And asks to be recognized to proceed with the 
debate. There is nothing in the way of the Chair recognizing some 
gentleman to oppose the amendment but the fact that the committee 
was dividing and no quorum appeared. If the gentleman insists upon 
the point of =o quorum of course no other business can be transacted 
until that point is settled. 

Mr. MCSHANE. But the House is voting upon an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not been disposed of for 
the want of a quorum. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desired, if possible, to settle this to-day. I did 
not want to leave it as a pending matter to come up in the legislative 
day of to-morrow; but if gentlemen desire to perpetuate the question 
I will be on hand to continue it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to make this sug- 
gestion, which I think will meet the views of both the gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania? and it is that there is a parliamentary way of disposin 
of this question. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY 
has offered an amendment and spoken in favor of it. It is the right 
of any gentleman who is opposed to the first amendment offered by 
the gentleman to rise in his place and seek recognition for the purpose 
of discussing that amendment. If no gentleman desires to speak in 
opposition, then the gentleman from Pennsylvania will himself be en- 
titled to recognition, if he so desires, for a further amendment. That 
is the parliamentary way of disposing of the matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask my friend to yield to me for a mo- 
ment right there. Will he hold to the doctrine that ifan amendment 
be proposed on this side of the House, and is advocated here and no- 
body replies to it, debate is thereby terminated on the paragraph, 
whether it be a line or more? That seems to me to be a new species 
of tactics issued last evening by one who has not been here to see how 
courteous this debate has been running. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to state that my suggestion was not 
an inspiration derived from the proceedings of last night or any other 
night. I stated what was the parliamentary law and usage by which 
we must all stand or fall. 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe your purpose was good. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the right of every member here present is, 
when an amendment is offered, to ask to be recognized to discuss it, 
under the rule, for five minutes. Then itis the right of any other gen- 
tleman to speak in opposition to it. That right was about to be cut 
off by the inadvertence of my friend; I do not say by his desire, but 
the effect of his suggestion would be, if he had been permitted to pro- 
ceed, to accomplish just that result. After further debate upon his 
part on the second amendment he could withdraw that and offer 
another, and so on, indefinitely, and thus destroy the very rule which 
he must admit is for the preservation of the orderly proceedings of the 
House. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment——- 

_Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman moved an amendment, and occu- 


| pied five minutes in debate upon it, and desired to proceed. Now, my 
| suggestion is that the Chair can recognize any gentleman who wants 


to discuss the first amendment in opposition to it, and after that de- 
bate has been exhausted, then the gentleman can offer his second 
amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg to correct the gentleman in a single point, and 
most courteously. Nobody did rise to reply in debate to the amend- 
ment I offered. I sent to the desk and had read an extract from a 
pamphlet and nobody rose to reply; and therefore, if this side can not 
or could not offer a further amendment, debate was cut off and a prec- 
edent was established by which the bill should be rushed through, 
practically without discussion. Desiring, however, to have that dis- 


| cussion, and having in my hand official information of the highest value, 


I sought an opportunity not to put it in the REcorD, but, if possible, 
to make it reach the ears and intelligence of the members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I believe that, as my friend from Penn- 
sylvania occupied the floor for five minutes, I now, if I may be recog- 
nized, am entitled to occupy it in opposition to his amendment. Am 
I correct? 

Mr. REED. If that is the understanding, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desired to have that course taken, 
but understood the gentleman from Nebraska to object on the ground 
that the committee was dividing and the point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. McSHANE. I withdraw that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then itis in order for the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to proceed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say here in all frankness 
and candor that in objecting to the withdrawal of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] it was not factious op- 
position on my part. But, sir, I do believe that the amendment pro- 
posed here to this bill was madeand withdrawn simply for the purpose 
of killing time; I will not say delaying this bill, butitis a natural in- 
ference I believed, sir, that it was my duty asa member of this House, 
in behalf of the business men of this country, whese interests are more 
or less affected by even the discussion of this bill [derisive cries on the 
Republican side], to make every endeavor to get a vote on the bill at 
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the earliest possible date, so that the country would know—so that 
the business men of the country would know—what they have to do 
to manage their own affairs. I had no other interest, Mr. Chairman, 
and no other object in view, because, as a business man, and I claim 
to be one, I know that, whether this bill may be for the best interests 
of the coantry if it should become a law, or whether it may be detri- 
mental, during its agitation no merchant, no manufacturer, no business 
man affected by it can tell from one day to the next what he can do or 
ought to do in the management of his business. [Derisive langhter 
on the Republican side. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I repeat I had no other object in view; and as 


for my getting up here to antagonize any gentleman on this floor, with 


any partisan feeling, it was the last thought that entered my mind. 

But when I saw my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania arise 
and move to strike ont a line, and then send up to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read a document which he could have had printed in his remarks, 
occupying the time to which he was entitled in the reading, then with- 
drawing the amendment which he had proposed, and then moving to 
strike out the last word, thereby occupying ten minutes in place of 
five, to which he was entitled under the rules, in the reading of the 
document sent to the Speaker’s desk, I could come to but one conclu- 
sion—that the gentleman was endeavoring to talk thisbill todeath. 1 
did not believe that was in the interest either of the gentlemen on the 
other side or of our side. I believe that both parties in this country 
can meet the issues involved in this bill by honestly saying, we have 
done nothing to obstruct it. If the majority of this House can pass 
this bill, they are responsible for it, and alone responsible. If the 
minority are able to defeat it, let them defeat it, and we will go to the 
country upon that issue. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is now exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move tostrikeoutthe last word. Protesting that 
I have offered no amendment during the last ten or twelve days of this 


discussion for any other than creditable and patriotic motives, I have ; 


the right to infer that had the gentleman been in his seat to observe 
me he could not have assumed that my purposes were not frank and 
were not patriotic. I have brought to the attention of the committee 
this remarkable report of Professor Waterhouse on jute and ramie and 


have read that portion which shows that in 1828 India raised but 40,- | 
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000 pounds of jute, which were then worth but $360, and that in 1872 | 


she raised 700,000,000 pounds of jute, and that jute has risen to be the 
fourth industry of India. I want to show to the people of the South 
that they have land admirably adapted to competing with Indiaand that 
they have labor docile, ready, and admirably adapted to compete with 
British India manufacturers. This writer says: 


An interest in the economic welfare of the United States naturally suggests 
the inquiry whether an industry productive of so great affluence can not be es 
tabiished in this country. The substantial identity of climate and soil in some 
districts of Bengal and certain sections of the South creates a presumption that 
jute could be naturalized in the Gulf States. This probability practice tests 
have strengthened into certainty. Hundreds of successful experiments have 
shown the ease with which jute can be raised in the Southern States. The re- 
sults of many of these trials have been published in the reports of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. The accounts which,in return for distribution of seeds, 
have been personally received would fill many pages. They are unanimousin 
their testimony. They prove beyond the possibility of intelligent doubt that 
under proper conditions of soil and moisture jute thrives on the borders of the 
Gulf with great luxuriance. But few of the tropic weeds whose noxious exu- 
berance seems to be in inverse ratio to their value exceed it in rankness of 
growth. Some of the reports asseri that jute can be raised as easily as Indian 
corn. 


In1881 Mr. Drummond, ofthe British legation at Washington, deemed 
the subject of jute culture in the United States worthy of a special re- 
port tothe English Government. He says: 


Experiments were made in those (Southern) States which proved that the 
cultivation and preparation of these fibers (ramie and jute) is practicable and 
profitable. 

. Last year 1,500 packages of seeds were distributed to the farmers in Louisi- 
ana, and reports have come in that the jute plant flourishes in every parish, 
growing in the alluvial soil to a height of 15 feet and in the pine flats and on 
the hills to 10 and 12 feet. Now this is interesting to us, for all manufacturing 
countries have been dependent upon India for their supply of jute. 

There is no need of further experiments to corroborate what has been so fully 
demonstrated. It is now a well-established fact that jute fiourishes as luxuri- 
antly in the United States as in India, and experts have testified that the fiber 
when properly prepared is quite equal to that of Bengal. If, then, the effort to 
introduce the culture of jute into this country is unsuccessful, the failure will 
not be due to the fact that the plant will not grow on American soil. 

In India jute is raised almost exclusively on ground that has been flooded by 
the annual overflow of the rivers. The alluvial deposits left by the inundation 
forms just the soil which the plant requires. The bottom lands of the Lower 
Mississippi closely resemble the jute fields of India. 

There are in the South extensive tracts not suited to the cultivation of sugar 
or cotton, but well adapted to the growth of jute. If the plant will flourish on 
the salt marshes that fringe the Gulf, the area of land available for this tillage 
is almost immeasurable. The capacity of these lands should be thoroughly 
tested. If suited to the production of jute they can be converted into prol ifie 
sources of public prosperity. 

In India the mass of the people has an inertia which the forces of modern civ- 
lization can but sluggishly move. Utterly unacquainted with improved proe- 
esses, the native workmen plod on in the unthrifty ways of their fathers. By 
always sending the best jute to market and reserving the poorest for seed they 
have produced a marked deterioration in the quality of the fiber. The inferi- 
ority of recent products is a matter of universal observation and complaint. A 
desire to escape the oppressive exaction of Indian monopolists as well as to se- 
cure better material has led the manufacturers of Dundee to try extensive and 
costly experiments in Egypt. But while the soil of the Delta is well suited to 
the production of jute, the intellectual and industrial character of its inhabit- 


ants does not indicate a successful result. The same lethargy and indifference | ecntly invented, Southern planters, 
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to modern methods which are proving so disastrous in India will in all proba 
bility insure failure in Egypt 

But the South has cheap and docile labor which can be easily trained to the 
requisite degree of skill. Intelligent experts superintending every operation 
of the new industry will apply to the cultivation and treatment of jute t 


best 














processes which science has discovered, Experience w determine the exact 
conditions of soil and moisture best adapted to the growth of tl plant, and a 
enreful selection of the seed of tl] nest stalks will soon improve the quality of 
the fiber tis probable that in the course of years American-grown jute will 
attain an excellence as high and distinctive as that of sea-island cotton A vig 
ilant attention to every means of improvement can not fail to produce a ; 
superior strength, fineness, and beauty. The yield per acre in the So 
often been larger than that of India, Scientific riculture, enrichin ¢ the soil 
with a generous supply of plant food and preventing its rapid exhaustion by a 
judicious rotation of crops, ought assuredly to develop a greater fer y than 
that produced by a system of ignorant and wasteful tillage 

rhe excellence of the fiber is generally proportioned to the freed of the 
plant from branches When there are no offshoots the filaments have greater 
length, softness, and gloss. But thick sowing seems to be the only practicable 
way of preventing branching. If, therefore, the seed issown broadcast, it shou'd 
be scattered with a liberal hand; but if it is planted in drills the rows sh« 1 be 
near each other. Then the struggle for light and air will cause the plants to 
grow tall, straight, and branchless. 

In India the plan of planting in successive months has been tried the ex 
ample may be worthy of American imitation. If the seed were sown at 





vals in April, May, and June, so the harvest would not be all gathered at 
time a less number of machines and a smaller force of workmen would be re 





quired to handle the crop. In a double sense, the smaller the plant the less 
would be the outlay. An income at seasons of the year when the returns of 
other crops are not available would not be the least important advantage which 


this system would confer upon the planter. The laborers, too, would obtain 
uninterrupted employment and regular wages during months in which the 
ordinarily have but little to do. 

And so the pamphlet reads. I have marked passages which, under 
the general leave given already to extend my remarks, I propose to 
print in the Recorp. If the gentleman had not sought to drive m« 
from the floor I would have consumed then only as much time as I 
have now occupied in stating these facts. 

Mr. McMILUIN. I know of no article other than this upon which 
we can more properly sacrifice the revenue that is necessary to be sac- 
rificed in order to get at that healthful state of finances that shall leave 
our Treasury unincumbered. The value ofthe jute butts admitted last 
year was $1,802,162, and the duty received was $344,826. I know of 
no industry that would be destroyed by the proposed action, and I hope 
that we will get a vote on the proposition. 

Mr. WARNER. Isa pro forma amendment subject to an amend- 
ment? Ifso, I move to amend by striking out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. If there is no objection, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will be allowed to withdraw his formal amend- 
ment. The Chair hears none, andit is so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I renew it. I do so, not for the 
purpose of discussing the jute question, although I apprehend I know 
as much of this industry as the majority of the members of this House 
I rise for the purpose of having read an extract from a letter from 3 
large manufacturing house in St. Louis, treating of the question of bur- 
laps and cotton bagging. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwouldsuggest to my friend that that letter will 
more properly come in when we reach the subsequent line. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand what Iam doing. The part of th 
letter to which I refer relates more especially to the jute interest. | 
ask the Clerk to commence at the bottom of page 4, and read a short 
extract. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

It is questionable whether the duty should be taken off of raw jute or any of 
the textile fibers, because of the infant enterprise of growing these fibers in the 
United States, and the practicability of raising them has already been fully 
demonstrated in the Mississippi Valley as well asin the Southeast. The only 
need is machinery for decorticating purposes. Already nine different inven- 
tions have been produced for this purpose, and the result of decorticating jute 
by machinery, so as to successfully compete with the cheap India labor, will 
unquestionably be reached in the near future. This achieved, the industry of 
raising jute, ramie, and other fibers would be of larger value than the cotton 
crop itself, and give to America the market of the world for her manifold tex- 
tiles. The small revenues derivative from the present tariff are wholly unim- 
portant as compared with the great interests involved in these possibilities 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I simply submit this bit of evidence 
to the committee, coming from practical men, men who know whereof 
they speak. I submit to the committee whether it is worthy of their 
consideration in the absence of all evidence to the contrary. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this formal amendment 
will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. The question is on the 
motion tostrike out lines 34 and 35 of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is debate on this amendment exhausted 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was withdrawn by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. I renew the amendment. I hold in my handa 
statement from Professor S. Waterhouse, of the Washington University 
in St. Louis, speaking of the disastrous effect of the proposed legisla- 
tion. I desire to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TALKS ON THE TARIFF. 


Our tariff talk to-day is taken from a letter recently written by Professor S, 
Waterhouse, of Washington University, St. Louis,on the subject of Am« in 
jute culture, in which he says: 

‘This spring a very large acreage of jute and ramie will be planted. Ma- 


chines of superior excellence for the decortication of the ver have been re- 


« 
whose unfortunate experience in the cul- 
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has taught them the importance of a diversified agricul t- 


ure, are m ‘ ww a lively interest in the cultivation of these foreign textiles. 

‘Never were the prospects of the new industries brighter than now. At this 
auspicious moment an impolitie proposition to place jute and ramie on the free- 
list has been brought before Congress. The adoption of the proposed measure 
would wholly arrest or, at all events, seriously retard the further development 
of these textile interests. Anutterly needless enactment would imperil the suc- 
cess of industries that would diversify the husbandry and enlarge the resources 
of the Southern State Successful competition with the cheap labor of India 
and China will require not only the facilities of improved machinery, but also 
the aid of a protective tariff 

“The interests involved are prospectively large. An ultimate income of scores | 


of millions is jeopardized by a wholly unnecessary act of legislation. Prompt | 


and efficient steps should be taken to prevent this proposed abolition of duties 


on foreign jute and ramie, The influence of every man who feels an interest 
in the material prosperity of the Southern States should at once be strenuously 
exerted to arrest the passage of a measure so fraught with industrial disaster. 


Arrays of facts showing the magnitude of these textile interests should be laid 
before Congress. The press ean render an invaluable service to the South by 
an immediate publication of such information as will demonstrate the impolicy 
of the proposed legislation. But delay may prove fatal. The need of prompt 
action is urgent,”’ 


Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out line 35 of the 
bill. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jute, sunn, sisal grass, and other vegetable fibers, burlaps— 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairm: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to move an amend- 
ment to this line? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the gentleman’s proposition? The gen- 
tleman can use a minute and then I will move that the committee rise. 
What is the gentleman’s amendment directed to? 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘‘ Jute,’’ in line 36, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Line 37 has been read. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, let the two gotogether. I want to include the 
two lines, so as to move to strike out both together. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That can not be done. Line 36 has been passed. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rose to move to strike out ‘‘ jute,’’ in line 36. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Line 36 has not been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk read lines 36 and 37, and the begin- 
ning of line 38. 

Mr. KELLEY. Line 36 consists of a word of four letters only, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] says he rose with ref- 
erence to that line. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair heard the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] addressing the Chair when the Clerk was pro- 
nouncing the word ‘* burlaps,’’ at the beginningof line33. The ques- 
tion js on the motion that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the Chair hold that line 37 was read ? I 
was paying strict attention and I did not hear it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to submit a motion to strike out line 36. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a motion pending that the committee 
do now rise, which takes preeedence of a motion to amend. 

Mr. BAYNE.  Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. As I understand it, my motion is pending to strike 
out line 36. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The record will show what motions have been 
made, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCrREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that they had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation tothe collection of revenue, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (8. 1507) providing for an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act rel iting to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger, in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. FuLLER 

until June 23, on account of important business, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, under the rule, stands adjourned until to-morrow at 11 
o'clock a. m. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. BR, 10484) for the relief of Cicero 
H. Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10485) granting @ pension to Mrs. 
Margaret O’Conner, now Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1ons. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10486) for the relief of William H. 
Schriver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10487) to donate to the State Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Monument Association of Indiana, one hundred 
pieces of captured or condemned cannon—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 10488) grantinga pension to Myra 
Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 10489) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon to the Indiana State Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Monument Association—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as tollows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 100 workingmen of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania, praying that existing tariff duties may not be 
reduced—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of G. B. Archer, of Equality, Ala., for relief— 


| to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


ee ——————— ——— — 


By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Council Bluffs, 
Towa, urging the passage of the Outhwaite bill for funding the indebt- 
ness of the Union Pacific Railway—to the Committee on Pacifie Rail- 
roads, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the Granite Cutters’ National 
Union of America, against placing granite on the free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Stephen Eason, of Isaac L. McCollum, 
of Wilson C. Grissom, of G. W. Hardin, administrator of William Mel- 
ton, and of Amanda Nance, exeeutrix of John W. Nance, of Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers in the claim of Susan C. Kibbe, guardian of 
minor children of John T. Rawlings, of Adams County, Mississippi— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of soldiers and citizens of Rock Island Coun- 
ty, Hlinois, for the relief of Capt. W. H. Schriver—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Porter J. Walker, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. PERKINS: Papers and evidence in support of House bill 
9691, for the relief of William L. Lenan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Young Montague, of Richard M. 
Mason, of Robert J. Gee, of Thomas N. McDaniel, of Thomas J. Neely, 
of G. W. Moffitt, of George L. Gibson, of Micajah Jones, of Theodore T. 
Mason, of J. M. Fawcett, of Thomas A. Green, and of —— Massey, or 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petitionof Charles E. French, of Boston, Mass., 
concerning the refunding of the national debt—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Harman M. Franklin, of Isaac 
N. Fuller, of Nathaniel Gattis, of Alafair Giel, of Mary J. Finley, of 
Henry W. Goodloe, and of Joseph H. Thompson, of Tennessee, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of administrator of Sarah McChristian, of Franklin 
County, Tenn., for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers in the claims of Lucien D. Coco, of 
Jean Castile, administrator of Emelia Robin, of Jean B. Pollingue, 
of Raymond Deshotels, of Alexander H. Castille, administrator of Fran- 
cis Marks, of Lucy Tournoin, administratrix ‘of Arnoud Decuir, of 
Michael Castille, of Virginie Emault, widow of Sidney Lacaste, and 
of Pierre Saizan, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Council 
Blutis, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Union Pacific Railway bill 
reported by the Committee on Pacific Railroads—to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Resolutions of the Minnesota Acad- 
emy of Medicine, relative to duty on medical and surgical apparatus 
and appliances—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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: er by the Chaplain. Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. f wing : 
; Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. bmitted rts t 
; EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. \ bill (H. I. 41 ut to Ma B 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commun re 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a 
tion of May 8. 1888, certain information as to the employes of the | ; ”. —_ 
Office Department in Baltimore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, a Ww 
ing of this communieation will be dispensed with, and it will | : ; oo ea : \ Be 
ferred, with the accompanying documents, to the select committ 5 aon ae 

- examine into the condition of the civil service IAI ~ ; ; ; 

3 Mr. HALE. And printed. ar Se ee san 
% Che PRESIDENT pro tempor And printed. oe. Th ; v 4 ee 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. tha bi Ret oe ta Walter N- 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of J. M. Shackelford and 124 ho i ndment | lal t 

other citizens of Lonoke County, Arkansas, prayi certain a \ OON] ( ( 
$ ments of the interstate-commerce law: which was red tot ( 1 , , 
‘ mittee on Interstate Commerce. ) 
Cg Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 16 members of the Fa 
# Club of Marietta, Ohio, praying for the passage of certain amend 1d ) : ’ 
4 to the interstate-commerce act; which was referred to the Committe: STEWART. f t Cor 1 ( 
. on Interstate Commerce. 
z He also presented a memorial of Local Assembly No. 2591, Kn 
4 of Labor, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the granting of 
pension by the United States Governm: nt; which was referred to i - , . 
Committee on Pensions t 
Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of members of the G1 ‘ s 
‘my of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, praying that fs ne ; 
4 propriation be made ior heads tones for graves of soldiers and sail 4 oO! we 
: the late war. I move that this petition be referred to the Comm 


on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A similar petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Oregon, was referred to 
Committee on Military Affairs, and I am directed by that comm J 
to ask that it be discharged from the further consideration of rent, 
tition, and that it also be referred to the Committee on Appropriat ar. FLAW Lit, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military A red the bi 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the petitio: * ' 
it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, » pose 








Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Oregon Pav an are . 
tract Company, of Portland, Oregon, praying to be release 1 . . 
tain contract to furnish stone for improving the mouthof tl pa 
. . 


River, Oregon: which was referred to the Committee on Claims. Mr. JON E* - t ( ‘ ) 
He also presented the petition of Nelson Beebe, of Oregon, late a ele! . 
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praying for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law which INTERN ATI¢ 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Concurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as to differences be- 
tween nations. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 

dent be,and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time as fit occasions 

may arise, negotiations with any government with which the United States has 


or may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes 
arising between the two governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably adjusted by such 


mecans., 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolution be printed and take its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam also directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report back a number of bills, petitions, memorials, and 
resolutions of various kinds on this subject of international arbitration, 
with a recommendation that the committee be discharged from their 
further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The titles of the bills adversely re- 
ported by the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2634) to promote and perpetuate peace between the United 
States and Great Britain and France by the establishment of a perma- 
nent international court of arbitration, towhich all differences that may 
hereafter arise between these nations may be referred; and 

A bill (S. 292) to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a 
tribunal for international arbitration, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is not exactly an adverse report. The commit- 
tee simply wish to be discharged from their consideration, because the 
concurrent resolution reported embodies the desire of the great body of 
them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition, then, does the 
Senator desire made of the bills? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply that they lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘They will lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire in regard to all these bills and reso- 
lutions is simply that they lie on the table. They are not adversely 
reported, because the substance of all that the committee now think 
proper to report favorably upon is embodied in the concurrent resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understood the Sena- 
tor. The Committee on Foreign Relations report back the bills and 
resolutions asking to be discharged, and that they lie upon the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3147) granting a pension to John 
E. Rial; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3148) for the relief of the soldiers of the 
Three Forks Battalion, Kentucky State troops; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3149) for the benefit of the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Memorial University and Home; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (8. 3150) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Schaffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (8. 3151) for the relief of Passed 
Assistant Surgeon Daniel M. Guiteras, United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3152) for the relief of Matthias Henning; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military A flairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3153) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of pension 
to Lorenzo D. Kase; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3155) granting a pension to William 
Wetzel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3156) granting an increase of pension 
to William McLoud; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to Joseph 8. 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. 
Huffman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3159) for the relief of the 
Oregon Paving and Contract Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


———— 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3160) granting a yension to Nelson Beebe, 
of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3161) granting a pension to Henry 
Ann Stuart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3163) to provide for the erection of 
a public building for the use and accommodation of the post-office at 
Mammoth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2619) to define the routes of steam-rail- 
roads in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, providing 
‘* for pay of custodian of the building rented at Greenville, 8. C., for 
court purposes, who shall also be charged with the custody of the pub- 
lic recordS, and shall be appointed by the district judge, $1,200;’’ which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That Maj. Nicholas Vedder have leave to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers filed in connection with the bill for his relief introduced 
in the last Congress (S. 2773), no report having been made on the same. 


On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 


Ordered, That Walter Tate have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate. 


SILVER BULLION—SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


Mr. STEWART. I submit two resolutions to avoid the technical 
difficulty attending the notice I gave yesterday to suspend the rules, 
which I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada offers a 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the third paragraph of Rule XVI be suspended so that it shall 
be in order to propose the amendment hereinafter set forth to the bill (H. R. 
9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, at any time while said bill shall be pending and open to amendment in 
the Senate during the present session of Congress, to wit: 

“That whenever the circulation, or any portion thereof, of any national bank 
not in liquidation, shall be surrendered, by the deposit of United States notes 
in the Treasury, or otherwise, and the same, or an equivalent amount, is not 
taken by other national banks within thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to purchase, at the market price 
thereof, an equivalent amount in silver bullion in excess of the minimum of 
$2,000,000 worth per month for coinage purposes, which shall be coined and used 
as provided in the act passed February 28, 1878, erftitled ‘An act to authorize 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal tender char- 
acter.’”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator deire present 
action on this resolution ? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie over. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There is another resolution which I have sent to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second resolution will be re- 

rted. 
PeThe resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the tableand be printed, 
as follows: x 


Resolved, That the third paragraph of Rule XVI be suspended so that it shall 
be in order to propose the amendment hereinafter set forth to the bill (H. R. 
9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, at any time while said bill shall be pending and open to amendment in 
the Senate during the present session of Congress, to wit: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase and coin, under the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the er of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its legal tender 
character,’ approved February 28, 1878, not less than $4,000,000 worth of silver 
bullion per month,” 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. STEWART. I believe the resolution that was pending for con- 
sideration yesterday is in order now, and I desire to have that dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to allow me to submit some re- 
marks of which I gave notice? 

Mr. STEWART. I will consent that the resolution submitted by 
me be temporarily laid aside, to come up after the Senator’s remarks 
are concluded. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolutions, con- 
current or other? 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the resolutions submitted by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Alabama relative to the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain. 

7 . ¥ 6 sider +) 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolutions, submitted by Mr. MoRGAN June 7, 1888: 

Whereas in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the treaty 
now pending in the Senate between the United States and Great Britain con- 
cerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 1818, signed at Wash_ 
ington February 15, 1888, the question is presented whether the President had’ | 
authority to negotiate such atreaty without the previous consent of the Senate 
and 

Whereas in said report the question is also raised whether the persons ap- 
pointed by the President, without the advice and consent of the Senate, as 
plenipotentiaries to negotiate and sign said treaty were lawfully appointed 
and whether said document is a treaty duly negotiated for the consideration 
and action of the Senate; and | 

Whereas said committee declare in said report that the matters to which said 
treaty relates were not fit subjects for negotiation with the Government of 
Great Britain, and that the time for negotiation with that Government on these 
subjects has passed ; and 4 

Whereas the Senate will consider said treaty on its merits, and declines to 
adopt the views of the committee as expressed in their report as to the consti 
tutional powers of the President in negotiating treaties; and also declines to 
affirm that the time for negotiation with Great Britain on the subject of our 
fishing rights or the commercial rights of our fishermen has passed, or that the 
existing difficulties on these subjectsare not subjects of negotiation: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the treaty signed by Thomas F. 
Bayard, William L. Putnam, and James B. Angell, as plenipotentiaries of the 
United States, in conjunction with the British plenipotentiaries, on the 15th 
day of February, 1888, and sent to the Senate by the President as atreaty duly | 
negotiated for the consideration and action of the Senate, is properly authen- 
ticated as a treaty made by the President of the United States, acting within 
his constitutional powers, and is lawful and valid as a negotiation. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the time has not passed for nego- 
tiation with Great Britain as to the just interpretation of any part of Article Lof 
said treaty of 1818 upon any point of sincere disagreement between the two Gov- 
ernments as to the true meaning of the same, and that no act of Congress has 
declared that such time for negotiation has passed, nor has the time for such 
negotiation passed in respect of any commercial rights that may be claimed, or 
that may be needed, for our fishermen in any of the harbors or ports of the Brit- 
ish possessions of North America, and that the existing matters of difficulty, 
including the claims of our fishermen for damages wrongfully sustained, ar: 
subjects for treaty negotiation. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what I shall say was suggested by listen- 
ing last week to the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN], who spoke 
upon the resolutions which have just been laid before the Senate—spoke 
with force and ingenuity, as he always does, but it filled me with 
a kind of wonder that he as the representative of his party and the 
advocate of the Administration should be urging and advocating the | 
cause of ‘‘our friends, the enemy.’’ I remembered that in older days, 
at a time when the party which he so faithfully and ably serves was, 
as it is now, in power in the United States, a great and distinguished 
leader of that party on the floor of the Senate, upon an occasion bearing | 
some analogy to the present, spoke in different terms and argued upon | 
a different side in relation to controversies that had arisen between | 
the United States and Great Britain and Canada touching the fisheries. | 
I send to the desk to be read by the Secretary an extract from aspeech 
delivered in the Senate in 1851 by that eminent Democratic leader, 
Senator Lewis Cass, of Michigan. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


We did not get the right to fish on the ocean from England or any other 
earthly power. We got it from Almighty God, and we mean to hold on to it 
through the whole extent of the great deep, now in the daysof our strength, as 
our fathers held on to it in the days of our weakness. * * * I desire no war 
with England. Far from us and them—from the world indeed—far be such a 
ealamity. But sir, the way to avoid war is to stand up firmly and temperately 
for our clear rights. Submission never yet brought safety and never will. To 
yield when clearly right, is to abandon at once our interests and our honor, and 
to show the world how the finger of scorn can be best pointed at us. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss here the 
technical side of this fisheries controversy, to go over the history of 
negotiations upon it as they have been engaged in in the past, nor to 
narrate the circumstances which have arrested the attention of Con- 
gress and the American people within the last four or five years. Others 
have done this already. 

This is not a local question. It involves the national spirit and na- 
tional sympathy. There is no man living in any part of the United 
States who takes an interest in public affairs who is not concerned that 
out of this contention shall come the establishment of the rights of his 
fellow-citizens who are engaged in the fisheries. 

The life of the fisherman is picturesque; his nature is hardy; every- 
thing about him attracts attention. He represents an industry that 
appeals to the sympathy and the favorof the American people. He is 
one that has been looked to, and will be again looked to by the nation 
in emergency. He has done more than his part in fighting the battles 
of this people in years that have gone by; and should ever war with 
any power confront us again, fought as it must be upon the seas rather 
than upon the land, then the American fisherman will be found prompt 
and ready at the summons of his country. His vocation has been, as 
has been said time and again before, a nursery for the American navy; 
and so, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said the other 
day most forcibly, his case ceases to be a local case. 





It involves us all, all the American people, their spirit and their pa- 
triotism. Yet, Mr. President, the American fisherman is the man who 
has the real, direct interest in this controversy, he is the man who is 
most nearly touched, who is hurt if any man is hurt, who is distressed, 
put in peril of loss of erk f personal danger, and 





who has suffered an I : is perhaps no other 
representative of th nefican people, no man repri enting any other 
vocation has forso long, and he is the man who can measure the extent 
of the hardships and annoyancesand dangers that are visited upon him, 
and he is the man who knows when those annoyances and dangers and 
hardships are to be removed by legislative or diplomatic instrumentali- 
ties. 

He can tell whether a remedy has been found for the wrones that 


| have been visited upon him—as to the facts which go to make up the 


’ 


real situation. Legislators and negotiators can teach him nothing 
He can teach them. 

The American fisherman wants peace and does not want war. Peace 
means to him the continuation of his vocation. With each recurring 
season his vessel is fitted ont and he goes forth, either for weal or for 
woe, to the waters where his fare is to be found and takes the chances 
that the season affords. War means to him precisely the contrary, 
the interruption of this vocation in which he has perhaps grown old 
and unfitted to engage in other labors. It means the destruction of 
his livelihood; it means ruin. Therefore the American fisherman is 
willing to bear much, and has borne much in the past. How he has 
suffered everybody by this time knows. He has been seized inside 
and outside of the disputed line where he may fish, upon pretexts that 
he was preparing to fish, preparing to enter forbidden places, or in- 
fracting or preparing in some way to infract Canadian laws or regula- 
tions. While doing errands of mercy, helping fellow-men on the other 


| side, in peril of wind and wave, he has had rude hands laid upon him. 


He has not known for years past what fate awaited him when he sailed 
away upon the sea, leaving family and friends at home upon his at 
best perilous quest. In these years he has dreaded the malice and 
spite of other men more than the dangers of the great deep. 

Mr. President, it is not to our credit nor to the credit of administra- 
tions in the past that the American fisherman has so suffered, and there 
is force in the argument which is used by those who favor this treaty 
that whatever may be said againstit, it is no worse than arrangements 
and compromises and adjustments that have been made or acquiesced 
in in the past. 

In dealing with this question I put my opposition to the treaty upon 
no denial of this. Neither do I propose to assail in detail the provis- 
ions of the treaty, unsatisfactory, illusory, valueless comparatively as 
they allare. My colleague | Mr. FRYE] hasdone that in a most thor- 
ough and efficient fashion, as he isin the habit of doing when he ad- 
dresses himself to any subject, and others no doubt will follow in the 
same line. But the treaty is a failure, and must needs have been a 
failure inevitably, because neither the Administration nor our negotia- 
tors were able to see or take into consideration the whole situation 
touching relations between Canada and the United States. 

I am not here in any way to raise questions about or to asperse the 
character or the motives of our negotiators. I grant tothem a faithful 
and earnest desire and intention to do their best, set as they were in this 
grapple with the able, experienced, and wary men upon the other side. 
But neither the Administration nor the negotiators who represented it 
in this contention’seem to have taken into account the steady march of 
Canadian aggression for twenty years under British inspiration and 
British tutelage, gaining commercial advantages over us, both under 
the guise of carrying out treaty stipulations and in the course of violat 
ing them, and both the Administration and our negotiators failed to 
see that the time had come for considering all these things and for 
striking a proper balance. But I am anticipatingsomewhat here, Mr. 
President, and return now to the fisherman, who is directly involved 
in this controversy. 

I have said that he desires peace, not war. But he will agree to no 
surrender. His voiceisallone wayuponthis matter. Heis against the 
treaty. There is no fishing vessel that has sailed out from the New 
England coast, from Provincetown, or Gloucester, or Marblehead, o: 
Portland, or Booth Bay, or Castine, or Bucksport, that has not as it 
sailed out sent back from its master and crew an execrating protest 
against this treaty. Bad as was the old condition, beset with annoy- 
ance and trouble and danger to him, it was better than the treaty. 
Whether he shall have retaliation such as has been placed by Congress 
in the hands of the President or not, he is not for the treaty. He will 
have none of it. He does not believe in it, and scouts it as a remedy; 
knows as he peruses its provisions and applies them to his experience 
that they are illusory and good for nothing. 

The testimony of men who are engaged in the fishery business, who fit 
out fishing vessels, and who make up the fishing interest, is all one way. 

Not long ago, soon after the treaty had been made public, a news- 
paper published in one of the towns upon the coast of the State of 
Maine, in the midst of the dwellings and business places of the fisher- 
men and those interested in that industry, sent out to the business men 
and business firms engaged circulars of inquiry covering three proposi- 
tions; 
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First. Do you favor the ratification of the treaty ? 

Second. If ratified would you favor repealing the duties on Canadian 
fish and oi] to obtain the rights thereby to be gained ? 

Third. Any further views ? 

With one exception the replies that came up from men engaged in 
the business, representing, as 1 know personally from acquaintance 
with many of them, one party as much as the other, Democrats as 
well as Republicans, were, ‘‘No! no! no!’’ In one case one man only 
replied, ‘‘ Yes; I think it better than the last treaty.’’ And that is 
the best he could say; but he goes on, ‘‘I do not favor repealing the 
duties for what we might gain thereby.’’ 

Mr. Luther Maddox, who is the secretary of the National Fisheries 
Association, a most intelligent and competent person to testify in this 
case, who has given years to the study of the subject, and who knows 
the conditions of the fishermen and the application of this treaty to 
their work, has written in the strongest terms of denunciation. The 
press generally of both parties in the region where this industry is lead- 
ing have taken the same ground. In Massachusetts such old veterans 
of the Democratic party as Judge Charles Levi Woodbury, Mr. Richard 
Spotlord, and many others, have been as earnest, as strong in their de- 
nunciation of the whole scope and effect of the treaty as gentlemen who 
are notin sympathy with the party represented by the Senator from 
Alabama and the present Administration. 

I have said, Mr, President, that this result, bare, valueless, insig 
nificant as it is claimed to be by those to whom I have been referring, 
who know most really about the subject, might have been expected 
from the narrow basis upon which the negotiation was inaugurated. 
It was not likely that we should come to an accord upon the questions 
in dispute, narrow as was the scope of the negetiation. If there was 
any one thing that the Canadians desired witha most heartfelt and long- 
cherished hope, it was a free market in our ports for their catch of fish. 
They had been restless and impatient ever since they had ceased to 
enjoy that market. 1 suppose if motives could be brought to light, 
analyzed, weighed, and measured, that the desire to drive the United 
States into again opening its ports to Canadian-caught fish has been 


which have been inflicted upon our fishermen in the last few years than 


any other cause, and the sentiment cf the United States is just as 
strongly against this concession. 
How, then, could the negotiation result in accord uponthis? What 


could we offer to Canada, to Great Britain who stands behind Can- 
ada, that could make her agree to our interpretation of the treaty o! 
1818 as modified by the acts of 1830? What could we give in the 
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to railway enterprises as that which is shown in Canada in the last 
twenty years. Saying nothing of the Grand Trunk combination, which 
was largely helped by government, which has cost $120,000,000, there 
are two great lines of railway in Canada that could never have had the 
breath of life breathed into them, could never have had a mile of road 
built or a train equipped, but for the interposition of the government 
in subsidies and aids ofthe kind I have mentioned. The Intercolonial 
road, which connects the maritime provinces with Ontario and Quebec, 
received from their government subsidies to the amount of $15,000,000; 
and the great Canadian Pacific Railroad, stretching from the two east- 
ern provinces through Manitoba and British Columbia and finding its 
terminus on the waters of the Pacific Ocean, has received in govern- 
mental aid $130,000,000. 

The benefactions bestowed by the United States upon the great lines 
of railway that unite us with the far West are not, all taken together, 
to be compared with this. The Canadian Pacific Railroad was built 
for two purposes, and it is time that any administration that conducts 
the affairs of the Government of the United States, no matter what 
may be its politics, no matter which party it may represent, should 
take into consideration and watch with jealous scrutiny the course 
pursued by Canada, with Great Britain behind her, in building tnese 
great roads that stretch from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. 
There never should be a day in the future when this whole question 
should net be considered by the existing Administration and taken 
into accountin any negotiation between Great Britain and the United 
States. 

The administration now or in the future that is derelict in this ought 
to be condemned by the American people because of its want of patriot- 
ism in not looking closely to these rival enterprises, which bode no good 
to our own interests. 

This great road, shored up by these colossal subsidies, was built for 
two purposes: First, to add tothe military strength of Canada as acom- 
ponent part of the British Empire, and thus to British power ina mili- 
tary sense by opening this communication, which it would control under 


1 | all emergencies, between the St. Lawrence River and the Pacific Ocean. 
more at the bottom of the controversies that have arisen and the wrongs | 


narrow basis on which this negotiation was conducted to Great Britain | 
or Canada besides free fish that would cause her to yield that which is | 
our contention on this subject, the admission of all our vessels, fishing | 


or others, into every privilege of a commercial nature enjoyed by Great 


commercial nations throughout the civilized globe? If we could not 
give them free fish, what great privileges already enjoyed by Canada 
through the generosity of the United States could we urge to induce 
Great Britain to give to us full commercial rights for all our vessels 
wherever they floated the American flag in any of her colony’s ports? 

That brings me, Mr. President, to the consideration of such matters 
as the Administration did not propose to consider in this negotiation, 
but which, I believe, must be considered in some future negotiation 
before the subject of the fishery contention can be settled fully and 
finally and fairly between the two nations. 

I have referred to the constant course of Canada under British in- 
spiration and British instruction and British backing for the last twenty 
years in gaining commercial advantages over us. Ever since the Do- 
minion of Canada was created, in 1867, twenty-one years ago, a single 
purpose has been steadily borne in mind and pushed by the Canadian 
authorities, to the detriment of the commerce, trade, and business of the 
United States. These provinces before were of small account; they 
had little communication. The maritime provinces had their own in- 
terests, and there was little in common between them and the prov- 
inces of Ontario, Quebec, and the far regions that stretch away to the 
Pacific Ocean. There was no concert of action, there was little trade, 
there was little prosperity, there was little growth; but the moment 
these provinces were united and became the Dominion of Canada, then 
the British spirit, which nobody can study without having a sort of 
admiration for it, of making its power felt, of pushing for advantages 
against rival and adjacent nations, began to be shown by the Canadian 
Government. 

It was a country comparatively without railroads at that time; it 
had no capital; it had no accumulation of wealth that could be drawn 
upon to build railroads that should compete with the marvelous growth 
and expansion of the railway system of the United States whichstretched 
itsiron chains away to the Pacific and bound the two oceans together— 
Canada was helpless, so far as individual effort was concerned, in the 
construction of railway lines that should compete with ours and reduce 
their business and their profits. 

Governmental aid was at once invoked, and there is no such spectacle 
afforded in the history of the world of governmental assistance in the 
form of subsidy, in money and land and bonds and payment of interest 


| the resources of Canada, to her wealth, at our expense. 
3ri tain and Canada in our ports, and interchangeably by the mercantile | 
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Everything involved in what is kuown as the Monroe doctrine rises to 
view when this subject is considered, for here, at an expense of $150,- 
000,000, a foreign power is adding immeasurably to its military weight 
and establishing conditions which may in the future be fraught with 
the gravest considerations to us. But the present Administration pays 
no attention to this, and not only have these subjects not been taken 
into account in negotiations, but added commercial privileges have been 
granted by it. 

That, we may say, was the first object in building the great Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

There was another object equally apparent, and that was to add to 
The Canadian 
Pacific Railroad, owing the life that is in it to governmental aid, was 
not constructed under circumstances such as surrounded the building 
of our American systems in the United States. Wherever with us a 
railroad was built civilization followed; towns sprang up almost as fast 
as the rails were laid, and in many cases before they were laid; cities 
arose that have been the marvel of the age, making it difficult to com- 
pute their growth in wealth and in population, thereby adding to the 
revenue of the road and making the enterprise one that would justify 
the investment of private capital. 

The local business upon the great routes that have been built in the 
United States to connect us with the Pacific has been constantly in- 
creasing, and is to-day, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], 
who has given such faithful attention to this subject knows, a great 
factor in the conditions of prosperity that attend these great roads. 
The Canadian Pacific presented an entirely different condition. It 
runs for hundreds of miles through waste places. It has been pushed 
forward, not by any development along its line that is worth counting; 
not by business that has come in from the regions through which it 
has passed, but by the rich hand of the Government that has over- 
flowed in its bounty upon every mile that the road has been built. 

What, then, was the object, Mr. President, underlying the building 
of this road aside from the military feature to which I have adverted? 
It was seen that there was a prospect that this road, finding its ter- 
minus at Vancouver, with additional help from the British and Cana- 
dian Government, in the way of establishing steam-ship lines to connect 
with the road and to run to Asiatic ports, might not only divert com- 
merce that would otherwise naturally come to the United States, but 
that in addition to that, this commerce coming directly from Asia, if 
eur Government could be impressed, persuaded, or wheedled into an ar- 
rangement, traffic could be actually taken from our own lines in our 
own territory and our own ports and diverted to the Canadian road. 
It was a bold assumption, but it has succeeded with this Administra- 
tion. The foresight of the British and Canadian policy has been justi- 
fied. 

On the 12th day of December last a resolution passed the Senate di- 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury— 

To transmit to the Senate copies of all letters or other communications in his 


Department relating to the recent bondingjof the Pacific Coast Steam-ship Com- 
pany, together with copies of all other papers touching said transaction, 
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The Secretary inclosed copies of the desired papers. Iread from Sen- | map tl will la 
ate Executive Document No. 32 the present session. Following this | Lak« pel vr t ! tt ( 
is ihe reply of the S retary, t smitting the correspondence had by ri i ( ( ¢ r t i 


him and his assistant with the collector of customs in San Francisco | tl Lakes ] L 
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indicated by the construction of the heavy armament of Great Britain 
in the Northwest? Is there in international relations any apparent 
cause for the construction of great defenses for that part of the British 
Empire? Is there any foreign power that threatens that coast, or can 
they be erected with reference to any probable condition of events ex- 
cept it may be warlike conflicts with the United States? I should 
like to know the Senator’s view of the immense fortifications on the 
Pacific coast being erected by the British Government. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not believe that any enlightened British statesman 
contemplates with any feeling except apprehension and dread armed con- 
flict with the United States. Ido not believe that there is any purpose 
on the part of any British administration, or has been in the last ten 
years, or is likely to be, any deliberate purpose or desire to enter into 
hostile conflict with the United States; but the things that are going on 
now, such as those to which the Senator from New Hampshire has 
called our attention, are in the line of Great Britain’s course always. 
She is, after the fashion that is commended in the proverbs, provident 
for the future, and wherever her trade begins to extend, wherever her 
business begins to take root, as it has of late through the development of 
the Canadian railroad system, there Great Britain in time of peace pre- 
pares for war. 

I know of nothing in the situation referred to by the Senator from 
New Hampshire that would account for the expenditure of money by 
Great Britain and the erection of works such as he has described, except 
in carrying out this policy on the part of Great Britain; and it ought 
to admonish the United States, setting aside any question of counter 
preparation on our part, that in any negotiation that takes place to settle 
contentions between us and Great Britain or Canada we should not 
leave out these matters that have led to such transactions as the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire referred to. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask one question further? I should like to 
know if under the arrangement of 1817, to which the Senator has re- 
ferred, between these two nations, in order that their power of offense 
or defense should be in equilibrium, neither having the advantage of 
the other in view of what future controversies might require, there 
should be any less reason why the construction of great fortifications 
or the establishment of great naval stations on the Pacific coast should 
not be looked upon as equally dangerous to American interests in that 
part of the world? Canit be otherwise than a fact that with this naval 
preparation and these fortifications of the harbors the British power is 
in a condition whenever a crisis in any matter occurs to sweep every 
American interest from the Pacific coast without any pretense of resist- 
ance on our part? I ask whether an act of that kind ought not to be 
looked upon asin the interest of possibly future hostile relations in the 
contemplation of that power? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can draw his own inference as to what 
may be at the bottom of this policy as conducted by Great Britain. 

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, a remarkable spectacle that in 
this emergency we are confronted with what perhaps is a solid array 
on the other side of the Chamber, which takes the ground that this 
treaty is sufficient under the circumstances; that under it our rights 
are secured; that itis a praiseworthy resakt of an important negotiation. 
Of course it follows that in advocating the treaty Democratic Senators 
find themselves arguing the British side. The Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. GRAY] was conscious of this, when, in his elaborate and able 
speech on Monday last, he presented the case of the Administration in 
favor of the treaty. 

I do not believe that all Senators on the other side will accept this 
position with complacency or satisfaction. In controversies which 
have heretofore arisen with Great Britain such has not been the fashion 
of the great leaders of the Democratic party. They have taken pride 
in maintaining the American side, which must now be left to this side 
of the Chamber. But Democratic Senators this year are led at chariot 
wheels. They are obeying the orders of the President, and from that 
source they have received no patriotic inspiration to guide them in 
the consideration of this subject. 

Thirty-seven years ago in the United States Senate an old Demo- 
cratic Senator from the State of Arkansas, in the course of a speech 
upon a controversy which had arisen with Great Britain in relation to 
the fisheries, said: 

It is a remarkable fact that in looking back through the history of our Gov- 
ernment, especially to the war period of 1812 and since that time, in every dis- 
pute or hostile collision with a foreign country, without an exception that now 
occurs to me, there has been a party in our country and represented in the two 
Houses of Congress, which has invariably taken sides with that foreign coun- 
try and against our own. 

It was Senator Solon Borland, of Arkansas, who uttered these 
words 

Mr. HOAR. I was called out by a colleague in the other House 
about ten rainutes ago when the Senator was entering upon a very in- 
teresting portion of his remarks, as I can well conjecture, for I came 
back while he was speaking of the great expenditure made by Canada 
and the British Government in regard to railroads, and then he made 
some observations about the stipulation of 1817 in regard to the naval 
armaments that may be maintained on the lakes by the two countries. 
I should like to ask the Senator in that connection if he stated to the 
Senate the fact that has come to my knowledge, that Canada has just 
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contracted for a ship-railway across the isthmus between the Bay of 
Fundy and the Gulf of St. Lawrence, to which she has stipulated a 
guaranty of 20 per cent. on the stock, and which is to convey vessels 
not less than 2,700 tons, so that she will be able from any station on 
the Bay of Fundy or even from Halifax to transport very promptly, 
and in case of difficulty with this country, any number of gun-boats 
sufficient to navigate the entire length of all these lakes? In addition 
to that she has contracted or is about to contract,is making arrange- 
ments as I know from very high authority, for a shorter but generally 
parallel route to the Welland Canal, making connection between the 
upper and the lower lakes, which, in connection with this ship-railway, 
will bring her vessels to our own doors, so that she will have within 
the next two or three years the entire command of the lakes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have made no allusion to the subject 
that has been so well adduced by the Senator from Massachusetts, be- 
cause I was not fully informed as to the facts as he is, and I am obliged 
to him for having brought this matter into the discussion, because it 
supplements what I have been saying as to the course that is being pur- 
sued by Great Britain from year to year, and, indeed, as in this case 
that he has brought here, at the present day. 

Mr. President, Iam not one of those who believe that these subjects- 
matter which have a growing importance touching the relations be- 
tween the United States and Canada, and therefore Great Britain, will 
be ultimately settled without further negotiations. Why it was that 
our negotiators, who were able and honest and patriotic men, yielded 
and accepted such a treaty as thisI can not say. I do not attribute to 
them, knowing them all well as I do, any motive or impulse in the 
least shaded by impropriety. I do say this, however, that one month 
before these negotiators came to an accord and the treaty that is now 
lying before the Senate was signed, I do not think a man could have 
been found in Washington who believed that a treaty would be con- 
cluded. What considerations moved in the mind of the American ne- 
gotiators neither I nor any associate of mine here can tell. But we do 
know that at last our representatives gave way, and the able gentle- 
men on the other side succeeded in negotiating a treaty that they were 
satisfied with. And because that treaty is really in substance of so 
little account, because it secures to the interest that is most affected 
nothing worth reckoning, because the great opportunities that these 
negotiators had of considering all subjects arising between the two 
nations in a broad and liberal way and securing a treaty that would 
have settled the peace of the two countries for a generation—because 
of all these things I am opposed to the ratification of the treaty. 

I do not suppose that anybody believes that this treaty will be rati- 
fied by theSenate. Mischief enough, I fear, will come out of it at best. 
In any subsequent negotiation I fear that our side will be hampered and 
embarrassed by the concessions that have been made in this treaty. I 
do not think it is fitting or proper in open session to go into a discus- 
sion of that point. : 

I have endeavored, Mr. President, and I thank the Senate for its at- 
tention, to show some of the reasons why it is that the American peo- 
ple believe that this treaty does not meet the occasion and should be 
rejected by the Senate. The public sense is keenly alive when any 
question of national pride or national humiliation is concerned, and I 
make no doubt that the Senate will agree in its action with the clear 
and plain sentiment of the people that, weighed in the balance, this 
treaty is found wanting. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. There comes over as unfinished business from yester- 
day the District of Columbia appropriation bill, leaving two amend- 
ments undisposed of subject to action. I think it will take but a few 
moments to dispose of them. I should be glad to have that bill acted 
on now inorder that it may go into conference, so as not torun the risk 
of failure by the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rose for the purpose of asking unanimous consent 
that these resolutions shall go over until Monday week without preju- 
dice to their present condition before the Senate, so that they may come 
up at the conclusion of the routine business of the morning hour on 
Monday week. Ido that because some Senators on the other side have 
indicated to me a desire to be absent next week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorp in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that the resolutions be laid 
over until a week from next Monday. 

Mr. HALE. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. The resolutions are postponed till Monday, June 25. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up the District appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 62) to provide for 
fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to consider Order 
of Business 649, being the bill (S. 405) providing for the adjustment of 
accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law. 
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The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
had been recognized. 

Mr. PLUMB. Icannotyield. We must first consider bills for which 
there is absolute necessity. After this appropriation bill is disposed of 
I am directed to bring up another one, but I shall allow an interval 
between them for other business. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the conclusion of the appropriation bill I shall 
make the request again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the request of 
the Senator from Kansas that the regular order be temporarily laid 
aside for the consideration of the District appropriation bill. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire what the regular order is. 
I have just come in, having been detained in committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is the bill 
(S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] who had charge originally of the general bill to pro- 
vide for the construction of post-office buildings, or the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEsT] what the plan is in regard to the consideration of 
that bill. It is a very important bill, and has been some time before 
the Senate. It is a bill in which I have taken a good deal of interest, 
having first presented the subject to the Senate formally by a bill, and 
I should like to know if the Senator will not make some arrangement 
by which it can be called up at an early day, either under a special or- 
der or otherwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. That bill was reported by the Senator from Mis- 
souri {Mr. Vest] from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. I am anxious, and I know the members of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds are, to press that bill at the earliest 
day possible on the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no doubt whatever of this, Mr. President, 
but the bill has been much delayed unexpectedly, and I wanted to 
make an appeal to whichever Senator has the bill in charge at this time 
to bring it forward, to advance it, if possible, and secure the designation 
of a day when it may be considered, and I hope it may be on as early a 


day as possible, and to do this it seems necessary to have some definite | 


understanding respecting its consideration with the formal consent of 
the Senate now. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to take up the bill, 
but I must state to the Senate that the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER] will be absent next week. The Senator from Wisconsin and 
myself framed the bill. If reported it at his suggestion, but he really 
has charge of it. I reported it in his absence, and I would rather he 
should be here when it is considered. Whatever day is agreed upon 
between Senators willsuitme. I shall be here when the bill comes up. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin is to be 
away for a few days, but I would ask him before he goes, if he can, to 
fix upon some day which will be agreeable to him for its consideration, 
and that he ask the Senate to agree that that day shall be set aside for 
the consideration of the bill. 


Mr. SPOONER. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- | 


sidered after the morning hour one week from Friday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that Order of Business 1101, being the bill (S. 
2762) to provide for the erection of public buildings for post-offices in 
towns and cities where the post-office receipts for three years preced- 
ing have exceeded $3,000 annually, be taken up for consideration im- 
mediately after the morning business on one week from Friday next, 
being the 22d instant. Is there objection ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator whether that interferes 
with bills for street railways and the various special orders. If so, I 
will object. Otherwise, I will not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to interfere with the special orders. 
I will say after the special orders have been disposed of. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to inquire of the Senator if it wil] not answer 
his purpose to give notice that at that time he will call up the bill. 
And a majority of the Senate, without doubt, unless there is some ex- 
igency in the way, would accede to the Senator’s suggestion. But 
making special orders in the last days of the session involves a great 
deal of trouble often. I suggest to the Senator that he give notice 
that at that time he will call up the bill. He can have the assurance, 
I think, of the Senate that, unless some pressing exigency is in the way, 
such a notice would be regarded. 


Mr. VEST. Ishould like to make a parliamentary inquiry. The | 


bill was taken up and considered by the Senate, I think, when the 
Senate was going on with the Calendar. Then in some manner it was 
laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the bill 
is now upon the Calendar. It has never been under consideration ex- 
cept on the call of the Calendar, and is subject to the order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. VEST. The bill was taken up by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But other business has intervened. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Missouri will remember, I think, 
that the bill came up under the five-minute rule, under an order to 
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proceed to the consideration of bills regularly upon the Calendar. It 
was reached and was considered under that rule, and it then went over 
and occupied its position at the head of the Calendar. It has been set 
aside from day to day by other orders. 

Mr. VEST. According to parliamentary law, after other bills that 
intervene have been disposed of then the bill comes before the Senate 
without being made a special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that when 


other business intervenes, if the bill was taken up on motion, it went 
back to the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would say to the Senator from Missouri that in 
his absence the bill was reached, and at the request of his colleague it 


was passed over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I was not aware of that. 

Mr.SPOONER. I am quite content to adopt the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs],in which I think 
there is force, and I will ask, the bill being in charge of the Senator 
from Missouri, that he give notice that on one week from the coming 
Friday after the morning hour, he will ask the Senate to take up and 
consider the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Letthe Senator from Wisconsin do that; or if he prefers 
I give that notice. 

Mr.SPOONER. That will suit me. I shall be here at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his request, and the Senator from Missouri gives notice that one 
week from Friday next, after the morning business, he will move to take 
up the bill for consideration. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up the District appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent to change an amendment 
adopted yesterday. The change becomes necessary by what has since 
occurred. I ask that on page 19, in the place of what now constitute 
| lines 19 and 20, what I send to the desk be inserted. There is some 
| question about the location of streets in the northeast part of the city 
which has only been satisfactorily settled this morning, which makes 
it desirable, if not necessary, that this amendment should be changed 
as proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to change lines 19 and 20, in sec- 
tion 1, on page 19, so as to read: 


For work on Fourth street, towards the Bunker Hill road, and on First street 
extended to Michigan avenue, and from thence aioug said avenue to Lincoln 
road, $15,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. There was an amendment on page 38 in the appro- 
priations ‘‘ for charities’? which was amended by adding certain words. 
I ask unanimous consent, after consulting the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWEs], to substitute for the amendment offered by him 
what I send to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 38, in section 1, line 15, after the word 
‘*dollars,’’ it is proposed to strike out the amendment already agreed 
to and to insert: 





And from this sum the commissioners may allot to the Washington Night 
Lodging House Association a gross sum not exceeding $1,500 to be expended 
in the discretion of said association; and the commissioners may allot part of 
the appropriation remaining to the Young Woman's Christian Home for main- 
tenance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now ask that the amendment of the committee, on 
page 42, line 1, may be modified. ‘the amendment provides, ‘one 
draughtsman, $1,800.’’ It should be $1,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that modi- 
| fication will be made. 
| The question before the Senate is on the amendmenxt offered by the 
| 
i 





Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to an amendment reported as in 
Committee of the Whole. The clerks inform the Chair that the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida is in the possession of that 
Senator. 

Mr. CALL. On page 2, line 20, I move, after the first word ‘‘ one,”’ 
to insert the word ‘‘ chief;’’ so as to read: 

One chief inspector of plumbing 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On the same page, in line 20, I move to strike out 
** $1,800’ and insert ‘'$3,000;’’ so as to read: 

One chief inspector of plumbing, $3,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted in the Rec- 
ORD the recommendation of the majority of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the accompanying letter. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 
ComMMITTER ON DisrRicT oF CoLuMBIA, 


We recommend the passage of the amendment to the District appropriation 
bill, in line 20, page 2, so as to read as follows: ‘‘One supervising inspector of 
plumbing in all buildings and of sewers in the District of Columbia, $3,500.” 


J. W. DANIEL, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
©. B. FARWELL, 
JONATHAN CHACE, 
JOHN C., SPOONER, 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
WaAsnineton, D. C., May 29, 1888. 
Dear Sir: With pleasure we notice the action you have proposed upon the 
ubestion of the sanitary inspection of all dwellings. We believe that many 
houses which are oceupied as dwellings, and some of our public buildings, are 
80 deplorably unhealthy as to menace the public health, and without some ac- 
tion of Congress there is no authority for the application of remedial measures, 
The inspector of plumbing, though evidently an efficient and energetic officer, 
has no authority beyond the examination of private structures in course of 
erection; and we earnestly recommend the early and favorable action of Con- 
gress upon some measure similar to that proposed by you. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. M. GALT. 
S$. C. BUSEY, M. D. 
W. W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 
CHARLES C, GLOVER. 
E. FRANCIS RIGGS. 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate. 

As it is proposed to increase the duties of the inspector of plumbing, and 
knowing what additional labor and responsibility this work will put upon him, 
I feel that the salary of his present office is much toosmall. The technical knowl- 
edge which he employs and the work he now does ought to be well paid for. 

W. W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 

From personal observation, I regard the services of the inspector of plumb- 
ing as most valuable to the people of this District, and [ consider the present 
incumbent an intelligent and valuable officer. Even without any increase of 
labor his present salary is too small and should be largely increased. 

J. W. THOMPSON, 

W. C. WHITTEMORE. 
THOS. J. FISHER & CO. 
N. W. BURCHELL. 

B. H. WARNER. 

I not only concur with the within, but I think thatthe office of inspector of 
plumbing is one of the most important in the District, and that the present in- 
cumbent has proved himself to be the right man in the rightplace. ‘The proper 
performance of the duties of inspectoris so important and responsible that $4,000 


would be the best use the Government could make of that amount annually | 


for his salary. He is well worth it. 
JOS. TABER JOHNSON, M. D. 
8. C. BUSEY, M. D. 

VASHINGTON, June 11, 1888. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended in the 
Senate. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on page 31, 
line 11, by striking out, after the word ‘ under-ground,’’ the word 
“‘thirty-six’’ and inserting ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For putting District wires under-ground, $25,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Since yesterday I have found a copy of the let- 
ter of the president of the District commissioners, addressed to the chair- 
man of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, in which the commissioners recommend an 
increase in the estimate for putting District telegraph and telephone 
wires under-ground from $25,000 to $36,000. LI call the attention of 
the Senator from Kansas to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, that hasjust been brought to my attention. The 
committee proceeded upon the faith of the estimate made by the com- 
missioners and did not know of the existence of this supplemental es- 
timate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course I supposed that the Senator incharge 
of the bill was not aware of this recommendation. I hope that the 
amendment of the committee will be disagreed to. 

I also continue in the belief that the Senate should hold on to the 
proposition of the House of Representatives to begin the work of put- 
ting the telegraph, telephone, and electric light wires in this District 
underground. I do not believe if we wait fora wholesale and compre- 
hensive plan that we shall get any of them under ground within the 
next five or ten years, whereas, I believe, if a beginning is made, and 
through those streetsand avenues where the District commissioners put 
the District wires under ground we put all other wires under ground, 
we shall have made a beginning which in time will have an end, and 
this city will take the lead, as it should take the lead, of all the cities 
in the United States in putting all wires under ground, so that from 
one end of the city to the other, through our parks and our broad ave- 
nues and over our magnificent public, buildings, there may not be the 
disfigurement of a single telegraph wire or a single telegraph pole. 

Task for the yeas and nays on the question of concurring in the 
amendment striking out the proviso. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that question is put I wish to modify the amend- 
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ment of the committee, which can be done by unanimous consent. I 
ask that the amendment of the committee be amended by restoring the 
sum of $36,000 in place of $25,000. 

But while up I wish to say that in my judgment nothing could be 
more harmful to that which the Senator from New Hampshire has so 


| much at heart than the adoption of this proposition. I think his own 
| good sense would dictate to him that when we come to put the wires 


EEE 





under ground it must be under some arrangement whereby the tenure 
by which these companies are to occupy the streets under ground may 
be determined in advance; and until that is done there ean be no prac- 
ticable submerging of the wires. To do otherwise would result, as I 
believe, in tearing up the streets and leaving them torn up while ex- 
pensive and protracted litigation, and, as I think, to the defeat of the 
District, will be going on. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to have the amendment read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 31, line 11, the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, struck out ‘‘ thirty-six ’’ and inserted ‘‘ twenty-five;”’ 
so as to read: 

For putting District wires under ground, $25,000, 

Mr. PLUMB. I asked unanimous consent that that amendment 
might be disagreed to, and the sum restored to $36,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas, if 
he will allow me, whether there isnot a considerable mite of legislation 
on this bill for the District of Columbia? It so reads tome. If it be 
so, it has certainly been ruled in the Senate by the Presiding Officer 
that no legislation can be had on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know of any legislation but the lastseetion. 
which provides for a lapse of funds, except such as was put on by the 
other Honse. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then that isenough. One mere matter of 
legislation on an appropriation bill is in violation of the rules, as the 
President of the Senate has expressed himself. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, theamend- 


| ment will be non-concurred in. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. There is an objection. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question reeurs upon concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. [Putting the 
question. | ‘The noes appear to have it 

Mr. CHANDLER. What amendment is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in lines 11 and 12 
on page 31. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the amendment in regard to the amount ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. CHACE. [I eall for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will then be held as not 
having been announced. The Senator from Rhode Island asks fora 
division. Senators in the affirmative will rise. [A panse.] No Sena- 
tor having risen, is a further division insisted upon ? 

Mr. CHACE. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmentis non-concurred in. 
The question recurs on concurring in the amendment striking out the 
proviso from line 12 to line 22, on page 31. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask for the reading of the words proposed to 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken out 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, on 
page 31, line 12, after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ struck out the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall require all 
telegraph, telephone, and other wires to be removed from all streets, avenues, 
and alleys wherefrom the District wires have been or may be removed, and to 
require all wires to be placed under ground at the expense of the body-corpo- 
rate, company, or person now maintaining, owning, or using the same. The 
location of conduits, the trenching, excavation, and relaying of pavements in 
streets and alleys of the cables and devices used to be subject to the direetion 
and approval of the said commissioners. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment was agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole and was reserved for a separate vote in the 
Senate. The question now reeurs upon concurring in the amendment. 
To vote ‘‘ay’’ strikes it out; to vote ‘‘no’’ leaves it in the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. JI ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this question the Senator from 
New Hampshire asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And I ask the President of the Senate to 
rule now whether that is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The provision isin the bill, and was- 
not offered as anamendment. If the Senator from Virginia will exam- 
ine the rule, he will find that the provision to which he refers relates 
only to amendments offered inthe Senate. The proviso proposed to be 
stricken out is a part of the bill. 
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PLU MB. = it came from the House of Represent atives. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The amendment proposes to strkt 
out the proviso. ’ . 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not care whether it came from Ux 
House of Representatives or not. If itis legislation on an appropria- 
tion bill, it has no more rig ht to be on the bill as it came from the oth 
House than if it were propt sed to put it on in the Senate 

Mr. PLUMB. It is proposed to strike it out. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then let us strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tike Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal on the ques- 
tion of coneurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLE! [ am quite in favor of compelling the telegraph « 
panies to put the eir wires under ground, but it seems to me, as th Se 
ator from Kansas suggests, that there is no proper provision 1 made here, 
It ean not be left, I think, entirely to the commissioners to make 
regulations; Congress should do it. Therefore I shall vote to strike 
out the proviso, 

The PRESIDENT pro len pore. The Secre itary W ill call the roll on 
concurring in the _——. 

Mr. PLUMB. ~' Vhat does an affirmative vote do? Will the Chair 
please state it again ? a 

The PRESIDEN v pro tempore. To vote in the affirmative strikes 
out the proviso contained in lines 12 to 22, inclusive, on page 01. he 
roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called) 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called 
the Se nator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 
would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
not know how he would voie. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam pai 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. M1ircHELL }. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called lam paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. PUGH (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EpmMunpDs]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam informed by the colleague of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. QuAyY] that he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if present. 
As I should vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question, I will therefore vote. 1 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Dlinois [ Mr. Far- 
WELL]. I do not know how he would vote on this question. I should 
vote ‘‘ yea’’ if I were not paired. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that the Senator from Florida can vy 
without any question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
sire to have his vote recorded? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Illinois [M 
would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. Then I vote ‘‘yea.’ 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
~ Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I have cast 
my vote, as I am informed by some friends on the other side that the 


I am paired with 


I am paire 
do not know 


I withhold my vot I 


Morriryu], and I do 


Tam paire 1 


the Senator from Florida de- 


r. FARWELL], if bh 


Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], with whom I have a pair gener- | 


ally, would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], but I do not unde rstand that this vote divides at all upon 
general opinions, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] it 
he knows how the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MogRiLyi] would b« 
likely to vote on this question if he were present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not tell. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont, but 

would vote if I thought the Senator from Vermont would vot 

‘ye *« 

Mr. ALLISON. I know how he ought to vote. I think he ought 
to vote in the a but I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order to help make a quorum I shall y 
this not being a sae question. I shall vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. HAMPTON ] is absent and unpaired. That being so, I will transfer 


my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Sena- | 


tor from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], and I 
* yea,”? 
Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. 


will record my vote 


Having been told that if the Senator 
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stands, by an appropriation bill. The Senator from Nevada now asks 
unanimous consent that Senate bill 62 may be informally laid aside to 
proceed with the consideration of the resolution indicated by him. 
The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that both 
orders may be displaced to enable the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 405. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I do not ask that Senate bill 62 shall be dis- 
placed. I ask unanimous consent that it be temporarily laid aside in 
order that the bill I have indicated may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do, if unanimous consent can be given for the con- 
sideration of his resolution. I am also willing that the regular order 
may be laid aside for the purpose of considering the bill of the Senator 
from New Hampshire when it is reached. I am willing to give way to 
both measures, but I do not wish to have the regular order displaced. 
That is all I desire to guard against. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator from Nevada suggests that to-morrow 
morning will answer his purpose, I shall object, hoping to see some ar- 
rangement made to dispose of his resolution to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think both Senators would get their measures 
disposed of if they would take them up in their order. 

Mr, PLUMB. I think I can make a suggestion that will relieve the 
situation somewhat. It was my design immediately after the comple- 
tion of the District of Columbia appropriation bill to call up the bill 
making appropriations for the AgriculturalyDepartment. I agreed to 
waive that for the purpose of allowing the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire at least to try to get up his bill, as that seemed to be the temper 
of the Senate. In view of what the Senator from Nevada says about 
his convenience concerning the resolution which he has submitted, and 
the other matters here, I shall not move either one of the appropria- 
tion bills pending to-day, but I give notice that to-morrow, immedi- 
ately at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move to take 
up the agricultural appropriation bill, and if that is disposed of in time 
I shall hope to conclude the consideration of the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill also to-morrow. That will give time enough for the consid- 
eration of the other matters to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the request of 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], that Senate bill 62, being 
the unfinished business, may be informally laid aside to enable him to 
move to proceed to the consideration of the resolution indicated by 
him. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 object, in the hope that the Senator’s resolution 
may come up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by him, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish a full state- 
ment of all offers of bonds, ete. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. The 
effect of it is to displace the pending order. Iam willing to accept any 
accommodation of the matter, but not to have the pending order dis- 
placed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the sake of furthering the business I trust 
that the Senator from Nevada and the Senator from New Hampshire 
will both have an opportunity to present their matters, and then, as a 
matter of course, without any further order the bill in charge of the 
Senator from Oregon will come up. It seems to me to be a waste of 
time to call for the yeas and-nays, and if pairs are observed that will 
be the end of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not at all—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable, and 
debate can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am aware of that; but yet I have heard very pro- 
longed debates upon questions situated precisely as this is. I desire to 
say, by unanimous consent, that here is a great measure, at least one 
which concerns a great many working people in this country. It has 
been pending Congress after Congress, and I feel as though I ought to 
ask the Senate to take the responsibility of any further postponement. 
The Senator from Oregon is not ready to proceed with his bill; he is 
not desirous of proceeding with it, and if the Senate or somebody must 
make a choice between the consideration of this measure and the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Nevada, and there is to be debate, I must 
ask the Senate to decide the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from New Hampshire going to be ab- 
sent from the city at any time within a day or two? 

Mr. BLAIR. Idonotknowin regardtothat. Ihavesome desire to be 
absent, but I find that the public business will require the attention of 
somebody and I shall make quite as much sacrifice by remaining as by 
going. I do not think that the convenience of Senators in disregard- 
ing the requirements of public duty ought to be preferred to the con- 
venience of Senators who will stay here at still greater inconvenience 
and attend to the public service. 

Mr. HARRIS. The reason of my inquiry is because if the Senator 
from New Hampshire is going to remain here, as the Senator from Ne- 
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vada is going away, it would furnish to my mind an obvious reason 
why we ought to give the Senator from Nevada the right of way. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee, by the con- 
sent of the Senate, that I have been here attending to the public serv- 
ice without exception every day until yesterday since this session be- 
gan, so far as I remember, and I have much of the time remained in 
the hope of getting consideration for this bill. I know that those who 
are interested in pressing the bill have been here a long while at great 
expense, many of them, and they are exceedingly desirous that it shall 
be considered, and so is nearly every Senator in this body, as I under- 
stand. It was the understanding that this bill should be considered 
to-day if some arrangement could be made in regard to the appropria- 
tion bills, which had the right of way against everything, and I must 
ask the Senate to do the postponing, if it is to be done. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I can make a proposition which will permit 
the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Nevada to 
press their measures without interfering with mine. I ask unanimous 
consent that the regular order be laid aside temporarily, to’ be resumed 
at 2 o’clock on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 62) to 
provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, may be infor- 
mally laid aside, its consideration to be resumed on Monday next at 2 
o’clock in the afternoon. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that it be. postponed until Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent it may be 
informally laid aside, and the consideration resumed on Monday next 
at 2 0’clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

OFFER OF BONDS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada [Mr, 
STEWART] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.STEWART. I wish to have my motion put to take up the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwithdraw my demand for the yeas and nays on the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution submit- 
ted by him directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish a full 
statement of all offers of bonds, etc. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely wish to say, by unanimous consent, that I 
hope the motion will not prevail, so that I may have an opportunity to 
move to take up Senate bill 405. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted June 11 by Mr. StTEw- 
ART, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the 
Government since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, 
premiums asked,and names of parties offering bonds; also with a full state« 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of purchase, amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and names of parties selling since said date. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion to commit to the Committee on Finance. That takes precedence 
of the motion to amend. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That motion, I believe, was made by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion was made by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot see him inhis seat. I hope the motion, 
however, will be withdrawn; or, if not withdrawn, that it will be voted 
down. 

I shall make my statement now in regard to the amendment which 
I have pending, in order that we may dispose of this resolution as 
speedily as possible. 

When the Secretary of the Treasury first began inviting offers o! 
bonds under the law in order to reduce the surplus in the Treasury, 
the Treasury Department received the proposals and daily made a state- 
ment showing the name of the person offering bonds, the kind of bonds 
offered, whether coupon or registered, whether 4} percents or 4 per- 
cents, and the rate at which they were offered. That statement con- 
tained, as I say, the names of the persons making the proposals to sel] 
their bonds, a description of the bonds, and the price at which they 
were offered. 

The Secretary of the Treasury also gave the press for publication a 
statement of the acceptance of the bonds. This was continued for some 
time, when numerous complaints were made against the disclosure of 
the names of those who made proposals to sell bonds. It was claimed 
that it was proving injurious to individual business men, that it was 
giving publicity to transactions which should not be made public, that 
it was deterring individuals engaged in business from making proposals 
to sell.their bonds for fear that a misconstruction would be put upor 
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their offer in the commercial world. It was upon these protests that 
the Treasury Department changed the policy and gave to the press only 
a statement of the proposals received, the number of bonds, the char- 
acter and designation of the bonds offered, the price at which they were 
offered, and then a statement as to the bonds accepted. 

These statements gave every particle of information which could be 
desired by the most curious in regard to these bonds. They gave the 
number, the amount, and character of the bond, whether it was a hun- 
dred-dollar bond or $5,000 in bonds, whether a 4 per cent. or a 45 per 
cent., and whether coupon or registered, and the price at which the 
bonds were offered. That was published. It was given out to the press 
at 12 o’clock. At 2 o’clock was given out the acceptance of the bonds, 
and that acceptance contained every particle of the information called 
for by the resolution, except simply the name of the person who offered 
to sell, which was first given out and the doing of which was changed 
for the reason I have stated. 


The Treasury Department keeps a complete record entitled ‘‘asvhed- | 


ule of proposals received,’’ giving the date of the sale of bonds under | 
As the proposals | 


the Department circular No. 42, of April 17, 1888. 
are received each day, they are entered upon this schedule in consecu- 
tive order, and numbered each day from 1 up. Upon this schedule 
is entered the name of the person proposing to sell the bonds, with the 
post-office address, and the kind of bonds, whether coupon or regis- 
tered, the rate, and the price net, the percent. realized to the investor 
and to the United States, and then whether the offer is accepted or re- 
jected. At 12 o'clock all the bids or proposals are given out, showing 
what I have indicated, and at 2 o’clock the acceptances are given out. 

I referred to the curiosity or anxiety of the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada to find out thenames of the persons whoare offering bonds. 
That curiosity may be explained in part by what I believe to be on rec- 
ord in the Treasury Department. 
day of May, 1888, one Ivan C. Michels, a journalist of this city, 622 F 
street, boarding at the Tremont House, addressed a letter to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, Hon. C.S. Fairchild, in which he said in substance, 
“If agreeable to you, would thank you if you would favor the Senate 
Committee on Mines and Mining witha detailed statement of the United 
States bonds offered and accepted by the Treasury Department from 
April 17 to the present day, and hereafter to send the daily reports as 
furnished to the press to said committee.”’ 

I believe that in pursuance of this letter addressed to the Secretary 
and requesting him to send a list of these offers to the Senate Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining, of which the distinguished Senator from 
Nevada is chairman, the Treasury Department furnished to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining a detailed statement, giving all the in- 
formation called for by the resolution, save only the names of the per- 
sons proposing to sell bonds to the Government. So the distinguished 
Senator from Nevada has had and enjoyed rights and privileges which 
other Senators have not enjoyed. He and the distinguished journalist 
whose name I have given have had before them all the time a com- 
plete statement of the bonds bought by the Government. 

Now, why do they insist upon having the names? There must bea 
reason; there must be some motive. Why do they want the names 
of the gentlemen who are proposing to sell bonds? As I said yester- 
day, if there were the least intimation that there had been any impro- 
priety of any kind in any act of the Treasury Department charged, I 
should then very gladly withdraw the proposed amendment I have 
offered. 

The Treasury Department has no more interest in this matter than 
any Senator upon this floor. The Treasury Department in this whole 
matter has acted for what it believed to be the very best interests of 
the public service and the very best means of securing bonds at the 
lowest price. I say the official record shows that in every solitary in- 
stance, without one particle of exception, the Treasury Department ac- 
cepted the lowest bid. Then the question is simply a naked one, why 


does the distinguished Senator from Nevada insist upon having these | 


names when he has had all the time all the information called for. ob- 
tained upon the personal application of a journalist of this city? 
I desire to withdraw my amendment, and to state that the Treasury 


Department invites the closest scrutiny of every one of its official acts. | 


If the Senate of the United States thinks it is the best policy to publish 
to the world for the benefit of the distinguished Senator from Nevada, 
chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining, and the distinguished 
journalist to whom I have referred, the names of all those citizens of 
the United States who have offered to sell bonds to the Government, 
then the responsibility for the result rests entirely upon the Senate and 
not upon the Treasury Department. 

I hope the Senate will vote down the proposal to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Finance, and I shall then withdraw my amend- 
ment, and the Senator’s resolution may pass just in the form that he 
desires, 

Mr. STEWART. Iam delighted that the Senator from Missouri 
has at last seen the propriety of having no secrecy about this matter. 
I was not aware of the letter Mr. Michels wrote for the Committee 
on Mines and Mining, but I approve of it. I think it is information 


we have in regard to this matter, the better it is for the Secretary of 





If I am not mistaken, on the 11th | principal sellers, there would be talk with regard to it, and there 
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the Treasury. It is very much better for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to have publicity given to it. There has been criticism, and very 
severe criticism, of the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to matters 
very nearly allied to this. It is a fact, I believe it is undisputed, that 
several gentlemen left the Treasury Department and organized a bank 
in New York, and that occasioned some comme Immediately upon 
the organization of that bank certain orders were made to fill it with 
public money. The Secretary of the Treasury on the 8th of October 
last directed the Treasurer of the United States as follows 


+ 


> has be es ‘ 
of 


The Western National Bank of New York City 
United States depository,and the security fixed for the present 
United States 4 per cent. bonds In order to avoid the usual delay 
a balance by accumulating revenue deposits, [ will thank you, whe 
are received, to cause to be transferred to said bank from national 
tories other than those in New York City such amounts as may be depos 
therein to the credit of your general account, in excess of their authorized ba 
ances, until the sum of $1,100,000 is reached, which amount the Western National 
Bank will be author 
Respectfully, y« 


rnated 


1, 


t 


a the + 
man k «he pos 


v } ited 


zed to hold asa fixed balance 


ur 
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C. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
This may all be very well; the money may as well be in that bank as in 
any other bank; but suppose this thing is to remain secret, may not the 
Secretary of the Treasury be injured by the suspicion that the persons 
who formed this bank and received this large deposit may have been given 
advantages, or others may have been given advantages? Itseemstome it 
is better for the Secretary to have publicity given to these transactions. 
His relations with some banks are relations of friendship only, I will ad- 
mit, but considering the speed with which he urged a large deposit in 
that bank, it seems to me that it would be well if the country knew 


| with whom he is dealing. 


Publicity, I say, is necessary for his reputation, because if it should 
turn out hereafter that persons connected with this bank were the 


would be criticism. I say that publicity is better in this instance, 
and it is better in every transaction of the Department. If the Govern- 


| ment can not do business in public as other people do, it had better 


not do business at all. It had better not buy its bonds unless it can 
buy them publicly, so that nobody can have reason to complain; for I 
say there may be complaints. There is now complaint of favoritism 
in the deposits in the national banks. It is suggested that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury having the discretion uses it in the interest of his 
friends. Hestates that it is entirely discretionary with him to deposit 
the $60,000,000, or whatever amount may be deposited, in whatever 
banks he pleases. He has this enormous discretionary power, and hav- 


| ing this enormous discretionary power his friends ought to advise him 


to give the greatest publicity to its exercise. 

In response to a resolution of the Senate with regard to deposits with 
the national banks, the Acting Secretary of the Treasury said, under 
date of April 17: 


In reply I inclose herewith statement showing names of national banks 


des- 


| ignated as depositories, location of said banks, and amounts deposited there- 


with. 
No interest is paid by national banks on public funds deposited therewith. 
The place of deposit is entirely discretionary with the Seeretary. 
Respectfully, yours, 


HUGH S. THOMPSON 


Acting Secretary 


I say that this great discretionary power placed in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whereby he can make rich or make poor by 
withdrawing deposits rapidly from one place and putting them at an- 
other, ought to make him anxious and desirous of publicity. It is an 
enormous power to buy an unlimited amount of 4 per cent. bonds at 
premiums ranging from 24} to 274. I say the country is jealous of 
these enormous premiums, and I think it is for the safety of all parties 
that no step should be taken in the exercise of this extraordinary power 
without the country being advised of it. 

The paltry sum that might be saved by following another course, if 
it could be done cheaper, would not repay for the suspicion which nec- 
essarily would attach to the Secretary of the Treasury under the dis- 
cretion he has, no matter what he did with this enormous discretion. 
He continues to buy bonds, and he must buy bonds and exercise this 
discretion; and when the country sees that these enormous premiums 
are paid to the bondholders they will hold him to the strictest respon- 
sibility. He had better have the transaction made public from day to 
day, and let the people see exactly what is heing done. 

I did not offer the resolution in any spirit of hostility to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. I disclaimit. I disclaim ever having made a 
suggestion of criticism against him with any improper motive; but I 
say in the exercise of this enormous discretion in loaning money and 
in buying bonds, there is an uneasiness necessarily in the country and 
a desire to know all, and to know the necessity of purchasing bonds at 
this enormous premium under any circumstances. No man justifies it 
except on account of an accumulating surplus in the Treasury which is 
withdrawing the circulating medium of the people. Itis only excused 
because it is done to give the people the money necessary to do busi- 
ness with, and it is a fearful commentary on our financial legislation. 


| It is a fearful commentary upon the legislation of the country, and 
that every man should possess, and I think that the more publicity | 


whoever is responsible for this legislation and this necessity has as- 
sumed a fearful responsibility. If the people can fix the responsibil- 
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ity, if it can be understood where it rests, they will hold those upon 
whom it rests accountable. 
No man placed as the Secretary of the Treasury is, exercising these 


enormous powers affecting the interest of all citizens of the United 
States, not only the money taken from them by taxation, but the cir- 
culating medium with which they do business, should shrink from 
publicity. If the people are to be furnished with money to do busi- 
ness on at this enormous sacrifice, and the sacrifice must be made, the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury ought to be the first man to say, ‘* Let it be 
done publicly; let all the world know it.’’ 

I am glad that the Senator from Missouri has withdrawn his amend- 
ment, and I hope the Senate will adopt the resolution so that we may 
relieve the Secretary of the Treasury from the delicate position which 
he now occupies, and from the certainty of being censured if those trans- 
actions are not made public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on t 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouriis withdrawn. The question recurs upon agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ne motion to 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate witha full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the Gov- 
ernment since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, pre- 
miums asked, and the names of parties offering bonds; also with a full state- 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of purchase, amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and the names of parties selling since said date. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, who 
evidently has conferred with the Secretary of the Treasury, whether 
the books of which he speaks are kept open so that everybody may 
see them. Are the books that contain the offers—the bids—public? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes,I think so. Here is a copy of the heading 
of the bids given out; they give out everything except the names of the 
parties. I suppose that any gentleman going there can ascertain the 
facts. I do not know whether they would give out the statement to 
the newspapers for publication. 

Mr. TELLER. But I mean to an individual. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Any person going there would be shown this reg- 
ister, which is kept daily. Here is the form of it: ‘‘Schedule of pro- 
posals received June 13, 1888.’’ This is one made out for bids to be 
received this morning for the sale of bounds under Department circular 
No. 42, April 17, 1888. They had yesterday’s receipts of bonds all put 
down, name, post-oflice address, and number of bonds, and here [indi- 
cating | whether accepted or rejected, and here [indicating] the net price. 
When the offer is received they send the offer up to the actuary, who 
makes a calculation of whatit costs, ofthe rate ofinvestment. ‘The in- 
terest now on Government bonds is about 2.30 per cent.; that is what 
they yield, so that the Government on each purchase of a bond to-day, 
for example, would save 2.30 per cent. interest on the amount paid for 
the bond. 

Mr. TELLER. I asked the question because I thought it would be 
better perhaps to amend the resolution so as to open the books, but if 
that is the practice I do not care about interfering with the resolution. 

I wish to say that I intended to vote for the resolution and against 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, not that it has 
ever occurred to me that there was any improper conduct on the part 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, but because I believe it to be very 
essential that the people of the United States onall these great financial 
questions should feel the same way that people do feel, I think, who 
come in close contact with governmental affairs. I suppose it is notan 
exaggeration to say that no people in the history of the world have ever 
given to their financial officers such unlimited authority as we have 
given to ours, and it is greatly to our credit that I do not think to-day 
there will rise a man anywhere who is fair-minded who will claim that 
this great power—I am speaking now of the great power given since the 
war—has been at any time in the history of this country abused will- 
fully and corruptly by any official charged with its execution. Our 
ofiicials may have made mistakes, as the legislative department has 
made mistakes, but I repeat that I doubt whether in all this land any 
man whose opinion would be worth anything upon that question could 
be found to say that any public officer serving in that great Department 
of the Treasury has ever misused his power. 

While I am anxious that the bonds the Government buys should be 
bought at the cheapest possible rate, I would rather that 5 per cent. or 
10 per cent. should be added to the price of every bond bought than 
that any considerable part of the people of the United States should 
believe that the officers intrusted with the power to purchase were 
using that power for their own personal benefit. For that reason, 
although perhaps it might increase the value of the bonds, and people 
might want to get more for them, or might refuse to offer them and 
thus the bonds might be enhanced in value, yet I should be in favor of 
giving to the people all information upon this subject, even at govern- 
mental expense, for it is more important to the people of the United 
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States that they should have confidence in their public officers than it 
is that they should save a little money. 
I wish to repeat that I have not the slightest suspicion that there is 


| any necessity for the opening of these books. I have no suspicion in 
| my mind that it will show favoritism or partiality, for I have sufficient 
| confidence in the gentleman who is called to that high position, until 


itineraries et at a atten 


the contrary is preved, to believe that he will conduct himself exactly 
as his predecessors have done, with honor and with credit to the Amer- 
ican name. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the information required by the 
resolution I understand is now made public in every particular except 
in reference to the names of the persons who offer bonds. Ido not 
know that there is any very great objection to having those names pub- 
lished to the world so far as the Government is concerned; but may it 
not be a matter of some interest to the persons who make the offer of 
these bonds that they should not be published as offering their securi- 
ties for sale ? 

Might it not affect the credit of those individuals if it were known 
that men who are supposed to be men of capital, men of business, were 
under the necessity of parting with their securities? Might we notdo 
injustice to those gentlemen, and ought we not be careful how we deal 
with a question of that kind when it may possibly affect the credit, not 
of the Government, but the credit of persons who are compelled to offer 
to the Government their bonds for sale? 

Individually I have no objection to the information sought, but we 
ought not to require it from*a morbid curiosity and desire to know 
whether Mr. So-and-so, of the city of New York, or Mr. So-and-so, of 
the city of New Orleans, has been compelled to sell to the Government 
the bonds which he holds. It may affect their credit without accom- 
plishing any purpose whatever. If we have the information that the 
Government has purchased so many bonds at sucha rate, what advan- 
tage is it that publication should be made of the names of those from 
whom bonds are purchased ? 

So far as the Secretary of the Treasury is concerned, the Senator from 
Nevada intimated that there was suspicion. Well, that maybe. Sus- 
picion arises in the breasts of a great many persons without any cause. 
It perhaps is the natural tendency of humanity to cast a suspicion upon 
everybedy else but themselves. 

There is no character, I suppose, so elevated in this land but that 
some person may have some suspicion that something is wrong in the 
character of that person. The highest and brightest names that have 
ever adorned the pages of our history have been subject to suspicions, 
many of which were unfounded and unreasonable and unjust. 

I venture the assertion that no man who respects his own reputation, 
who respects the judgment of his fellow-men, will undertake to utter 
as a suspicion of his own anything derogatory to the present Secretary 
of the Treasury or to the late Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary 
of the Treasury was not anxious to avail himself of the duty which has 
been thrown upon him by the enactmentof law to handle this fund and 
to invest it in Government bonds. The necessities of the country re- 
quire that the money should be put in circulation. 

You had the enactment upon your statute-book in which you said 
there was ample authority, and you censured the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the President for not exercising the power which you said al- 
ready existed when the Secretary of the Treasury hesitated to exercise 
an authority which he thought might be doubtful; and now that he 
is exercising it the Senator from Nevada comes in and talks about sus- 
picions for doing the very thing that you have compelled him to do 
by law. 

“While there have been some things connected with the conduct of 
the Government under the present Administration that I may not in- 
dorse and I would not approve, yet I say that there has been nothing 
in the financial operations of this Administration upon which any man 
ean lay his finger that is derogatory or that would puta blush in the 
cheek of any friend of the Administration. Its record is clean. Sus- 
picions that may arise in minds which are prone to be suspicious are 
not damaging. Bring the facts against this Administration. 

If there is anything wrong in it, expose it as it ought to be exposed. 
But from the very commencement of this session there has been a feel- 
ing around to see if something could be caught up that would prove 
derogatory to the character of this Administration. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] has been probing around through this land, inter- 
viewing persons who have been dismissed from the public service, to 
see if they had some complaint or some revelation that they could make 
which might be damaging to the Administration. It may be a con- 
genial employment for gentlemen to deal with characters of that kind, 
but I envy not the disposition, I envy not the labor of love in which 
such committees are employed. 

I suppose that the object of the resolution of the Senator from Ne- 
vada is that he may get something to lay before the public, that some 
person may be induced to believe that there is something wrong about 
one man offering bonds and not having them accepted, while the bonds 
of somebody else were accepted. 

Make your investigation. The Secretary of the Treasury does not 
care, so far as he is concerned. He may have some idea that it may be 
doing injustice to the parties who are making these offers, but so far as 
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body is attacking the Administration now. Compare t las 
years With any previous Admini and the Senator can h 
talk about an attack being made on this Administration. He « 
jor 1t great purity. He can not claim any more for it than the fri 3 D ( 
of the preceding Administration claimed for it, and with as much rea 
as he claims it to-day. With a hostile Administration for now nearly Li] 
, four years, there has not been any scandal developed. Ido not | ~ | ny 0 
tate to say that when this Administration came into power a very larg: rso 
nuniber of its adherents believed (and I think some of them hoped m not se po 
that the opportunity would be presented of exposing it s ) , 
against some of the public officers who had preceded present Ad tio 
ministration. Nothing of the kind has been developed. I beli t it is to Kkne 
great majority of the people of the United States, irre tive pa vied 
are glad that no such scandal has been developed. y are ! ! tar ve i 
know that their public servants are honest. As for myself, I wou ) ta t ( ition « 
oner stand in this Chamber and lodge a false charge against a p rs made to tl} n 
officer than I would against my neighbor. I have the same opini what possil lvantags be. yrald lik 
the man who does it here or elsewhere for political purposes that fhe PRESIDENT 
have of the man who slanders his neighbor out of pique, or hatre the reso 
for the hope of personal advantage. re resol 
i This Administration is subject to criticism if it dos 
improper. It has received but little criticism. It ; 
more. Its financial policy, admitting it to be perfectly honest, whicl Phe PRESTO EN | ‘ 
[am quite free te admit, will not stand the test of common sense and | e couse Of hepr t t ‘ 
tatesmanship; and to-day the Administration can not number among | > LW. Wi v; W ' , ert 
the supporters of its financial policy on the other side of the Cham! Tike ONG | ' ! t A to 
exceeding a fifth of the number there sitting. Who are wrong, the | '¢ 
Senators who sit on that si¢e of the Chamber or the Administration 
[ do not think even the Senator from Delaware indorses its financial . cia ~ 
policy. I doubt to-day whether the prominent financial proposition | yurse d ri 
put forth by this Administration when it came into power can get five | 1 
votes on that side of the Chamber, and it can not get twenty-five in M SAWYI [1 e that t 
another body—of its own political supporters I speak now. of House of Repre 









Bat because we do not agree with the financial policy it is not ne e motion was agreed t 

essary that anybody should insist that we are charging the Admini 

tration with corruption or lack of fidelity to public interests. It is a , UN i 

lack of knowledge, it isa lack of judgment upon these questions, i Mi LAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to t 

my opinion. ot Oy : 
This Administration has never been arraigned on this side of th istment of accounts of lal 

Chamber as it has been on that. No man has felt free on this side of | der the eight-hour law 

the Chamber to speak in the harsh terms that have been heard on that The PRESIDENT pro temp W t 

side of the Chamber. While on this side we might fully sympathize | sideration of the bill 





with the views expressed on that side, we have refrained from doing it. | have it. 

I do not think anybody can complain of the Republican party that the Mr. BLAIR. J] 

have not treated this Administration with kindness and with courtesy The yeas 

such as has never been extended to any other administration in the his- | the roll 

tory of this country from its earliest period down to the time this Ad- Mr. BUTLER a 
ministration came into power. Itis not because we believe it has been | Senator from Penns 1 | Mr. CAMERON N 
wise; it is not because we believe there have been statesmen at the head | would vote, I withhold my vote ep 
of the Government; it is because we felt that charges here and criti- | ‘‘ nay.’’ 

cisms here and criticisms in the other body would not specially pro- Mr. CHACE (when his name 

mote the interest of good government. Senator from Carolina | Mr. | OM 
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Mr. BECK (when Mr. HAL&’s name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], whois absent. I should vote 


** pay but for that. Ife would vote ** yea.’’ 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrrii]. I have transferred the pair 


to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmMpToNn], who is absent, 
and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name wasealled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHEey]. 
Mr. KENNA (when his name was called), 

Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 


[am paired with the 


Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [| Mr. JoNgEs]. 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps]. I should vote “nay,” if he were | : a : pt . . 
motion while a auorum is not present. There are only two motions in 


present. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER ]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSon]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. PAsco] is paired with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY]. Iam informed that he is paired with some other 
Senator, and I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


Aldrich, Davis, Ingalls, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Dawes, Paddock, Teller, 
Bowen, Evarts, Riddleberger, Turpie. 
Call, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Cullom, Iloar, Stewart, 
NAYS—Il1. 

Rate, Cockrell, Eustis, Reagan, 
Berry, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury. 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, 

ABSENT—44. 
Allison, Faulkner, Kenna, Quay, 
Beck, Frye, McPherson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, Manderson, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gray, Palmer, Vance, 
Chace, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hearst, Platt, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Towa, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion ot 
the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but believing 
that he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if present, I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam afraid the Senator from New Hampshire will 
get into some trouble with my friend from Pennsylvania by my vot- 
ing. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. RANsom]. But for that I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 


Bate, Call, Eustis, Pugh, 
Beck, Cockrell, George, Reagan, 
Berry, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury. 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, 

NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Allison, Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Blair, Dawes, Hoar, Stewart. 
Bowen, Dolph, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Evarts, Riddleberger, Turpie. 


] 
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ABSENT—4I. 


Blackburn, Gorman, Mitchell, Stanford, 
tlodgett, Gray, Morrill, . Teller, 

Butler, Hale, Palmer, Vance, 
Cameron, Ilampton, Pasco, Vest, 

Chace, Hearst, Payne, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Platt, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Faulkner, Kenna, * Ransom, 

rye, McPherson, Sabin, 

Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the 


| Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 





Mr. BUTLER. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair can not entertain that 


order—to adjourn or to call for absent Senators. 
Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Kentucky, who says he knows more 
about the rules than I do, told me the motion was in order. [Laughter. ] 


| But for that suggestion, I should not have made the motion. 


The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aldrich, Chandler, George, Pugh, 
| Bate, Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 
Beck, Coke, Hawley, Riddleberger, 


serry, Colquitt, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Cullom, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Blair, Davis, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Bowen, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Dolph, Manderson, Teller, 

Butler, Eustis, Morgan, Turpie, 

Call, Evarts, Paddock, Walthall, 
Chace, Faulkner, Payne, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. YForty-fourSenators having responded 
to their names, and a quorum being present, the roll will be called upon 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill the title of which has been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending that, if in order, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky informs me that the 
motion is now in order. [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky this 
time is correct. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The question being put, adivision was called for, and the ayes were 24. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the motion to go into executive session? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. The roll-call wiil proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I find upon further in- 
quiry that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is not paired, and 
having a general understanding of a pair with him, I decline to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called), I am 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson ]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. Witson, of Iowa] is paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. RANsoM]. 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
GIBSON ]. 

Mr. HA RRIS. I wish to announce once for all for the day the pair 
between the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator 
fiom South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the affirmative). I announce my 
pair on this question with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs}], 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to with- 
draw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
who is absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—l4. 


3ate, Call, Eustis, Reagan, 
Berry, Cockrell, George, Saulsbury. 
Blackburn, Coke, Harris, 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, 

NAYS—18. 

Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Stockbridga, 
Blair, Dolph, Manderson, Turpie. 
Bowen, Evarts, Paddock, 
Chandler, Hawley, Sawyer, 








a ai ha AC Ps ABSA AEE TONITE EOL ILOLEIRE TEs 


3a Siena eo aa ee a STATE. 


L 
L 


Al NI i4 
G NM S 
ett ( M <1 f 
(er 4\ i “ta ‘ ; 
) ] ‘ Stewar 
I I re 
m ae st P) Var 
His P , ve 
es of Ack a 2 \ s 
Jones of N ida Quay, Waltha 
Ken Ransom Wils 
McPherson, Riddlebe Wilson of Md 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, th 
cretary will call the roll of the Senate. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to appeal to the Senator from New Han 
shire not to insist on getting this bill up to-night 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can only proceed by una 
mons consent. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COKE. I object to any debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. As there is not aquorum here, I move that the Sen 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was no development of a quorum on the last 
vote 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion can be made when a 
quorum is not present. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HArris] that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. DOLPH. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I announce now once for 
all to-day that I am paired with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HAL! 
who is absent, and I shall not vote on any question. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I will annonnce now 
for the last time to-day that I am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
syivania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy], and will remain so without fur- 
ther announcement until he returns. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAr- 
WELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 


gate Call Eustis, Morgan, 

Berry, Cockrell, George, Reagan 

Blackburn, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury. j 

Brown, Colquitt, Kenna, | 

NAYS—20 

Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, Sawyer ! 

Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, | 

Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Stewart, | 

Chandler, Hawley, Pugh, Stockbridge, | 

Davis, Hoar Riddleberger, Turpie. | 
ABSENT—4I. | 

Beck, Frye, Mitchell, Stanford, 

Blodgett, Gibson, Morrill, Tellier, 

Bowen, Gorman, Palmer, Vance, j 

Butler, Gray, Pasco, Vest, | 

Cameron, Hale, Payne, Voorhees, 

Chace, Hampton, Piatt, Walthall, | 

Cullom, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, | 

Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Md. 

Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 

Faulkner, McPherson, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has refused to adjourn; 
but a quorum not being present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Hawley, Puch, | 
Allison, Coke, Hiscock, Reagan, 
Bate, Colquitt, Hoar, Riddleberger, 

3erry, Cullom, Ingalls, Saulsbury 

Blackburn, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer 

slair, Dawes, Kenna, Sherman, 
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| of Indiana, MELBOURNE H. Forp, of Mich 
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GIBSON |, and therefore can not vot 
Mr. BLAIR I was not aware of the absence of tl : I ’ 
Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE]. I submit to hiscolleague whether | 
vote or not 
Mr. WALTHALI I was not before aware of h i 
Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with t ‘ { 
from Mississippi [| Mr. GEorRGE] 
Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from A M 
MoRGAN], and therefore withhold my vote 
The result was announced yeas 12, nays 16: as follow 
YEAS—I2 
Bate Brow Coke Ha 
I ry Call ( tt Rea 
Black Cockrell Eustis Sauls 
NAYS 
Aldrich, Dawes Ingalls, Ss 
Bowen Dolph Manderson Stewart 
Chandler, Hawley Riddleberger Stock 
avis, Iloar Sawyer r 
ABSENT—48& 
Allison, Faulkner Kenna Quay 
Beck Frye McPherson Kans 
Bila George Mitchell Ss 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morgan St 
I Gorman, Mor Sta 
Cameron, Gray Paddock, Peller 
Chace, Hale Pa r Var 
Cullom, Hampton, Pasco Vest 
Daniel, Hearst, Pay Voorhe 
Edmunds, Hiscock, Piatt Waltha 
Evarts Jonesof Arkansas, |} ) Wils 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada Pug Wilson M 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained that a 3 
is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to prefer a request 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can entertain no re- 
quest- 
Mr. BLAIR. Except by unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Chair can not entertain a re- 


| quest by unanimous consent, a quorum not being present. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 


| adjourn. 


Mr. BLAIR Is that in order? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin order. The questi 3 on 
the motion of the Senator from Delaware 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 17 1 t | ) 
: ' 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 14, 15#, at 1 
o’clock m. 


iw 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 13, 1888. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Cha 
W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of ye terday was read and approve ! 


1 


The Speaker announced the following as the committee on the part 


plai 


| of the House of Representatives to visit the centennial exposition to 


commemorate the organization of the Northwest Territor BENJA- 
| MIN BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio, WILLIAM M. SpriInGeER, of Illine 
WILLIAM C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentn GEORGE W. Ste! 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators having an- 
swered to their names anda quorum being present, the question recurs 
on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] that | 


} 

sowen, Dolph, Manderson, Stewart 

Brown, Evarts, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Call, Faulkner, Paddock, Turpie, 

Chace, George, Pasco, Walthall 

Chandler, Harris, Payne, 

| 


the Treasury 


transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of W ( 


ending June 30, 1889; which was referred to the Committee on App 
priations, and ordered to be printed 


appropriations for the Mississippi River Commission for tl 


SUSAN E. ALGER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1162) for the re- 
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PEAKER lhe Chair will retain the bill, if ther » ob 
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ND THEODO EIS 
‘] SPEAKER Che bill (H. R. 6803) for the relief of Augusta 
Heiss and Theodore Heiss was improperly referred to the Committee on 


1} 


Rivers and Harbors. If there be no objection, that committee will 


} 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will be 


referred to the Committee on Claims. The Chair hears no objection, 


rLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER. Some time since the Committee on Public Lands 
proposed to report as a matterof privilege the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet 
title to settlers on Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and 
for other purposes, against which a question of order was raised, which 
is still pending. In accordance with an understanding among gentk 
men interested in the bill, the Chair, if there be no objection, will or- 
der t! 
order being reserved for decision at a future time when the bill may 
again come before the House. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 

GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will withhold that request for 
a moment. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been demanded 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope that may be deferred for a moment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Che regular order having been demanded, the 
call of committees is the next business in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope that matter may be deferreda moment till gen- 
tlemen hear the proposition I wish to make. I desire to present for 
immediate consideration and passage a joint resolution which has been 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Civil-Service Reform, and 
which it is necessary should be acted on at once if it is to avail any- 
thing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it occupies any time I must insist on the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will take no time. 

Mr.McMILLIN. We have made such slow progress with the tari fl 
bill that I think we are justified in going ahead with that to the exclu- 
sion of other business. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in tl 
service of the United States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., 


1¢ 


re 


he bill and report to be printed and recommitted, the question of 
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The heads of the Departments 











I ibsence to Department employés 
t any one year; and that, I think, is as far 
’ ss we extend for all, which no one says 
Unless we do this it is class legislation; and I do not believe 
| ( this or any other class of our @tizens or employ és for 
il ly unnecessary legislation. 
Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 
-EAKER The regular order is the call of committees 
McMILLIN. I ask consent that the call of committees be di 
d with, and that gentlemen have leave to file reports at the desk 
Mr. PETERS. We had better go ht through with the regular 
ordei 
Mr. McMIJ IN I have no obje m. Let the cail proceed. 
OBSTRUCTIONS Ti AVIGATION, I 
Mr. BLANCHARD (when the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was 
illed) said: I am directed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to report back with sundry amendments the bill (8. 27) to prevent the 


obstruction of navigable waters and to protect public works against 


jur 
KER. The gentleman has not sent to the desk the official 

y of ill from the Senate, which it is necessary that the Clerk 
hould have in order to make the proper indorsements upon it. What 
the gentleman has sent to the desk purports to be a printed copy of 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state that the original bill is not in my 
possession, nor in the possession of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Then the report can not now be made. The Clerk 
must have the official engrossed bill from the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will ask the Clerk to furnish it, then. 

The SPEAKER. It was referred to the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is not in the possession of the committee. 
The committee has taken favorable action, but has acted upon a printed 
copy of the bill. 

(he SPEAKER. ‘The engrossed bill from the Senate must be sup- 
lied in some way before the report can be accepted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That may be; but I am not responsible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not deciding who is responsible, but 
merely stating that the official copy of the bill must be here before the 
report can be received at the desk. 


¢ 4} 
op tne 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the« 
morning hour be dispensed with, and that by unanimous consent per- 
mission be granted to file reports with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. That request has already been made and objected 
to by the gentleman from Kansas. It will take but a moment to com- 
plete the call of the committees. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to take the regular order right through. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (S. 289) for the erection of a 
public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE M. NOYES. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to 
Annie M. Noyes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA A. EATON. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. I. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia 
A. Eaton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


| on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
BETSY A. MOWER. 
Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


That the heads of De- | ported back favorably the bill (H. KR. 2433) granting an increase of pen- 
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evident to the members of the House, and must be now evident tot reports of 188\ t of , . 
people of the country, that this bill as reported from the committ used. val nd { 

will pass the House of Representatives if the Democratic party ca vac 1 mat 

ter sufficient votes to put it through. It must be perfectly evi t to 
the people of the country that they are to have this bill substantially , 
in its present form. I believe the cnly modifications proposed and of | 
agreed upon by the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means are a 
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The 36.7 per cent. is not profit, and those who have called it the man- 
ufacturers’ profits have entirely ignored the interest on the money in- 
vested, the discounts paid, the ex pense of reclamation of goods, freights on 


rejected goods at destination points, damages in transit, transfer rents, 
express charges, office expenses, personal services, leases, taxes, water 
rents, repairs, wear and tear,commissions on sales,advertising, fuel, insur- 


ance, accidental delays, printing, postage, traveling expenses, and other 
outlays, which will aggregate from 20 to 25 per cent. of the capital in- 
vested, according to the character and magnitude of the business. From 
this 36.7 per cent. there should be subtracted at least 20 per cent. for 
these legitimate contingent expenses, which would at once reduce the 
estimate to 16.7 per cent.,which is subject to other deductions on ac 
count of the under estimate of capital shown in the census reports. 

I have taken the trouble to ascertain what these census returns mean, 
and have made inquiries of twenty-five or thirty manufacturing estab- 
lishments in regard to their manner of doing business, and I know 
what answer they give when interrogated as to the amount of their 
capital, and I am satisfied that they have answered inquiries as to cap- 
ital by a statement of the nominal amount of capital, the amount foi 
which the companies have been incorporated, although the amount of 
capital actually employed may be, and often is, a great deal more. 

I undertake to say that the census reports do not show the actual 
amount of capital employed in the business of the country. There is 
in my district a company whose capital is $300,000, and it has a sur- 
plus of $120,000, and yet the officers inform me that they use in their 
business an average of $600,000, and consequently they use in their 
aa Heo $180,000 above their capital and surplus. 

Gentlemen on the other side, in calculating the expenses of that busi- 


ness, would ignore entirely the fact that the . corporation is required to | 
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pay interest on this $180,000. It is quite evident therefore that calcu- 
lations of this kind arenecessarily erroneous, and the census statements 
as to capital are only*approximate. They do not show the amount of 
capital actually employed in the industriesof the country. Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire further to call the attention of the House to two tables, 
prepared by Mr. C. A. Scott, of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

There has been a great deal said here in regard to the profits made 
by the manufacturers of this country, but if gentlemen will take the 
trouble to look at these tables as I have done they will discover that 
where the protected industries are separated from the unprotected in- 
dustries of this country, the protected industries make 10 per cent. less 
than the non-protected indusiries. 

Here is a list of twenty-one of the leading manufactures of the coun- 
try, some of which are highly protected, among them being the manu- 
facture of iron and steel, boots and shoes, men’s clothing, women’s 
clothing, cotton goods, woolen goods, glass, hosiery, knit goods, and 
many others, and if you add together the wages paid and the cost of 
the materials used, and subtract the sum from the value of the product, 
you will find that the remainder is equal to 27 per cent. of the aggre- 
gate capital as shown by the census reports. 

If you take from this 20 per cent., which is the estimate made by 
business men generally as the agyregate of interest, insurance, and the 
other expenses to which I have alluded, you will find that these twenty- 
one manufacturing industries have left a profit of only 7 per cent. 
Hence as protected and non-protected industries are mixed together in 
the census reports, in erder to determine which receives the highest 
award of percentage, we will select, without prejudice, protected in- 
dustries from the list furnished by the census, as shown in the follow- 
ing table, comprising nearly one-half of the whole: 
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Tron and steel..............+. $230, 971,884 | $55,476,785 | $191, 271,150 $296, 557, 685 | 21.7 
sjoots and shoes..... .....+- 54,358,301 | 50, 995, 144 | 114, 966, 575 | 196, 920, 481 30 
Men's clothing......... onal 79,861,696 | 45,940,353 | 13 * 363, 282 209, 548, 461 | 41 
Women’s Clothing...........-cccceeeseresseseeesenreerenens . vo] 8, 207, 273 } 6, 681, 005 | 19, 559, 227 32, 004, 794 7 
COtton ZOOS ............ccererccccccceseceres sevens sensssoocees ool 219, 504, 7 45, 614, 419 113, 765, 537 210, 950, 383 9°. 
Foundry and machine works | 154° 519, 484 | 65, 982, 133 103, 345, 083 214, 378, 468 3 
Tanned leather ..............00000+++ 50, 222, 054 | 9, 204, 243 85, 949, 207 ' 113, 348, 336 36 
se sadsininuioaii Daakadibdetiielihl 181,186,122 | 31,845,974 |  146,155/385 | 233, 268" 729 3 
heist 37,996,057 | 13,316,753 | 87, 227, 741 66, 221.703 30 
ED ca sstaiesdnaies | 46,241,202 | 8,525, 355 | 33,951,297 | 55, 109, 914 45 
Silk and silk goods. ponseonnpens } 19, 125, 300 | 9, 146, 705 | 22. 467,701 41, 033; 045 16 
Sugar and molasses......... scieeea iemanninliatiaentnince inasitmtnansmentameneuediabeanil | 27, 432, 500 | 2, 875, 032 | 144, 698, 499 | 155, 848, 915 52 
Woolen goods............... scan snliniinitinsteiadiadael eae | 96,095,564 | 25,836,392 | 100, 845, 611 | 160, 606, 733 35 
Sash, doors, and blinds.. . é 20, 457, 670 | 8, 540, 930 | 20, 790, 919 | 36, 621, 325 40 
Marble and stone Work. .......6...0-csscscses sence 16, 498, 221 10, 238, 085 } 2, 743, 345 _ 415, 150 56 
Ceprrtad LemtneP .ccces voscocssccceseccccescccesse coccovces 16, $78, 520 | 4, 845, 413 59, 306, 509 | 1, 351, 297 | 50 
Planed lumber... 17, 612, 923 | 5, 890, 724 24, 477, 543 | 803. 396 | 35 
Ship-building..... 20, 979, 874 | 12,713,813 19, 736, 358 | j : 20 
Linseed-oil.. sal 5, 872, 750 | 681, 697 12, 874, 294 | E 3 
Gilass.. at 19; 844; 699 9, 144, 100 | 8, 028, 621 21,154,571 | 19.5 
15, 579, 591 6, 701, 475 | 15, 210, 951 | 29, 167, 227 | 46 


Hosiery and knit goods 
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The percentage on capital after deducting wages and materials from pro- 
duction is 27 per cent., from which deduct 20 per cent. for contingent ex- 
penses, and the result is 7 per cent. due the manufacturer and 32 per 
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Wheelwrighting..... 
Flour and grist mills.......... 
Slaughtering and meats..... 
Patent medicines..............+. 
Printing and publishing....... 
Painting and paperhanging...... 0.0.2... eeeereee 
TUNIS WOOT, .....0ccccscccserscvsssssccscnsssscosonssesesess 
Brick and stone masonry 
seems refined 
Carpentering ........- 
Fertilizers ....... hens 
Agricultural implements. — 
Awnings and tents 
Wooden boxes 
Axle-grease......... 














Bread and other b akery produc csr’ sahserss nse sidan oe cael aan Naa 








1,339, 146,479 | 430,196,530 | 1, 418,734,835 | 2, 264, 505, 002 | 


cent. due labor on the capital invested—over four times as much in favor 
oflabor. Continuing this inquiry the following table of non-protected 
industries is submitted, comprising nearly one-third of the whole: 
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| $10,641,080 | $5,074,799 $6, 703, 677 $18, 492, 858 | 63 
177,361,878 | 17,422,316 441,545, 22% 505, 185, 712 | 26 
49,419,213 | 10,508,530 267,738, 902 303, 562, 413 50 
10,620,880 | 1, 651, 596 6, 704, 729 14, 682, 494 63 
} 62, 983, 704 | 80,531, 657 3 460, = 90, 780, 341 44 

5,645,850 | 7, 920, 866 8,762, 24, 457, 500 | 1.40 
a 1,018, 490 | 520, 861 1, 403, O10 2, 480, 953 | 50 

tae 3,990,706 | 6, 880, 866 | 10, 123, 478 20, 586,553 | 7 

noe 2, 513, 066 | 546, 25 21, $48, 826 23, 195, 702 | 28 
-| 19'541,358 | 24,582,077 51, 621, 120 94; 152, 139 39 
17,913,660 | 2, 648, 422 15,595, 078 23' 650;795 30 
62. 109, 668 15, 359, 610 | 31,531,170 68, 640, 486 | 35 

| 522, 700 334, 463 1, 230, 558 1, 968, 942 1.21 
"| 5,304,212 | 2, 769, 135 7,674, 921 12° 687, 068 85 
372, 600 41, 407 209, 152 365, 048 30 
| 19,155,286 | 9,411,328 | 42, 612,027 65, 824, 896 6s 
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Brick and tile ‘ 
Carriages and wagons 
Butterand cheese 
Coffins, 

















Furniture so cecec’ ccocsectesesecs cosccsbueneconosesesocesecescesescn tans 

Furniture, chairs........ 

Artificial 1CC...ccccccccccccccccosccscocccscccccccecccceeccscescooses see 

Lead and shot.... ciliata 

Lime and Cement.........ccccccrerscseeses 

Distilled liquors .........-..s0000« 

Malt liquors ........ 

Malt a 


Oleomargarince... 
Plumbing and gas-fi 
Soap and candles.. 

Tar and turpentine............... 
Tobacco and cigars.. ‘ 
WEEE Be inccnssnesccivennscceqseniassee 
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materials is 37 per cent.; subtract 20 per cent. for expenses, as de- 
scribed, and the result awards the manufacturer 17 per cent. and labor 
28 per cent. on capital invested; hence the preceding tables clearly 
show that protected industries pay the highest proportion of wages and 
receive a less proportion of profit than the non-protected and other in- 
dustries. 

If I am correct, and I will be glad to be corrected if I am not, all of 
the speeches made by the Democratic side of this House in regard to 
the influence of a protective tariff upon labor have been fallacious and 
misleading. Allof their conclusions havebeenerroneous. The charge 
that the profits of the manufacturer have been enormous is wholly un- 
founded. Their statements as to how much went to capital and how 
much to labor are untrue, and they have been misled by omitting to 
charge up against the gross receipts the contingent expenses, as I have 
explained, and by counting the capital furnished by the census reports 
as the whole of the capital employed, when it is only the nominal cap- 
ital. And this view is confirmed by the comparison I have made be- 
tween protected and unprotected industries. 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The amendment of Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which 
flax, jute, or hemp, or either of them, shall be the component material of chief 
value, 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out lines 38, 39,and 40. I make 
this motion for the reason that the State which I in part represent upon 
this floor manufactures nearly one-half of the cotton bagging that is 
made in the United States and more than in any other State in the 
Union. It is true, sir, that while there is not a manufactory of this 
article in my district, but I should welcome one, two of the gentlemen 
who represent the great manufacturing city of St. Lonis are absent on 
important business, and for the further reason the letter and the papers 
which I hold in my hand have been sent to me, and with the consent 
of my colleague [Mr. CLARDY] I present them to the committee. 

To save time I will read a petition from one hundred and sixty-one 


operatives inoneof these mills, in the city of St. Louis, the petition of 


those who work in the mills, men who earn their living by the sweat 
of their brows, asking that they be not placed upon the starvation 
wages paid to operatives at Dundee, Scotland, or, what is worse, the 
cooly labor of Calcutta, India, or be turned out of employment. I 
have not time to read the petition in full, but I will have it printed 
with my remarks. It gives quotations from the consular reports to 
show the abject condition of poverty, squalor, and wretchedness that 
exists among the operatives of Dundee, Scotland, and gives the reasons 
why thechange which the pending bill proposes in the tariff in this par- 
ticular should not be made. 


The great manufacturing industry of the State of Missouri, and of 


the United States, which manufactures 50,000,000 yards of cotton bag- 
ging annually, is affected by taking the duty off burlaps to this extent, 
that if burlaps are admitted free of duty they will be substituted, as 
stated in this communication, for cotton bagging used for the bagging 


of the cotton product of this country, and thereby these mills will be | 


shut down, if the testimony before the committee is to be believed. I 
think I saw a gentleman on the other side smile when I gave as my 
reason for presenting this petition that the proposed legislation affected 
the manufacturing interests of my State. Mr. Chairman, while my 
Democratic friends are making so free in claiming protection for every 


interest in their States, I know no reason why a Representative of the | 
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State of Missouri, representing her interests upon this floor, should not 
also claim a slice of the same protection Democratic members from 
other States demand protection for their iz 


1dustries; why should not 
my Democratic colleagues do the same without having their Democracy 
questioned ? 

Sir, I now send to the Clerk’s desk a paper, as I have said, signed by 
one hundred and sixty-one laborers in this industry. The Clerk will 
please read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Sr. Louis, Mo., Apr ag 
Memorial of operatives of the Stand i Mills Bagging ¢ ny ofSt.I M 
To the Congress of the United State 

Your petitioners would respectfully represent that they a s and 
employés of the Standard Mills Bags ge Company of the city of a M 
that the provisions of the Mills tariff ll reported from ttee o 
Ways and Means, and now pending in the House of Repres educing 
the tariff on jute bagging to 15 per cent. ad valorem and | the 





free-list, will compel all the manufacturers of these fabries i 


to permanently shut down their factories, or will compel us, your petitioners 
to work for the low wages paid to the operatives of Dundee, and, after a sh« 
time, the still lower wages paid to the pauper labor of Calcutta—in the 
ease less than one-half and in the latter case less than one-fifth the wa, we 
receive. 

Your petitioners would respectfally solicit your attention to the official re 


port of Consul Wells to the State Department on the cor 
of Dundee (Consular Reports on Foreign Labor,volum 
page 954), wherein it appears that the average weekly wa 




















$2.50; that 23,670 persons live in 8,620 single rooms hovels with 
to lie on but the bare floor, and no covering but coarse burlap cloth t 
only occasionally; that 74,374 men, women, and children « l two 
room houses, and that thr from extreme poverty, over 

le dens,” filth, and neglect, they are subjected to all kinds of 
infectious diseases, and immorality, with hardly a chance to raise the selves 
to the level of a decent manhood and womanhood 

Your petitioners respectfully suggest that provisions of law which subject us 
as wage-workers to the alternative of such unhappy conditions as are own 
in these official reports can not be in accordance with the wisdom of 
orable body, and humbly pray relief therefrom. 

Your petitioners state that the wages paid them are th y means of 
hood for themselves and their families; that the various de tme i 
work, to which they have given many years of their lives, require long 
and skill; that if this business is destroyed they will be cut off from thx ins 
of earning a living in work which they understand, and will be subje ito the 
hardships of novel precarious employments now already overcrowd 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that the present tariff on ba rand 
burlaps may be retained, being satistied that no one is injured by it 
themselves are wholly dependent upon this business fora g- 

And your petitioners will ever pray, ete. (161 signers 


Mr. WARNER. On this question I have distinguished authority 
forasking my Democratic colleagues toaidin this, notwithstanding my 
colleague from the State of Missouri [Mr. BLAND] said the other day 
that he was ina “combine” to take the duty off lead, zinc, and every- 
thing from which he could take it. I trust that if he is in sucha 
‘‘combine’’ he will look for the interest of hisown State as well as the 
gentlemen who are in the ‘‘ combine’’ with him have looked to the 
interest of sugar and rice, as well as the gentlemen f 
have looked out for prunes and the gentleman from Connecticut for 
wooden screws, and so on by numerous gentlemen in behalf of the in- 
terests of their State. 

{Herethe hammer fell. | 

Mr. McKINLEY. [f I can be recognized I will yield my time to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be al- 
lowed to,proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. WARNER. Notwithstanding the announcement made at St. 
Louis by the distinguished champion of the ‘‘star-eyed goddess of lib- 
| erty’’ that you have ‘‘delocalized’’ this question of tariff, I wish to 


read in contradiction to this, as well as to the position taken the other 
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the Mills bill should pass taking tl uty off burlaps, thereby affect- 
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gives as his reason that he is representing the intex 


ests of his own State, leaving the representatives of Massachusetts and 
other States to look after the interests of those States. He said: 
I propose to protect this industry and this production [lead and zinc] if I pos 


fered with my colleague [Mr. BLAND]. He subscribed fully 
to the principle that ‘‘ he who fails to provide for his own household is 
worse than an infidel. 
| now submit to the committee further evidence. 
full faith and credit. It is worthy of consideration by the comm 
The Clerk will please read the letters I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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Dear Str: We urgently and respectfally call your 
clauses in the tariff bill introduced by Mr. Mitts. 

The two clauses referred to are the ones placing 
covering cotton”’ on the free-list. 

If these two clauses are adopted they will destroy a large industry in Missouri, 
South Carolina, Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, Georgia, and Kentucky, 

BURLAPS, 

These goods are frequently used for covering cotton, and would be used very 
extensively for that purpose if placed on the free-list. At present there is nota 
yard of “‘burlaps” cloth made in this country; all of it is imported, and paysa 


burlaps”’ and “ bagging for 





duty of 1} cents per pound, or 3 cents per y: ard for ‘ 2-pound ‘‘burlaps.”” Even 
with this duty on “‘burlaps”’ there is no “ burlaps”’ bagging made in this coun- 
try, it being a much finer grade of bagging than the usual character of bagging 


made for covering cotton. The ‘‘burlaps’’ bagging is mainly used for grain- 
sacks, wool-sacks, and similar purposes, and if it could be used only for these 
surposes it would not work any injury to American industry if put on the free- 
fist but as it can be used for covering cotton it would destroy the industry of 
making bagging, especially for covering cotton, as the remov«' of the duty on 
*“*burlaps"’ would greatly reduce its price. 


BAGGING 





COTTON. 

Missouri manufactures more “ bagging for covering cotton” than any other 
State in the Union, and if this class of goods is put on the free-list the industry 
in this State would be destroyed. The “ bagging for covering cotton” is made 
ally for that purpose and isa much coarser grade of goods than “ burlaps’’ 


FOR COVERING 





esp 
bs as nd hence can be made in this country, as it does not require such 
sk 1s ‘*burlaps” bagging, Atpresent nota yard ofthisclass of goods 


is imported t is all made in this country; hence placing ** bagging for covering 
cotton” on the free-list would not help to reduce the surplus in the Treasury at 
all, as there is no revenue derived fromit. Atpresentthe bagging made in this 
country for covering cotton is being sold at cost, or less than cost, all over the 
country, the competition among the American mills having brought the market 
to this condition, in spite of the fact that the industry is protected by a duty on 
imported goods. 

If “burlaps bagging” and “bagging for covering cotton” are placed on the 
free-list, the eetire industry in America will be transferred to England, and every 
bagging mill in America will be compelled to close down, and will only be worth 


+ 














what they car » sold for as scrap-iron, as the machinery can not be used for 
any other purpose 

It isproposed by Mr oye Ls’s bill to place jute butts (the raw material for mak- | 
ing this |! on the free-list also, As the duty on jute butts is very trival, 
bei y S per ton, it would not enable the American mills to continue to 
make bagging. Ifthe jute butts are placed on the free-list, it would reduce the 
cost of n facturing bagging in this cor oc } percent. We would suggest 





that the duty on “‘ burlaps, bagging,”’ and ‘ bagging for covering cotton ”’ be re- 
duced in the same proportion, or to 1} cents per pound, which would be equal 
to 2} cents per yard. 





WAGES. 
The principal reason why bagging can be made so much cheaper in England 
than it can in thiscountry is because they pay their labor only one-third to one- 
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down to the point that there is but little profit in the business. 
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Sr, Louis, March 9 
g leave to call your attention to and ask your assist: 
» two of the provisions of the Mills tariff bill. Those we 
eovering cotton ’’ and “buriaps.”’ As the Mills bill 


’ 





we 


Dear Str: We be 
bagging for 


it will absolutely ruin every bagging manufactory in the United States 


tariff legislation was to reduce the 
1at the Government deri 


understood that the aim of 
, would say t 


We have 
If this be the case 








ves ho reve- 








ing for covering 
le nt of 50 per a. 
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This protection is needed 
foreign 
amounting in all departments to two and one-half to three 
» our weavers, for instance; they earn from $8 to $9 per 
week (and they consider they work for low enough wages), whereas in Scot- 
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60 inches in width, except, p@Bhaps, the reason assigned by the gentle- | 
man from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], who wants permission to 
buy where he can buy cheapest; in other words, unrestricted free trade. 
There is no reason under the sun that will justify the American Con- 
gress in placing these manufactures upon the free-list, except the rea- 
son, and that is the only one that can be given, that free trade is the 
best system for the United States. Believing that to be an utter heresy, 
I shall vote against it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a great 
deal of stress laid, and very properly, on the effect that legislation upon 
the tariff will have with regard to the laboring interests of this country, 
and I think there can be no doubt about the proposition that we all 
unite in desiring liberal wages to the laboring men, especially when 
the wages do not come out of their own individual pockets. 

Now, the best evidence on this subject as to the effect of legislation 
on this question, and upon the wages of labor and its interest, comes 
from the laborers themselves. I have a grave suspicion that there are 
interests here contending for high-tariff duties and putting it on the 
distinct ground of the increase of wages to laboring men, that from 
year to year, having secured these subsidies or this bonus, cheat the 
laboring men out of their proportion of the profits they thus acquire 
in their business by reason of this high-tariff legislation. 

I have in my hand a copy of the Chicago Tribune, one of the great 
journals of this country—a Republican journal, one of the leading 
Republican newspapers of this Government—which contains an article 
bearing upon this question, as to what the laboring men think of high- 
tariff legislation, as well as upon the question of what the laboring 
men themselves think when they are cailed upon to act directly upon 
the question, and when their action is capable of producing the very 
greatest possible effect. I ask permission to send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and have read in my time, an editorial from the paper in question 
touching upon the effect that this tariff has upon labor as the laboring 
men themselves understand it. 

What I wish to call attention to particularly is the fact that this dis- 
cussion in the interest of labor awakens great sympathy among the 
farmers, that class of people outside of the distinctive class of labor that 
is represented here on the floor as especially interested in high-tariff 
duties; that it does awaken the interest of the generous, warm-hearted 
farmers of the country, who are willing to come to the aid of all other 
classes of labor with a view to securing better wages for them, and have 
been induced in that manner to favor high-lariff legislation which seemed 
to be in their interest, while the laboring men in the shops in the great 
centers of the country, and, as this paper says, within cannon shot of 
the court-house within the city of New York, have invariably, as illus- 
trated in the table given in this editorial, cast their votes against even 
moderate tariff duties and emphatically against a high-tariff system. 
The laborers know best about this matter. They know that most of 
the tariff is going into the pockets of their bosses, and they do not ask 
their farmer friends to burden themselves any further on their account. 
And this is good Republican authority. 

I ask the Clerk to read this article. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IS ULTRA-PROTECTIONISM A WINNING ISSUE? 


| 


The Presidential election four years ago was determined by the vote cast with- 
in cannon sbot of the city hallin New York. Many think the result this year 
will again depend on the poll of New York City. Beyond all doubt the votes 
cast in New York City, Brooklyn, Jersey City, and New Haven will turn one 
way or the other the doubtful States of New York, New Jersey, and Connecti- 
cut, With the issue thus focused and localized the Republican party should be 
able to determine without difliculity just what policies will give it the greatest 
certainty of victory. 

The strip of territory about New York Bay, including New York City, Brook- 
lyn, Jersey City, Queens and Richmond Counties, comprises the greatest hive 
of tariff-protected industry in the United States. Armiesof protected workmen 
and hundreds of millions of protected capital are found within this district, 
Accordingly the Republican party is assured that high protection alone is the 
winning issue for it in this campaign. What is the record? The following 
table gives the vote cast in the district indicated (including also New Haven) for 
Garfieid, moderate protectionist, with that for Blaine, high protectionist, against 
Hancock and Cleveland, low-tariff men : 
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New York State gave Garfield 21,033 majority and Cleveland 1,047. Connecti- 
cut gave Garfield 2,656 majority and Cleveland 1,276. New cr 2,010 
majority against Garfield and 4,412 against Blaine, And the protected corner of 
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the State within a half a dozen miles of the city hall rolled up 63,000 low tariff, 


| anti-high protection majority, and increased its anti-high protection majority 


against Blaine by 84,400 votes over that against Garfield. From these figures 
it appears that the “‘tin-bucket brigade”’ swarming out of the factories, mills, 


| forges, and shops of the great tfariff-protected district about New York carried 


New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut against high protection, and the ma- 
jority increased just as the Republican party, in the person of its candidate in 
1884, emphasized the high-tariff doctrine. The farmers of the three States, 
voting faithfully for high protection with the benevolent purpose of securing 
high wages to the city trades-union workingmen of New York and Brooklyn, 
were met and overwhelmed by the workmen themselves, whorejected the prof- 
fered boon. Is it possible these workmen can not comprehend what is good for 
them? The farmers insisted that they should have rich milk, but the workmen 
replied that it was skimmed before it reached them, and that others got all the 
cream, and they would have nothing to do with it. If they had really believed 
that a perpetuation of high war duties was to their interest they would have 
rolled up their 63,000 majority for the other ticket. 

Surely, if workmen in protected industries can be won by the high-tariff doc- 
trine such a result should have appeared four years ago, and the States of New 
York, New Jersey, and Connecticut been saved to the Republican party. Mr. 
Blaine was a genial, gifted, attractive, inspiring leader. No advocate could urge 
high protectionism on workmen with greater vigor and plausibility than he. 
Nevertheless they rejected his doctrine, increased£their majorities against the 
Republican ticket 8,400 votes, and left the unprotected farmers to champion high 
protectionism. Is it good policy to nominate a candidate with extreme protec- 
tionist views or make a platform calling for a tariff higher than the average sen- 
timent of the party favors? Will not such policies make defeat certain in the 
doubtful Eastern States’? The election returns show that when the Republican 
party has been defeated in New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut it was ow- 
ing to the vote of the manufacturing centers, and that just as high-protection 
doctrines are emphasized the majority against the Republican party in these 
centers is increased. How much ultra tariflism, then, will be needed in the plat- 
form or in the person of the candidate to insure defeat and make certain the loss 
of the doubtful Eastern States? 

During the reading of the foregoing the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Iowa, during which time the reading was concluded as 
above. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment in the second degree al- 
ready. No other amendment is in order until this amendment is dis- 
posed of. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like a vote upon my amendment. It 
was offered in good faith and for substantial reasons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey desires a vote 
upon his amendment. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

A vote having been taken, the Chair was in doubt as to the result, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 67. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [ask for tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will order tellers, and will appoint the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN Jand the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], 
who will please act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Page 3, after line 40, insert; 

* Bags of jute, for grain.” 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I desire—— 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMItL- 
LIN] does not desire to speak in favor of the amendment, the Chair 
will recognize any gentleman opposed toit. The gentleman who offers 
the amendment is entitled to speak if he desires. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is an immense industry, one that gets little 
benefit from the tariff, and is taxed much by it. The effect of the 
amendment is to put on the free-list jute bags, used for grain. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I came in justas my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. ANDERSON] was about finishing his remarks and I heard him say 
the protectionists are constantly asserting that protection resulted in 
high wages, when, in fact, as to the industries that were protected, the 
employer received alone the benefit of the protection. It has been time 
and again proven here, and we assert positively and acknowledge that 
the protectionists are not any more the friends of the laboring men by 
reason of being employers than other men are, and that they will get 
their employés to work as cheap as the free-traders will get theirs; that 
it is not a matter of love, but it is a matter of square business; it is a 
matter ofdollarsandcents. We only claim that by protection we make 
a demand for labor, and that makes a demand for higher wages. If you 
will give us a chance to make our own articles the labor will be in de- 
mand and the laboring man himself will see to it that his employer 
gives him his just dues for his work. But it was also stated in the ar- 
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of that State; neither can you nominate for the presidency any man of 
the Republican party who can carry the election over Grover Cleveland 
in November next. 

Mr. WEBER. We will try it. 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly; I presume it is on politics; and that is 














my religion to some extent. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman tell me whether he does not 
know there are 600,000 workingmen in the State of New York—men 
who live by their labor—400,000 of them in the cities of New York and 
! okl ny 

Mr.SPINOLA. Yes; and they vote the Democratic ticket (applause 
on t! lemocrat} le), and are going to continue to vote it. I want 
to 1 a prediction—not a prophecy, but an absolute prediction. 
The « f New York, in November next, will roll up 60,000 majority 
for the Democratic ticket, not 40,000 as it did four years ago. 

Mr Ul PING You rid you wo ild answer my q estlon Now 
do so. s'want to put you on the record. 

Mr PINOLA. Whatdo you want me to answer? 

M1 UTTIN( Do you give i ir opinion on the floor of tl 
Ho that t 000 workir ho last year were paid mot 
than $200,000,000 | idu it State, are in favor of th 
Mi } if 

h ¢ ¢ t] I vil 

Lil WO J they 

Mi NOLA. Let me: ver; do not answer for me. Tht 
‘ } | lt S200,000,000 tl you t: about, | 
| ) ett l n 1 ao, i 1} yw how to rt b té t} i 
. ‘ 1 
" Mr. NUTT! Do yu that they are to-day in favor of th 

INOLA. Representatives on this floor of the labor organiza 
is of the country are voting for the Mills bill, as you term it. 

Mr. NUTTIN‘ But those workingmen, as they declare in their 
Y mm, do not pprove t] e vot ; 

N PINOLA \ pretty sort of workingmen they are! I was at 
t] etin You could almost count those in attendance on th: 
fix your two hands. About twenty men assembled ther nt 
there by the Republican committee and nobody else. 

Mr. NUTTING. Now answer my question, so that you will be on | 
record. Do you say it is youropinion that the laboring men in t! 
State of New York the 600,000 to whom I have referred—are in favor | 
of t provisions ¢ » Mills bill? 

Mr. SPINOI ‘1 ow many of those men are protected 

Mr. NUTTING. Answer the question, 

M INOLA. Now ask your question over again, if you please. 
[ Lau iter | 

Mr. NUTTING. Do you say it is your opinion and belief that the 
600,000 people in the State of New York who work for wages in the 
industries to which I have referred are, asa whole or as a majority, 
in favor of the passage of the Mills bill? 

Mr PINOLA. A majority of them are in favor of reducing ta 
na and will vote the Democratic ticket. [ Derisive laughter on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. NUTTING. Answer my question, if you can. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I claim to be as familiar with the 


workingmen as my friend is, and a great deal more so. I know what 
their views are, and my friend does not. Thatis the difference between 
7 
Dim a diz 

Mr. BRUMM. Then it ought to be so much easier for you to an- | 
swer the quest 


Mr. SPINOLA. I have answered it. 

Mr. BRUMM. No, you have not. 

Mr. SPINOL I say that those workingmen to whom the gentle- 
man has refe red will vote the Democratic ticket this fall, so as to re- 
duce taxation. That is an answer to his question. 

Mr. BRUMM. No, sir; his question is whether those workingmen 
are in favor of the provisions of the Mills bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, ye - 

Mr. BRUMM. Now we have got the answer at last 

Mr. SPINOLA A majority of them—— 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman’s time will be oxtended. 
Mr.SPINOLA. Itrustso; I havenotcommenced yet. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from New York be extended, 

Mr. BLAND. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that we 
may have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BkumM] 
moved by unanimous consent that the ge ntleman from New York [ Mr. 
SPINOLA] be allowed to proceed with his remarks for five minutes 
longer, if he so desired. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not wish to interfere with anybody on this floor 
who desires to address remarks pertinent to the amendment under con- 
sideration, but we should have some votes and some progress in the 
consideration of the pending bill, We have been engaged in discus- 
sions day after day, and it is about time we should vote. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few remarks on 
‘he subject now before the committee, because it is one of exceeding im- 
—— Thus far it has been proclaimed, by those who favor this 
bill, to be their purpose to place materials of manufacture on the free- 
list, but at the same time to give some protection to the manutactured 
product. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], in behalf 
of the Committeeon Ways and Means, now proposes to place a complete 
manufactured product on the free-list, to wit: Grain bags made of jute. 
But bags may be made not only of jute, but of cotton, and it makes 
no difference of which material they are made so far as the consumer 
iseoncerned. So, if grain bags made of jute are to be made freeof duty, 
then you would prac ctically open to free importation into this country 
bags which may be entered for consumption. When bags made of 

> can be imported fi f duty, inasmuch as jute bags may be us ed 
instead of cotton bags, the practical effect is the same as though bag 
made of either jute or cotton should be admitted free of duty. It w ill 
be impossible to manufacture bags out of cotton in this country, and 
this large industry will be practically destroyed, forour people can not 
o on making bags which may be brought into free competition with 
imported free of duty. These bags made in foreign countries 
are produced by the useof the cheapest 1 r. In India they are man- 





ifactured by cooly labor atthe very ‘e of a few cents a day 

rhere are to-day lar t ablishme nts producing bi 

r made of jute as vy he proposition, I reps 

to admit similar bags ome immediately int 0 compet 
tion with bags made by paid labor. The inevitable effect 
of this will be to dest y in the first place, and, second! 
to prevent the use of cotton waste and cotton of inferior grades now used 
in the production of these bag 

I ask gentlemen who propose to place upon the free-list a complete 
manufactured product, where this thing is to end when once begun? . I 
call their attention to the fact that in presenting this bill they pro- 
claimed they did not intend to destroy or even to injure any manu- 
facturing industry, but to lea icient duty to cover the differe 





in cost of labor here and in foreign countries. But here we have a 
proposition to place a complete product on the free-list without any 
protection for the labor which may be used in its manufacture. 
LIN. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 
ir. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. Mc MILLIN. Has not the gentleman from Maine been in favo 
uttin g sugar upon the free-list? 

Mr. DING LEY Only with a bounty to go with it. Sugar to-day 
has 82 per cent. of protection and tl 1e ge ntleman’s bill proposes to give 
68 per cent. I favor a proposition to reduce the duty to 40 per cent. 
which is the average , protection given to manufacturers, or free sugar 
with a bounty to the producer. But here is a provision to compel 
those laborers who work in bagging mills to pay this €8 per cent. duty 
on sugar to use as food and to compel them to labor in the manufact- 
ure of these bags in free competition with the coolies of Calcutta. 














, ask you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, whether a proposition ot 
this kind is wort hy of the : support of _ House. I ask gentlem¢ n who 
bb ve said all along they d lid not propose to destroy any industry if this 
is in accordance with their promises 

If these Ceaaka are to be allowed to be imported free of duty when 
the importer represents that they are to be used for grain, the custom- 
houses would be unable to follow up the imports and see that they are 
used for that object, and the prac tical effect would be to allow the ir 
port free ¢ Fenny , of bags for all use 

The bill also proposes to place imported lime on the free-list, not 

withstanding limeis the completed productofa manufacturing industry 
which in 1880 gaveemployment to 6,000 men, paid $1,579,313 in wages, 
and produced lime valued in the markets at $5,772,318. The duty on 
limeis only 10 per cent. ad valorem, which was intended togivea protec- 
tion of at least 10 cents per cask, but which, by a ruling of the Treasury 
Department which excludes the cost of the cask from the estimate o! 
the value, and by systematic undervaluation, has been so reduced that 
the importation of Canadian lime is rapidly increasing—increasing 
from the fact that the labor employed in this industry in Maine, for 
example, receives $2 per day, in Canada receives only $1.25 per day, 
and from the further fact that the duty has practically been reduced in 
the way which I have indicated. 

Now, in this situation, when in 1886 82.855 casks of Canadian lime 
were imported, and in 1887, 132,239 casks imported—and the present 
year will rise to a much larger volume—it is proposed by this bill to 
place lime on the free-list. Can there be any doubt that such action 
would do one of two things, either destroy lime manufacturing in this 
country, or compel the reduction of wages in the industry to the Cana- 
dian standard ? 

The injustice of this proposition to place lime on the free-list is made 
manifest when it is borne in mind that this bill retains a duty of 26 
per cent. on bituminous coal, which is used in the burning of lime; a 
duty of 68 per cent. on the sugar and 100 per cent. on the rice which 
the laborers in this industry are compelled to buy for food. Will gen- 
tlemen give any explanation of such discrimination ? 

Instead of striking down the lime-manufacturing industry by placing 
imported Canadian lime on the free-list, a due regard for the men en- 
gaged in this industry demands that the small ad valorom duty, which 
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nas been largely lost by the causes to which I adverted, shoul 
place to a specific duty of 15 cents, or at least 10 cents per cask. 
[ Here the hammer fell. | 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the 


I I 
ment, and if there is no ‘ n the f amendment wil 
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t the district which he represents. Incomprehensi 
! im free to t my colleague is in favor of the M 
a whole, for he has so stated on this fl t of course he ¢ 
have anticipated t 1 amendment of t character would 

» the bill in his absence, and while he is paired with a gent 

ould vote against it—an amendment which so greatly chang 
to the detriment of his own district. ; 

In my own district there is, so far as I know, no lustry t 
amendment, if adopted, will harm, but in the district r presen 
my colleague there is a very large industry that in my judgm: 
be greatly injured by the proposed legislation. A very large 
of capital has been invested in the city of Manchester in t] 
facture of jute bagging, employing many people. The cap 
have gone into the business have invested their money, in t] 





ble expectation that the tariff duty would be permitted to 
nit, therefore, that if this amendment be ado i 
not only to the manufacturers, but also 
class of industrious persons employed in the industry. If the d 
taken off, the manufacture of this commodity will be placed 
hands of foreign manufacturers, 


a great hardship, 


and will especially be passed « 
the tender mercies of the pauper labor of Calcutta, where the i 
thrives to-day notwithstanding our existing tariff laws. 
the interest of the manufacturers as well 
State who are employed in this business, i 





Ther fi 
as of the laboring men of my 
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American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor, and 
without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover any increased 
cost of production which may exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages 
prevailing in this country 


That was the enunciation of the Democratic convention which as- 
sembled four years ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And we enunciate it again. 

Mr. ROWELL. That was the enunciation of the Democratic con- 
vention which assembled a few days ago, modified, however, by ap- 
pointing an interpreter, so that black may mean white and white may 
mean black, according to the necessities of the cccasion. 

Nevertheless a bill is presented here and amendments are presented 
here to place upon the free-list articles manufactured both in this coun- 
try and abroad, manufactured here by high-priced labor and abroad by 
the very lowest of low-priced labor; and according to the interpretation 
of the language which recognizes the fact that a tariff affects the wage- 
earner we are to have this sort of manufacturing industry blotted out 
of existence. I only read this to call the attention of my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON | to the fact that the Democratic party went be- 
fore those laborers of New York four years ago and declared that in all 
revision of taxing legislation the laborer should be protected to the 
full extent of the difference between wages in this country and wages 
abroad. He is publicly rewarded for the vote he gave upon that 
pledge by a blow all along the line, not alone to manufacturing indus- 
tries, but to the farmers as well. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a favorite charge of gentlemen on the other side 
of this House that the Republican party is the defender of trusts and 
the money power; and yet fortwenty years every Democratic candidate 
for the Presidency has been selected from the State of New York with 
express reference to securing the influence of the money power. The 
present Administration in every distinctive executive act or recom- 
mendation has abandoned to its fate the great West in the interest of 
monopolies, trusts, and the money power. In the construction of the 
Cabinet two of the Cabinet ministers were taken from this same great 
home of trusts and money influence. 

Within 20 miles of Tammany Hall resides the vote upon which the 





Democracy depends for success. It is a vote more notoriously con- 
trolled by moneyed influences than any other vote anywhere in the 
United States. Every distinctive act of this Administration has been 
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affect this important industry, which, of course, like all other legitimate 
American industries, ought to be properly protected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. After the bags are imported they may be used for 
any purpose. You can not trace them. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As the gentleman from Maine says, 
after the bags are imported they may be used for grain or any other 
purpose. Now, if thése foreign-made bags are put upon the free-list 
this American industry will be put in competition with the low labor 
of Scotland and of Calcutta, the cost of labor in the latter place being 


| so low as to be almost inappreciable. I rose simply for the purpose of 


| saying thatin my judgment the gentleman from California [Mr. THomp- 


SON] was laboring under a misapprehension when he said that jute 
was not manufactured into bags for grain in this country. The gen- 
tlemen from whose letter I have read an extract have a very extensive 
plant, which has cost a large amount of money, and they employ some 
six hundred hands. There is also another establishment in Baltimore, 
in which they are joint owners, employing a large number of hands. 
I am satisfied that the statements contained in their letter to me are 
correct, and I am glad to lay them before this committee and thereby 
to correct the statement of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Californit. Mr. Chairman, from the best in- 
formation that I have been able to obtain, the bags which are used by 
the wheat-growers of California are not made in this country. They 
are brought from Calcutta, and about two-thirds of the importations 


| are through the San Francisco custom-house. We are manufacturing 


hags in the State prison, to what extent I do not know exactly. Free 


jute may encourage the manufacture of bags on the Pacific coast—I do 


| not know whether it will or not, but if it does, it will be for the ben- 


in the interest of that moneyed power and for the purpose of securing | 


its influence. In the attempt to demonetize silver, in the attempt to 
blot out of existence our greenback currency, in withholding for more 
than ten months the call for bonds and allowing the money to accu- 
mulate in the Treasury, in finding some objection to a law which no- 
body else ever disputed and thereby preventing the purchase of bonds, 
in depositing sixty millions of currency in the national banks—— 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. ROWELL. I would like a little more 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[ ries of ** Vote!’’] 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. I object. 
TY? 
i> 





utleman gets through we shall have a vote. 
he CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

If there be no objection, the Chair will regard the formal amendment 
as withdrawn 

Mr. THOMPSON, ef California. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amend- 
ment. I desire, in the interest of the great grain-producing States of 
the Pacific coast, Oregon and California especially, to advocate the adop- 
tion of this amendment. The amendment as it reads is ‘‘bags of jute 
for grain.’’ Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that bags made of 
jute for grain will come in competition with any of the manufacturers 
of the East. They do not make bags for grain here. These jute grain- 
bags are imported from Calcutta. Our farmers can not afford to buy 
them here and ship thefh. This amendment is in the interest of the 
grain-producing people of the Pacific coast, and I hope that it will be 
adopted, and, as I have said, I do not believe it will interfere with the 
cotton-bag manufacturers of the East. I withdraw the formal amend- 
ment 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what 
the gentleman from California [Mr. THompson] has just said, I wish 
to say that I think he is under a misapprehensiou with regard to the 
manufacture of grain-bags in the Eastern portion of the country. In 
connection with his statement I wish to read a brief extract from a 
letter which I have received from Messrs. John T, Bailey & Co., of 
Philadelphia. These gentlemen write: 

Burlaps are woven or manufactured from jute in Dundee, Scotland, and Cal- 
cutta, imported in large quantities to this country and manufactured into bags 
for all known purposes—fertilizers, wheat, corn, bran, peanuts, flour, meal, ice, 
rice, wool, hair, ore, ete.—paying a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. Foreign- 
made bags from the same material coming into this country pay a duty of 40 per 
cent. This difference of 10 per cent. is what enables the industry to be carried 
on in this country. Take away this difference and the bags for all the products 
just enumerated would be made in Dundee and Caleutta, where labor is much 
cheaper; Dundee wages for such work being about two-thirds less than ours, 
while labor in Calcuttais a mere trifle. 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to be very clear that this amendment will 





efit of the wheat-growers of that coast. 

Mr. MORROW. Can my colleague tell how many ba 
factured at the State prison ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Fifteen thousand a2 day is the largest number. 

Mr. MORROW. How many are manufactured at the Oakland fac- 
tory ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Not many now. 

Mr. MORROW. They manufacture a good many, I think, 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not krow. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will regard 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
The other day when my colleague [Mr. Biaas] asked me whether I 
was in favor of free bags, I replied that if they could be manufactured 


gs are mant- 


| in this country I was not, but if they could not be manufactured here 
| Twas. I further said that I did not mean by ‘‘ manufactured in this 
| country ’’ manufactured in the State prisons, for on that proposition I 


have very definite ideas. Idonotthink thatanything should be manu- 
factured in the prisons which can be or is made out of them. Penal 
institutions should be supported by the States and not put into com- 


| petition with the labor of the country. As to the amendment of the 


committee, I believe with my colleagues [Mr. Biaas and Mr. THomp- 


| SON] that free grain-sacks may bean advantage to the farmers of Cali- 
| fornia, but I think only a temporary advantage. 


LAND. I hope noobjection will be made, but I hope that after 


ee 


But, sir, Iam a protectionist. Iam a protectionist everywhere that 
the principle of protection applies. I believe as Edmund Burke said 
about liberty: that protection is the clear right of all industries or of 
none. My doctrine, sir, now comes to face me. A vote on this propo- 
sition—a vote against the amendment of the committee may be unpop- 
ular. Ifit have all the effect my colleague predicted, the effect to re- 
verse the majority in my district, I could not hesitate. 

Sir, I should be ashamed of myself, I could hardly get back my self- 
respect, if I should stand here and vote for this principle as applicable 
to other industries and other States, and not vote for it as applicable to 
my own State; therefore I shall not vote for the amendment. The 
farmers of my district, if they are protectionists, will take the fat and 
the lean of protection; they will take it in its fullest extent, as it op- 
erates generally through the country, whether in particular instances 
its effect be good or bad. If it should be evil for them particularly, 
they will endure that evil in view of the greater benefit which comes 
to the country generally and to them as citizens of the country—a 
prosperous country. But there can come no evil to the farmers by or 
through protection universally applied; besides, it is disputable if free 
sacks will lessen the price to the farmer. 

I have thought it necessary to make these few remarks to explain the 
vote which I shall cast on this proposition, so that my constituents may 
know distinctly how I stand on protection as a principle, and that I do 
not shirk from applying it wherever I think it is properly applicable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the formal amend- 
ment. ‘The substantial amendment pending is to insert on the free- 
list the words ‘‘ bagging of jute for grain.’’ Now, sir, jute bags, if 
allowed to come in free, will come in competition with bags for grain 
made of other materials by American manufacturers and American work- 
men. The manufacture of jute bags is carried on in three ways: first, 
by the convict labor of California and perhaps other States; second, by 
the cooly labor of Calcutta and the cheaper-than-American labor of 
Dundee; and third, by the manufacturers of the Eastern States. Now, 
we have already our competition with convict labor; we have our com- 
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The wages paid to Americar O} es are ! t 
which are paid to similar operatives in Dundee, and more than five t 
paid tosimilar operatives in Calcutta, India. For example: | 
receive $3.40 per week and less; American batchers, $9. Engl 


n spinners, 36 Keng sh weavers $3.50 and les 
weavers, $9. English adults, superior - 
lish average of all hands, young and old, $2.85; Americar 

of East Indian labor at Calcutta is unworthy of even a t 
American wage scale. Alarge percentage of Ar icanemy] \ ire 
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aid in the support of their families. They are surrounded bya clk 
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excess of the diminution of the cost of raw ma The re so 





can manufacturers of ba ng to the ta imy 
comparison of the ele nts which enter into tl 
bagging shows that if the discount interest current in American citie 
reduced to foreign rates, and if the wages of Ame i 
to the level of Dun facturers would |} 
little need of a protective tariff. Of course the former is impossible in th 
ot things, and as to the latter Iam of opinion that Ameri I 
never submit to a depression down to the levels of foreis 
any intelligent American employer ever desire such a thing to com 
this country, even if it were possible, Whether regarded inan econo 
or moral view, it would be an infinite evil to our beloved country 
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I submit that this provision would in no wise diminish the cost of 
consumers, Past experience has shown that every imported staple 


in this country has been subjected to monopoly contro!, either at the ; 


1 


shipment or consignment, under which control the selling price has 
with reference to excessive profit and not at allto beneficence. T! 
this time a combination among the East I in manufacturers by wh 
different foreign countries are raised or | -red, not with reference tot 
the product, but solely with reference to the conditions at the poir 
ment, thus making one country pay any margins of loss or lessened 
cruing in another. If the tariff istaken off raw jute, t 
duction from the present duty of 3 cents down to 2 cents pe ard, If 
below that limit the capital invested would have no encouragement 
in the business, for the reason that this country would become the 
ground of foreign surplus stocks, creating uncertainties alike injuriou 
ducers and consumers. Any reduction below 1} cents per yard is act 
trade so far as we are concerned, destructive to us without any corr 


benefit to consumers. Why destroy an American industry, with its A 




























capital and American labor? The Treasury surplus receives no enlar 


ased to consumers by reas 





from it, nor is the cost of the product in 
existence. In proportion to its magnitude it increases the pul 
rosperity, and it constitutes one of the many diversified industries wh 

Followed upon a wise public policy. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant CHAS. E. PEAR 
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h rnally failed; and whatever quantity of jute or jute butts is now 
used by American manuliacturers Is imported, and necessarily must he. 
It i n almost exclusively in British India and in China. 

I ein my district at least one very large manufactory engaged in 
producing bagging for cotton-baling and for bagging grain. I can very 
y see why the California farmer may desire free bags, if it be t 
that if by having them free he obtains them in the market mor: 
cheaply than they can be had if subject to duty. There, if I under- 

tand correctly, the farmer sells the bagging with the grain; he exports 


r 





gving what he receives per pound 


both and receives per pound for the ba 








for its contents, and as the bagging costs him more per pound than he 
obta the grain, he loses the difference. In my section of th 
country the farmer sends his grain to the elevator in bags belonging to 
those who make the purchase, and when the contents are sold the bags 
are returned to their owners. The farmers in Indiana own very few 
ur I ~ yr th reason I have s ed 

Now, it seems to me that we do all that those who may be interested 
in the j hase of the grain sacks can demand if we place on the fre 
list the material out of which they are made. 17 nufacturers in 
my part of the country, I may i they are to | 

extent indifferent about it. sy 1: the ‘ 

protectionists; they vote for me ant | and nst 
the Mills billand all other iniqu ki 

There is a difference between imposing a duty upon jute and jute 
butts and imposing a duty upon a product manufactured from them. 
Every gentleman can see the difference without my pointing it out. 


lay r, whose letter 1 hold in 
my hand, jute and jute butts compete with no American product. It 
is not raised here But if the jute comes in and is put in a manufact- 
ured product, then by thismanufacture it becomes an American pro odu 

And if this should come into competition with the cheap jute abroad 


ve of an extensive manufactur 





lower rate of wages paid anywhere than is paid to the industry engag 

in raising jute and jute butts—if that material produced by this che: ip | 

labor comes into competition with the American product it must nec- 
sarily also come into competition with the manufactured article, and 


es 
therefor = manufactured article should be kept on the dutiable list. 


: cheap labor used in the produc tion abroad, for there is no | 


| in this country, although I have 


[ Het 1¢ hammer fell. ] 
Mr F J ‘LTON. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, in California the greatest manufacture of jute sacks 


is in the State’s prison; this arrangement for their manufacture was 
made by the State authority, as it was thought it could in no wise in 
terfere with the free labor of the country. 

The effect of this manufacture of bags in the State’s prison has been 
to prevent what had always existed, and in my opinion would exist 
whether the duty is kept on or their importation is made free, that is 
a combine by the foreign importers to increase prices. I refer to the 
importation of sacks into the State of California, where they are largely 
used in the transportation of grain. These grain-sacks are made at 
present in few foreign countries and factories, thus rendering com- 
bines of importers easy. But while the manufacture continues at the 
State’s prison it renders a monopoly of this article more difficult and 
less secure. The result has been that it has not interfered with the fre¢ 
labor of the State, yet at the same time the product has been cheap- 
ened in price by furnishing an additional supply to compete with a for- 
eign importation, and as their sale has wisely been restricted in amount 
to individual purchasers. 


I have already, as far as I could, emphasized the free importation of 


the raw material by voting to put on the free-list jute and jute butts, 
as my colleagues alsohave done. Buttaking into consideration the ex- 
isting state of facts and the fact that the taking off of this duty will, 
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yn jute butts ought to be 





ith the present tar I g 
taken off, because there is no jute raised in A i therefore would harm 
»one. Thanking you in advance for a reply and early attention 
Am truly urs 
A. LEHMAN 
iP i jJging ¢ n 
Hon. Georcr W. STRELI 
Wi ton, D. € 
Mr. STEELE. Without occupying further time, I will merely say 
that I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee will not 
he agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Merelysaying that the gentleman’s correspondent 


is wholly in error as to the effect of placing bagging on the free-list, I 
eall for a vote. 

By unanimous consent, formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ] 


I ask for the reading of the pending amendment. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3, after line 43, insert bags of jute for 
Mr. DINGLEY. I demand a division 
The committee divided: and there wert iyes 67, noes 63. 


Mr. DIN‘ 
drew it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I insist on the point of no quorum. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. STEELE. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


made the point of no quorum, but afterwards with- 


Machinery designed for the conversion of jute or jute butts into cotton ba ing 
to wit, cards, roving frames, winding frames, and : softe ners, 





“Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out that eer. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the proposition to put on the frec- 
list one of the most advanced forms of manufacture is not in harmony 
with the announced doctrine of this bill, which is that it is to give fr 
raw materials for commodities, in order to cheapen their cost while 
maintaining the rate of wages for labo 

The machinery it embraces is, I am assured, largely manufactured 
1eard it said on the floor that none 
is manufactured. Orders can, I am assured, be given for any amount 
and it will be made and made of material which this bill leaves dutia- 
ble in every stage, from ore up—machinery which is to be admitted 
free of duty. 

If it be true, as the advocates of this bill assert, that duties are taxe 
then you tax the manufacturer of this machinery on all his material 
and make his finished product, composed of taxed materials, free. Gen- 
tlemen who manage this bill - that both coal and iron are to be dutia- 
ble. Ido not find that the bill makes it free; but I think when on 
proper stage is reached they will redeem their assurances given to tl 
miners and laborers of Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, and Alabama, that provisions necessary to accomplish th« 
assurances will be inserted in the bill. Pig-iron is dutiable, and bar- 


iron-is dutiable at a larger rate in proportion to the increased amount 


I 
} 





| of industry involved in it. 


Steel is dutiable at a still higher rate, again, in proportien to the 
amount of industry involved in its manufac ture; and soon all the way 


| through until, as I have said, youcome to this machinery itself, which 


greater precision than the human hand, and which seems 
to be instinct with human intellect of a high order—machinery which 


moves with g 


| embodies some of the most wonderful inventions of the human mind 


in this or other countries. When labor and genius have advanced your 


| coal and ore and pig-iron into these machines, the result of skilled 


as I believe, interfere with the general industry of the making of sacks | 


of all kinds and from all materials now used throughout this country, 
by resulting in bringing in the manufactured articles from India and 
Europe to the displacement of the home manufacture, and consequently 
to the disadvantage of homelabor. Ishall not vote for the amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of asking the 
Clerk to read’a letter which I have received in reference to the manu- 
facture Of bagging, the subject now under consideration. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Perv, Inp., March 10, 1888. 


Dear Sire: Have noticed in the newspapers that the Democratic tariff reform- 


ers intend to have burlaps and bagging for covering cotton on the free-list. If 


this law should go into effect it would totally ruin a very valuable American 

industry to the amount of several million dollars, Theaverage cotton crop con- 

sumes about fifty million yards per annum, which is at present all manufact- 

ured in America, and one-half of it in this close vicinity—St. Louis, Mo., Louis- 
ville, Ky., and Muncie, Peru, and Huntington, Ind. 

Our fac tory employs at present over one hundred hands, and we turn out over 
3,000,000 yards per annum, and we have an investment in this business of over 
a hundred thousand dollars. There is not the least doubt that our and every 
other bagging mill in this country would be closed within six months if this law 
should go into effect. 

Now, friend STEELE, we ask you to use all yourinfluence to protect us against 
such unjust legislation. The present duty is limitedenough. Only three years 
ago, when jute butts were three-quarters of a centa pound higher than this pres- 
ent time, and American bagging manufacturers advanced the value of bag- 
ging 1} cents per yard, Dundee, Scotland, jute manufacturers supplied a good 
portion of the American bagging market. This is to show you that the margin 


| 
1 
i 
| 


labor, you say now, in order to check the manufacture of such valua- 


| ble machines as these, we will leave the elements subject to duty and 
| make the finished product free. 


I say it isinconsistent with the argument indulged in by the framers 
of this bill. Itis inconsistent with all the arguments yet made on the 
other side of the House. Certainly no man will venture to assert that 
machinery of this kind is raw material. They can not point us to the 
vines or trees upon which the machines grow, or point us to the caves 
or mines from whence they may be dug. They are, as I have said, the 
result of the highest order of “mechanical skill and the most precise 
labor of our most accomplished working people. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman pardon an inquiry ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does the gentleman know where any of 
this machinery is constructed in this country? and, if so, I would be 
obliged to him for any information on that subject. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have assurances from gentlemen engaged in text- 
ile manufactures of various kinds that this machinery is made in 
New England, and, as they believed, at the Bridesburg works—or 
rather at the works of the Bridesburgh Manufacturing Company in Phil- 
adelphia it is made—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 

’ennsylvania may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentl n from 































5 
4 vania will be permitted to continue his remarks, 
: There was no objection. i 
Mr. KELLEY. I last« ‘ interrogated a gentleman, Mr. W I 1b 
iam Whitman, the president of e Association of Woolen M 
urers, whose ho 3, 1 ve boston 
Mr. MORSI! Ve ‘ 
Mr. KELLEY And who is doubtless well known to th 
as tives of that Sta ind put the plain, blunt que tion to h m 
the articles covered by tl use were manufactured in this c 
He responded: ‘‘Oh, yes, abundantly. All the machinery in 1 
I know of in work ng textiles of all sorts is made and can |] i ( 
> abundantly with the machine tools and the Li é 
have | had appealed to other sources n 
guished, and had received like information pre | 
to be true that this machinery is constructed in our own count: 
But it is most marvelous, Mr. Chairman, if ] ! ) ! 
can produce the finest machinery required ria ‘ 
ite silks, from the narrower fringes or rib dest 
that can manufacture every degree of quality of cotton goods tl 
n1 1] we or] United States t 4 t : 
ie machinery that produces all the woolen ¢ 
tha th can not make the few simple art ( 
L are used in the manufacture « 
itas ‘ the making of these goods f 
ey m ile manufactures. It will be 
lestion ing was manutactured 
jan 3 to which it may 
which 18 i ple « ire el S 
There is no distinction, no clear, well-defined distinction 
¢ machin to be used in spinning and weavit ute and 
‘ pinning cdl we x cotton, wool, worsted id « 
t ) L ight diff nce ( but 1é 1n I 
1 iat t Ls ( Lb for a 
to v er an art v ir iit 1 ii ‘ 
ud nm ‘ ! t I owl 
app 1 
I t ‘i Cha ~ sii eno to present the 
( to the considera tn rent na to 
they h e thrown 1 > co ction ¥ ma S t 
ym which they have removed the duties and made free, o1 
st complicated classes of manufactures 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gent! an fi 
./ Mr. Ker yy] has stated ut a well-known bu 
had informed him tl il the m nery 0 
<tile manufacturi: in this « rt 
Mr. KELLEY. is used; b eve S 
} ery 1S made an l ri n 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That includ 
all,’’ at least in part 
Mr. KELLEY Yes ( \ \ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, « sas | n M ) 
kind Of course that includ iny kind. uso stated I 
¥ he knew. Now, if the gentleman who ; ie infor 
gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Kev! had stated that t 
ticular machinery was of his own knowledge made in this « 
should consider it most excellent evidencs ~ ( 
Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I hav ‘ é 
1ake myself understood or to be understood. I said I had put it vt ! t u 
question point blank, ‘‘Are thearticles described in this paragraph 1 
ufactnred in this country ?’’ and I received the affirmative ass hether this part ur t 
that they were and are now being manufactured in this country. tance f e@ ! 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentieman | ment that machi: 
to say that he received the assurance that they were, so far as the gen- | States » ext d 
: tleman knew. e ‘ 
; Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no, no 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, Mr. Chairmar Mr. ROGERS I ntle ! 
; Mr. KELLEY. He added, as far as he knew they were manuf iy colle M My « 
; ared at Bridesburgh, in Philadelphia, but he knew they were manu that the machinery co not 
$ factured in New England. i before the House the « ( fact t 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He knew this particular 3; | used was not made in this « 


of machinery was manufactured in New England? I now unde Mr. ADAMS. Let mea ny friend Arka y 
that to be the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. W« 


yw | what “‘ ro . frames 








i need to balance credible testimony. I want to state to the TH Mr. ROGERS. Iwa ( 
t that this gentleman is, I believe, not engaged in this line of busin« statement. I do not know anyt 
; | am inclined to think he is liable to be in error, and, asa matterof| Mr.ADAMS. Will thegentleman’s e|M 
: vt, I think he is in error about this particular matter. The gentle- | tell me what ‘‘ roy 
inan from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] is perhaps familiar with a cor Mr. BRECKINRIDGI to t 
4 munication that we have all received from the manufacturers of bagging. | that itis entirs immaterial wha ng frames are I 
; in which they say that theiz machinery can not be used for any other | is, are they made in t ount ind are they a source of ex 
: purpose than the manufacture of bagging. It can not be so used even, | the manufacturers of bagging? I can tell the gentleman what 
; they say, for the manufacture of burlaps. That would seem to effect- | frames are, but it is wl innecessary that gentlemen who 
ually cover the point the gentleman makes that this machinery can be | sidering the economic side of this question should have t 


information of those who are eng 
it can not be soused. I want to add further that I have had the pleas- | Gentlemen ake when they hold that 


: used for other purposes. All of the gentlemen employing it say that | cal 
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j dala : 
‘ pur hould und discuss the question from its | that is imported in addition to our own production, but subsidized to ’ 
é extent of our production. T) t] ogic of the gentk in’s po 
l I rey liate tha nent; I 1 er |] iid one l No fit he l to f } ait on thing \ ao 1 
\ ld just i | from Arkansas it tl ice, for the 1 n that the wl t of tl ity goes int j 
f e Tre I und bad logie to put a duty on things which we do pro- 
M INRIDGE, of Arka I eak of your { because the money goes into the pockets of the manufacturers 
Ho I lf uote y t en but tl i this machinery ment in this paragraph pay a duty 
re t ti He ( I v subsidized industry on the theory that we do not make an 
all | Gentlemen, that is not the explanation. These things are © 
VA The general principle which I adhere to and which I | wanted in the South. 4 
» ! f his theories in regard to p tion! Mr. ROSSELL, of Massachusetis. Oh, no; they are wanted in my) 3 
I 0 t, ist f } tieman proposes a < f district 4 
in Ui he ought to be able to givea reason for that cl ere he ougl Mr. BAYNE They want them in the South, as they want cotton 2 
to | ble to show that the change will be ultimately beneficial to tl ties, as they want many oth t things down there; and because they are ‘ 
count et u me that a revenue tariff is the proper ta | wanted in the South gentlemen on the other side propose to make them ¥ 
‘I ) admit gentleman is compelled to admit by | free; yet they say this bill is not sectional. [Derisive cries on the 4 
ny visions of this bill it there should be discrimination in the | Democratic side.] When I say the bill is sectional, gentlemen may r 5 
industries the products of which are to be put on the free-list, and [main- | gard it as empty talk; but noise and truth sometimes go together § i 
tain that s the duty of the Committee on Ways and Means to give this | The eruption of a volcano has sometimes a terrible effect on th I 3 
Jlouse a certain amount of information, even technical information, so | rounding country. What I say is the truth about this matter; and y 3 
that we may be aided in determining what ourduty is. Now, Iask any | can read it in every line of this bill. 5 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means to inform this lfouse what { Here the hammer fell. ] % 
sort of machinery this is, in order that we may come to a conclusion upon The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend i 
the question whether it is not a fit subject for protection, or whether | ment will be considered as withdrawn. ‘ 
it is not a fit subject for the postponement ofa change in the duty—which Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offe: Y 
is another equally important consideration. I repeat, that lask these | an amendment. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] moved to 
questions simply because I believe in goo faith that the burden of proof | strike out the words ‘‘roving frames’’ because, he said, he did not 


is upon the Committee on Ways and Means to give us the reason for 
the conclusion to which they wish us to subscribe. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think that the burden of 
proof has been borne very fairly, and, in my humble judgment, very 
’ Whenever the gentleman can show the slightest con- 
nection between what he wants to know and the economic question pre- 
sented here, I have no doubt that the committee will be able to satisfy 
him. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize a gentleman in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 


+ { rils 
satisfactorily. 


Mr. BAYNE. Well, I will oppose the striking out of “roving | 


frames. ’’ 
it is not strange that the committee could not answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] It shows the knowledge they 
have of the matters with which they are proposing to deal in this bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Ask the minority of the com- 
mittee what ‘‘ roving frames’? are. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The minority are not responsible for this bill. Wait 
until our bill comes in. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MORSE. You have got to wait until your convention is over. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. You say you do not know what 


roving frames are. Do vou know what “ cards’’ are? 
Ir. BAYNE. This case is in keeping with the general scheme of this 


y 
bill The gentlemen who framed it do not understand the subject- 
matter of the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. What machinery is the gentleman inquiring about ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Roving frames. I want to know what they are. 

Mr. BYNUM. Do you know what ‘‘roving’’ means ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; I know what it means. 

Mr. BYNUM. What does it mean ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Itmeans moving, perambulating around, as the Dem- 
ocratic party is doing these days, hunting fora platform. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. As used in connection with machinery it means to 


draw through an aperture. Also, a rove of wool is only partially | 


twisted. Consequently I presume this machine in the manufacture of 
jute is used for asimilar purpose as in the manufacture of wool. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is a difference between a carding-machine 
and a roving-machine. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rose more particularly to call atten- 
tion to the attitude of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE], who is a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
who, as I do not see him in his seat, is probably at this moment con- 
sulting a dictionary to find out what roving frames are. [ Laughter. ] 
The position of the gentleman from Arkansas has been all along that 
where a thing not made in this country was subject toa duty the whole 
duty went into the Treasury, but that in so far as an article paying 
duty was made in this country, the duty was in the nature of a sub- 
sidy. It was on that principle that the gentleman justified the high 
rateofduty maintaizedon sugar. We produce one-eighth, one-tenth, or 
one-eleventh—there is a difference of opinion as to the exact amount— 
of the sugar consumed in this country, and the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, in reply to the suggestion that sugar should come in free be- 
cause it did not fall within the legitimate range of protection, said, no, 
it ought not to come in free because it was not a subsidized industry. 
How not subsidized? Why, not subsidized to the extent of the sugar 


I am told that there are no such things as roving frames, so | 





know what ‘‘roving frames’’ were. 

Mr. ADAMS. No; because I wanted to find out. : 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the word 2 
~ 





**eards;’’ perhaps gentlemen do not know what they are. . 
Mr. BAYNE. As the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- A 
RIDGE] has returned to his seat, hecan, perhaps, inform us what ‘‘rov- 4 
ing frames’’ are. 2 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I hold in my hand a book : 
containing a representation of one of these machines, and as the best 7 
means of conveying the matter to the gentleman’s mind I ask him to 3 
| come and look at this picture. ; 
Mr. ADAMS. Does it look as if it could be made in America? : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I haveno doubt that anything j 
which can be constructed by human ingenuity can be made in Amer- : 
ica. But the only question in this debate is, is this machinery made 4 
in this country? 4 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. i 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This book gives a representa- i 
| tion of a ‘‘ roving frame,’’ such as is used in the woolen business; and : 
as I am informed, the same kind of frame is used in the bagging busi- . 
| ness. Of course I never used one myself. It is a machine used in put- 3 
ting a fiber through what is called the drawing process. It is brought 
into a loose continuous roll prior to being made into yarn fit for spin- 
ning. This, Iam told by bagging manufacturers, is the character of 
the machine. 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I desire to bring this debate back 
to the business question on which we are engaged. I understood the 7 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to close his remarks by 
| saying in effect that ‘‘ machinery designed for the conversion of jute or 


| of the South. 


| ging in my own State and in other parts of New England, and incident- 
| ally for the benefit of the people who raise cotton and are compelled 








ther. 


jute butts into cotton bagging, to wit, cards, roving frames, windin 
frames, and softeners,’’ are in this bill put on the free-list for the benefi 
I say that putting this machinery upon the free-list is 
a measure largely for the benefit of the people who make cotton bag 


o 
t 
t 


to buy the covering of their bales. 

Mr. BAYNE. Have they asked for this? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. They have. 

Mr. BAYNE. By petition? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. They have asked for it in the 
usual manner, so that the knowledge of it is brought to this House 
through myself or any other member who chooses to give information 
of their desire. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will not yield to you any fur- 


Mr. BAYNE. I was going to ask you one question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. You can ask it later. I do not 
want to be drawn away from the point I am discussing. The bill pro- ' 
poses to put this machinery on the free-list. Why? Because not a 
single roving frame or any other part of the machinery for manufact- 
uring cotton bagging is made in the United States; and the reason why 
such machinery is not made here is because the demand for it has not 
been up to the present time, as it probably will not be in the near fut- 
ure, sufficient to induce machinists to undertake the work of making 
this enormously heavy machinery. 

The manufacturers who are now provided with this machinery are 
compelled to send to England for duplicate parts necessary from time 
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Ir. LIND. I move it as a substitute for the pending am« sineas in 4 
to lines 41, 42, and 43, and to come in at the end of line 43 The ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN 

nature of a substitute, but is an amendment. ; 

t Mr. LIND. Is it not in order to move it as a substitute t y la 


} , 7 
pending amendment ? sl used 





DOCKERY in the chair 




















TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentilemanfrom Pennsylvania[ Mr. k ‘i ; 
moved to strike out the paragraph, and to that an amendment was iuct 
made to strike out some of the words of that paragraph. rhe ¢ 
Mr. NELSON. Ithink the amendment of the gentleman from Min- ee 
nesota takes precedence of the motion to strike out. It has alway int 
en ruled that a motion to perfect the paragraph tal precedence ot hig 
the motion to strike out I think the gentleman’s titut there ‘ 
fore, takes pre cedence. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer his amendment, and A ; i 
the Chair will hold the matter under advisement A : as 
Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the fact th k 
the committee has already voted to place jute sacks for the use of , + & reas 
: California farmer upon the free-list. The vote on this paragraph \ pageneds: ae a, semana 
result, in all probability, in placing machinery for the manufacture of | time of year his sa ; 
cotton bagging on the free-list, because every proposition offer d by the | mence 
other side has carried. Hence I assume that will also earr\ laprcdr'r isang me ' . : 
Now, if it is right in the view of the majority of this House to plac . 1 i ec 
grain bagging used by the farmer of California on the free-list, if itis | 4518 amd 20 ec 
right to place machinery for the manufacture of cotton bagging for th ae : an ie - 
planter of the South on the free-list, I ask you why in reason and fair- i 
‘ ness is it not equally just and equally proper that vou should place the 
machinery used in the manufacture of binding twine, used by th Mr. WARNER [ have ud t ext t read ned, as I 
Northwestern farmer, also upon the free-list ? tated, by all of the leading 1 facture L 
There are much stronger reasons in favor of the latter than in the | anything. before the committee. to show the « f the leg ) 
case of the others. The cotton farmer of the South sells his bagging | sed here There seems to be no evide: to estab t 
with his cotton and gets the same price for it that he gets for the cot- | this legislation the interest of our own ]} v t 
4 ton; the farmer of the Pacific coast sells his bagging and gets as much | trary. it is shown by the ext t quoted that it is in the interest « 
: for it as he does for his wheat; but the farmer of the Northwest loses | cooly labor of Caleutta and in t¢ uterest of trust » ( 
% his twine, because it is burned with the straw, and he gets no rebats« control her manufactur gentle 1 f » IM ) 
4 (he farmer of the South gets a rebate on the sacks used by him of 90 VAITE] nods his head ap ely i a ie the g l 
per cent. the other side of the Hous¢ i ‘ ! t ! 
; Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Is the gentleman from Minnesota surs bor and up with the ¢ 
: ot what he has said ? Mr. McMILLIN It is ha é d in ! 
i Mr. LIND. Such is my understanding. that sort in view of th 1 en ‘ 1e OV 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In fact no rebate is allowed. » stand upand these nizations kno t and 
2 Mr. LIND. Iwas arguing upon the construction of the law as mad nt a en } ts upon t rw t 
4 by this Administration, which allows a rebate on jute bagging wh: p 
{ used by the tarmers of the South and of the Pacific coast. There is no ER I ha ‘ » trust ‘ l to c 
‘ good reason why the same measure of relief should not be afforded to | down all of them 
i the farmers of the Northwest in reference to binding twine. Mr. MCMILLIN. WI] th entle in’s V vot 
i Mr. McMILLIN. Perhaps the gentleman from Minnesota is refe1 tions, sustaining these high rates of protectior fort 
3 ring to some construction in the past. Mr. WARNER We t] ' 
} Mr. LIND. Do past errors justify present grievances ? Mr. McMILLIN 
f 1 Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. An effort has been made bv lawvers to Mr. WARNER A 
i make upa case for court, but it has never been done, asthe Treasury De- The CHAIRMAN ( »f 
4 partment has always refused to allow any drawback on cotton bagging | to be withd 
{ exported with the cotton which it covers. Mr. WARNE! i te 
% Mr. LIND. As this Administration has allowed and is allowing ré The question being taken on t motion of Mr. KELL! 
bates on the jute bags used in the export of flour I can see no possible | ont the yaragraph, it was 1 ‘ 
reason why the same law does not entitle the planter of the South and The Clerk read as follo 
the California farmer to the like rebate on the jute bagging employed It ; ooataee , 
hy them to cover their export products. As a matter of law they are ewe Saetiie tea" adem aoe 
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other proces nercially known as tin-plates, terne plates, and taggers 


Mr. DALZELI Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 44, 45, 
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46, 47, and 48, and I make the motion not simply for the purpose of | 


securing the opportunity to address myself to this paragraph, but be 
cause I believe that if we were debating this subject in a House the 
members of which were open to conviction on a fair consideration of 
this subject of tin-plates and the relation that it bears to our America 





industries, and to a tariff bill constructed upon a proper theory, every 
fair-minded man would come to the conclusion that instead of put 
ting tin-plates upon the free-list the present duty ought to be in- 
creased. 

Tin-plates are now dutiable at a rate of 1 cent a pound, and they 
constituted last year 33 per cent. of the tot: ul importations of iron and 
steel into this country. rence no tin-plates made in the United 


States to-day, an | the effect : 
the free-li 


creating and m 


iongst other things of putting them upon 

> to preve oa the possibility for all time to come of 
ntaining an industry as natural as are a great many 
others which belong to America, Not only that, but another necessary 
result of putting tin-plates upon the free-list will be, as I think I shall 





be able to show the committee, to strike down utterly and ruin for 
the sheet-iron industry in this country. 

Now, what are tin-plates? They are, I answer, accurately described 
b paragraph of the bill: 

Tin-plates, t 1¢ plates, and ft rers t 

Found in the last line of the paragraph are the products described in 
the first two line of the paragraph, to wit: 

ly yr atec : r plates, or ta vers iron coated with tin or ! l 
the in W i these n us are a component part. 


That is to say, an iron or tin sheet coated with tin is a tin-plate. 
Taggers iron coated with tin constitutes what is known as “‘ taggers 
tin,’’ and an iron or steel sheet or plate coated with a mixture of tin 
and lead constitutes a terne plate. These plates therefore are not tin 
products, but are iron and steel products, from 95 to 97 per cent. of 
iron or steel and from 3 to 5 percent. of tin. Theconclusion is mani- 
fest, as will be apparent to those who have followed me, that we are to 
have on the free-list one of the very highest and most pe rfect of steel | 
manutactures. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iask unanimous consent that my friend 
from Pennsylvania be permitted to occupy such time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman be permitted to proceed five minutes longer. | 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that ten minutes be 
allowed. This is a most important matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that we should at this point endeavor, if 
possible, to arrive at some conclusion as to the time which gentlemen | 
desire to occupy in the discussion of this branch of the bill. 

What time does my friend suggest ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is one of those cases in which one of 
the incongruities occur to which my colleague [Mr. MCKINLEY ] re- 
ferred in his remarks the other day, where they really tax the base of 
the article far beyond the finished product; and as my friend from 
Pennsylvania is apparently familiar with the subject, I would like to | 
have him occupy such time as he may desire to explain it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With a view to enable the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to do that, I was suggesting that the time be now fixed when | 
we may have a vote. 

Mr. REED. We can not tell possibly how much time will be re- 
quired until we have a on with the discussion, at least for a while. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not want to cutoff the time or interrupt the 
gentleman. It was with a view of preventing such action that I sug- 
gested we might agree upon the time. 
suggest? 

Mr. REED. 
time taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thisisatechnical and mechanical discussion. Ther 
is no possibility that gentlemen will waste time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What time would you suggest? 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to hear the subject properly discussed. 

Mr. REED. As soon as the debate has been opened and we know 
what its extent ought to be we can tell. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] be permitted to proceed for twenty min- 
utes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection, if we can come to some un- 
derstanding when the discussion is to end. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That we can not do on this proposition. It is | 
very important. If this controversy goes on it will necessitate the oc- 
cupying of still more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. McK1nLEy]? 

Mr. TRACEY. Unless we can come to some agreement, I object. 





What time will the gentleman } 


We will agree later. There will be no unnecessary | 





‘dustry in this country. 


. BYNUM. I object, also. 


Mr BUTTERWORTH. Let me make a single su ggestion to our 


rle 
| friends on the other side. There are several parties here whose con- 


tuents are imn iediately interested in this industry. They desire 


| briefly to cal lL atte ntion to their relation to the industry. By common 


consent the gentle man from Pittsburgh—— 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


What suggestion do you make? 
Mr. REED. I submit to the gentleman from Tennessee that a propo- 
sition to close the debate fore we have opened it can not be acted 
upon. 


Mr. McMILLIN. It has been commenced. 

Mr. REED. It is impossible for the House to know what is a fair 
time for any debate until thesubject has been opened. Our rules recog- 
nize that distinction, and will not permit debate to be closed before it 
is entirely opened. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the gentleman knows the rules have been 
complied with as to this discussion. 

Mr. REED. The principle on which the rule is founded is that it is 
utterly impossible for the House to know how much time will be needed 
until the subject has been opt ned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was desirous of disposing of the matter in such 
a way that my friend from Pennsylvania | Mr. DALZELL] could go on 
uninterrupted; but if that can not be done we will go along in the o1 
dinary way. 

Mr. REED. No time will be lost by allowin 
very important question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucelk: Itisnowaquarter to3, How 
will it do to agree to close the debate at 5 o’clock? 

Mr. REED. Ido not know that it will take that length of time. 
[ do not know how long it will take. This subject not only concerns 
tin-plates, but it concerns cognate industries, which must be explained. 
Of course we can proceed by adhering strictly to the five-minute rule. 
It is optional with gentlemen on the other side to hamper us 1n that 
way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no disposition to hamper gentlemen to 
an unreasonable extent, but I thought the suggestion I made would 
enable the gentlemen to get along in a way that would be entirely sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr. REED. It is not possible for us to tell how much time will be 
required. I have not myself sufficient familiarity with the subject to 
know how much time ought to be taken. I can only say the debate 
will take no short time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would it not be satisfactory to the gentleman to 
have the debate close at 5 o’clock? 

Mr. REED. It would not be satisfactory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well, then. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 





g a fair opening of this 


Suppose we let the debate 


| run on until 5 o’clock this afternoon and continue it for half an hour 


to-morrow morning. 

Mr. REED. I donot think there is any use in trying to come to 
any arrangement aboutit. I can only say to gentlemen on the other 
side that no effort will be made to prolong the debate, nor has there 
been any such effort up to this time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If we can not come to any agreement we will 
have the five-minute discussion. We will do the best we can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW], and he may proceed. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make this particular 
item an exception to our ordinary progress upon the bill. I desire to 
make the case of my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] an 
exception to the ordinary rules in this debate, because I know he is fa- 


| miliar with this subject and will speak to it without rambling to other 
| points. I therefore ask that by unanimous consent he be allowed a 
| quarter of an hour. 


Mr. BLAND. Where favors are asked favors ought to be granted. 
If we can not have 

Mr. REED. It is not any favor to this House to limit a discussion 
which is being properly carried on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Buck- 
\LEW ] asks unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. DALZELL] be 
allowed to occupy fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think I have shown, what indeed is very appar- 
ent, that tin-plates are an iron and steel product, and not a tin product; 
and it therefore follows that this bill in putting them upon the free- 
list creates this anomaly: from the ore, through the pig-iron and its 





| product, clear up to the steel rail, there is not a single item that does 


not pay a tariff duty and that will not pay a tariff duty under the 


| Mills bill except the very highest finished product of steel, tin-plates— 


not one. 

I therefore suggest that that is an anomaly which ought not to be in- 
troduced into our legislation. The fact is that the failure to under- 
stand the character of the tin-plate industry is what has ruined the in- 
In the tariff act of 1864 there was this pro- 
vision: 
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extent that under the existing t it s i l al 
sible to continue tl l 1 this « y and tl 
that to-day t I 1 I A i 

ta 

Now, if tha ) a t ) 
in tl! United ( bn | »a it oO I l 
from imported plates a I l to 706,434, I 
men on the othe le of t tious a t ) vi 
this tariff, wl l tal reven } pul u I 
the theory on which you say our tariff bills ought to ( 
and maintained ? 

Now I goastep farther. I understand it to be one of 
also that raw materials should come in free, or at least that 
a tariff duty it should be so regulated as to put a lower duty 
lower grade of article and higher duties as you go up toward the 
product. I understand also that the bill we are discussing 
simplify and reduce inequalities in the existing tariff. I be 
call your attention to some of the existing inequalities, 
point out how it is that instead of getting rid of them by t 
propose to exaggerate them. 

Under the present tariff the duties upon sheet n vary f I 
to 1.5 cents a pound, according to the gauge of theiron. but 
ing to the present tariff sheet-steel comes in at 45 per cent. a 
Chis, [am told by a gentleman who has made the calculation, is « 
lent to sixty-three one-hundredths of a cent per pound duty S 


you will observe thus far that sheet-iron, which is a much les 

and less valuable product than sheet-steel, comes in at from 1.1 cent 
1.5cents a pound, while the sheet-steel comes in at sixty-three one-ht 
dredths of a cent a pound, and taggers iron, which is the very highes 
the best finished kind of sheet-iron, comes in at 30 percent. ad val 

or seven-tenths of acent per pound; and tin-plates, which are the : 

of the whole business, which represent more skill, more labor, mor 
than even a steel rail, come in at 1 cent a pound. 

What do you propose now todo? You propose by your pres 
that sheet-iron shall still pay from one cent and a tenth to 1} « 
pound; that steel shall still pay its present duty; that tage: 
shall still pay its present duty, and that this highly-finis} 
tin-plate, shall come in free. 

I ask you, gentlemen, upon what theory or by what reason L( 
justify an exaggeration in that way of the existing inequality of 
tariff? ‘The necessary result of the exaggeration of which I speak 
be apparent to any thinking man ina moment. It must neces 
be to destroy all the industries in this country with which 
may be brought into competition. 

If, as is the fact, the sheet-iron industry of this country has lan 
guished because taggers iron and tin and terne plates could be brought 
in at 1 cent a pound specific duty, I ask you to tell me what shall be 
come of that industry when tin-plate shall come in for nothing? On 





this point I call your attention tosome figures. The importations under 


the present conditions for 1887 were as follows: Sheet-iron and steel 
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] ) MiILLIN M ( tl entleman from Pei 
nia li ) LJ has made an hmiss which I th iS fata 
h t Head ; that tl] 3 not a pound of tin-p! 
in the t ‘ tat é 1 that it has to be imported. Che only 
argume! has made for a duty on tin-p + is that by incre 
present aut é mignt lake Our OY tin-pl rh S 1 
t SI i¢ i i l 

Now, when we undertake to re e the rates on an article n i 

we have a clamor from the gentleman from Pennsylvaniaand t 
sociated with him against the reduction of the rates of dut 
it will interfere with American labor; and when we undertake to t 
off the duty on an article not made here, and which does not 
with American labor, he rushes with equal zeal and equal pertinacity 
to the rescue and says the duty should not be reduced because it i 
a revenue article! [Laughter and applause. | 


It is proposed we shall be placed on one or the other horn of the di- | 
Jemma all the time; when we produce an article then it will injure 
American labor to take off the duty, and when the article is not pro- 
duced here we are met with the statement it isa revenuearticle. Tin 
plate is a revenue article; I admit that to be true. It has produced a 


revenue of $5,706,733 during the last year, and a suflicient answer to | 


Dp 

i 
1 
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the whole argument the gentleman from Pennsylvania has made is 
that the Government does not need the money, and it does not injure a | 
single American laborer to take off the duty. 

It not ouly does not injure the American laborer, but benefits every 
one of them. How universal is the use of tin-plates? Every man | 
who covers his house with a tin roof; every man who has a cooking 
stove, with the vessels and appurtenances belonging to it; every man 
who buys a single article of canned goods, whether meat, fish, vegeta- 
bles, or whatever it may be, is benefited by the proposed legislation. 
When you reduce this tax you reduce the cost of the article to the 
purchaser. There is not a man living in any corner of the country 
who will not be benefited by it. 

One reason given by the gentleman why we should not reduce this 
duty is that it will induce people thereby to use tin-plate when they 
might otherwise be compelled to use sheet-iron. Itis in effect that we 
are to keep up a high rate of duty—ay, increase the present rate—to 
force our people to use products not as well adapted to their uses as 
those they are now consuming. 

But IL wish to say another thing. On the tin used in canned goods 
exported a drawback is allowed. It is paid to those who use tin-plate 
in canning and for other purposes. Last year it reached $1,108,822. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why do you not mention that the Standard Oil | 
Company is a consumer and exporter of tin-plates ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not know what is the fact, but I presume it 
is as the gentleman states it. It is a fact that the rebate last year was 
$1,108,822. If you double the duty you would double the amount of 
rebate paid to the Standard Oil people. 

Sir, is it not just to the laboring man, whose interest gentlemen | 
on the other side are always pretending to clamor for, to provide 
for the removal of this duty on tin-plate, so he too may be benefited 
thereby ? 

To-day by reason of this tax and the rebate given on exported goods 
the American manufacturer charges the American consumer more for 
the tin vessel incasing his canned goods than he charges the British 
subject. Is this the kind of justice you propose to give the American 
citizen? Is thisthe protection you give the American laborer? Why 
not meet this issue like men, and say, as we do not need the tax we 
will not wrest it from the people? 

Sir, if you do not reduce the surplus by repealing this tax, what will | 
you repeal. Do you propose to make no reduction? Give no relief? 
That is too trifling a suggestion for this grave situation. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] was unfortunate in | 
answering my colleague [Mr. DALZELL]. My colleague showed that | 
when the duty was 24 cents a pound upon this article of tin-plate, the 
industry flourished and the price was brought down from $12 to $5 a 
box. 
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Mr. SPRINGER, What is it now 
Mr. RANDALL We are at t] of t 
[ LID Ti { 
t 7 { ite ot ¢ 
] ) ou will ex 1? { 
\ ‘ stion I res ) I 
V ! d put up tot 
i¢ \ } I » I i i 
t ‘ thi I ad 1 Ww I 
they to-da 
», | r, to¢ tention to 
‘ tack uno : That 
i bt or ol trust nen wil 
trusts {| Laugh Lapp { vii ‘ 
A MEMBE! res, b use tl ré ‘ 
Mr. BAYNI ixeept t re tr \ t egest 
trust in this coun to-day t! Oil { 
Mr. MCMILLIN rosé 
Mr. BAYNE Now, just let me pro l If you will extend my 
time I shall submit to any number ot ruptions. 
I say the biggest trust, the leading tr in this country, and theo 
that has endured the longest. is the Standard Oil trust, and the next 
| rest is the sugar trust These are the two immense trusts 





theory of gentlemen on the other side they protect the sugar trust, 
cause they keep the duty on sugar up to the equivalent of 68 per cent 
ad valorem. Now, these antagonists of trusts propose to emancip 
the Standard Oil trust from the only obligation itis under to pay a tax 


by relieving it from the duties it is obliged to pay on the tin-piate it 
uses. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It gets the rebate on its tin. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, it gets a rebate of $800,000 out of the $1,180,000 
of total rebate that is paid on tin-plates. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it gets it right now aud under the present 
law. 

Mr. BAYNE. Of course it does on the tin-plate it buys and exports; 


| that is just what I say; but you propose to give it the benefit of the 


10 per cent. now retained by the Government, and take away the bur- 


| den imposed upon it of paying anything into the Treasury of the Gov- 


ernment atall. If it gets a rebate of $800,000 it is still out of pocket 
$280,600 by the retention of the 10 per cent. by the Government. The 
tin-plate which it buys and does not export it pays the full duty on. 
What proportion that is I am unable to say, but it is doubtless a con- 
siderable proportion. This is the only tax the Standard Oil trust pays 
and now you propose to relieve it from the payment of that. 

Why, gentlemen, in view of these facts, should you denounce trusts ? 
Why assail trusts on that side of the House with such vigor, when by 


’ 


the very action of your own committee and by the very wording of 


your own bill you promote and help these trusts? You maintain the 
sugar trust upon a firm foundation, according to your line of argument 
and give it all the assistance it requires, and then you go further and 
relieve the Standard Oil trust from the pavment of the tax which it 
pays now into the Treasury of the United States. 

Gentlemen have told us of the tin that is used for preserved fruits 


and other thingsthat are canned. These are insignificant, so far as ex- 


ports are concerned, when compared with the tin used by the Standard 
Oil trust. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 1] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope that by unanimous 
consent the gentleman may be permitted to proceed for five minutes 


| longer. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said that out of the 
$1,180,000 of rebates paid, the Standard Oil Company gets about $200, 
000 of it, and the canned-fruit men and others who export their prod- 
ucts to foreign countries in tin packages get about $300,000. If you 
put a duty of 2,4, cents a pound on tin-plates you will enable the people 
of this country to produce all we want, and you will get it lower, in 
my judgment, than you do now. 

Mr. RYAN. Can the gentleman give the value of our own con- 
sumption of tin? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know the exact value, but it is immense. 
We had, some years ago, an establishment at McKeesport and one at 
Leechburgh, in Pennsylvania, and one in Missouri, and perhaps one at 
another point. All are now gone. 

Now, you propose not only to eliminate out of our system the possi- 
bility of manufacturing tin-plates in this country, but you go even 
farther than that. You propose to admit them free and put them into 
competition with all other classes of sheet-iron. Do gentlemen of the 
committee know whatthey are dealingwith? Whatistin-plate? Why, 


| only about 5 per cent. of it is tin, and that percentage runs down even 


as low as 2 percent. Under that provision of your bill, which does not 
designate the dimensions of the sheet, its weight or its thickness, or any- 


| thing else, all the sheet-iron that comes into this country can be dipped 


in lead, or lead tinctured with a little tin, if you please, and then, un- 
der this bill, it will come in free. 
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of that fact. That simple process would be possible with all th t : istil t t per cent t 















































iron imported into this country, and the cost could pro! I w | We : sy] 
30 trifling that it would not compare with the dutic 1 t 
she yn and on sheet-steel. How e it would t lt le t 
heet-ir of every form or in any form and dip it ya ¢ O 8 : 
of tin and lead. 1em in any 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Oil and lead. Here the 
Mr. BAYNE And then bringit into this country, and thus ¢ The CHAIRMAN D 
duty under your bill ou ope nup that door to the foreign import vy his amendm 
to send their materials into this country free of duty. You do it Mr. BAYNI Ll witha tl n 
consciously Iam satisfied. Unconsciously, because you do not \ 1 ‘ 
stand the qui stion, and you would not take the advice of tho fr. YOST Mr. Cl 1a I 
tlemen who were informed upon the subject. I say to you, gent! ment of the gentleman fro } t 
it is time to calla halt. It is time to stop and consider what you a plates to 2.2 cents ] 
doing before passing a bill, and especially under alimitation of debat in t ent tl I 
which involves possibilities so dangerous to the industries of the coun: |! passed little upon its til luring the « ition A 
try, and even dangerous to the very revenues of the Government; and I | | as the theories and } es in Ll we inder « ssion I 
propose now, before I take my seat, to withdraw the pro forma amend " content to he 1 at t ‘lister Ww ] \ that others far 
ment, and move a further amendment, to add, in line 48, ‘‘two and pable would ably dea th the su t llits ed phas 
1 two-tenths cents per pound,’’ fixing that as the duty on tin-plat it to the d ! lown to 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much tribute does \ Ld irs Ly i I se l wught pon 
give to the Standard Oil Company ? t nterest i ch th istituc [} t 
Mr. BAYNE. Under the present arrangement I presume it 1 t deeply concerned, I feel that I can not 
a about double it. ! without a protest, the ict it of a law which t ta 
i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But you were complai: tel fm of d rs from the S 1d yvean 
ii moment ago of the amount that was given to them bly not ectual, impediment te the } 
eh Mr. BAYNE. Yes, complaining of the amount that r bill y f m that is t he ing to the let 
give them. erations. 
. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But you nowadmit tha t It seems to me a ul 
g proposition would double that tribute. well-being is so directly involved in the tena ( 
a Mr. BAYNE. Notat all. It would not give them a dolla 1} tariff—whe nd ries in th 
; why? Because if that duty was imposed, then with manufactut rare exceptions, represented on this floor by t n 
tin in this country no drawback would be allowed. or unwittingly, are doing all | oO per] | y in 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That would be just the South and remand her to old t t » t 
j the drawback from them and giving it to the manufacturer North and East 
a Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; that would transfer it to the m ; rers During thisd ission t] ) ifthe s 1 Repres« { with 
of this country, and through them to the workingmen of this count two! b) cept ] 
nd g e} yment to to fifteen theusand men who would t { dearest interests of t ! or [ ld tand 
get work. mal rred yn iboliti« came | North 
e the hammer fell. ] | for it seems ‘ ‘ ‘ I 
‘he CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvani conte l for byt 0 Sout] the 
state his amendment ? , } i that ! o long i 
Mr. BAYNE. In line 48 to insert ‘‘two and two-tent! ( All of 1 | | 
. p pound’’ as the duty upon the articles mentioned the par irhing < ta 
rT ph. 1é 3a wit t r 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. ¢ irman, this question of tin plate mat : 1 a th er was. that 
affects mydistrict. I represent here, sir, an oil-producing dist: lay t new So 1 
' if removing the d m tin-pl will relieve my people « 
taxation I feel 1 in ich a reductio I t And t t 
men on the athe f the : been endeavori to tion I 
; u at tin-plate is sheet-ir 1-plate as a nmodit ! 1 
t con rcial world has no existence; i ; not known to the trad 





it is nothing more than sheet-i 


Mr. DALZELL. Nobody said that on this side of the House. thet the tables a 1 Northern erp! und capi- 















; Mr. SCOTT. Please sit down and let me have my You I ld 
a not interfered with. v¥ mat | t as we stan tl h and see tl 
3 e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman objects to interruption rf } pread 
ce 7 : nee oF . 2 . v . : : nai" ‘ ; ; 
a Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir; I object to interruption. tatives on this floor are v ng n t o tur! tide ¢ 
‘2 Che whole line of argument has been that ti late was not tin-} 
ay > ; : - ‘ 
3 t had no « tence. But let us understand the true inwardnes f this na t! 
7 of the efforts of the gentlemen on the other side of the House The I do not feel at rtv to I tain 
is a notorious character in this country named John Jarrett. He was | tl in Virs ut inges 
3 at one time the head of the Amalgamated Association of Steel and Ir pro} I t 
ps this country, and he was by t association driven « ( l of ] t tead ¢ th 
ba ion. He then went into the city of Pittsburgh and started | d \inera t : Lcrud t ight,’’ 
eo jlate manufacturing establishment, oc became identified Dp t in tl 
oa a part of his labors in the interest of the Republican party ee-list t! ) ‘ 
5 from the day he became identified with this bantling in the city of | ishing the duty on the product t the lens, and th: 
i Pittsburgh this ery of protection to tin-plate has gone forth. There is | forests, they want prod he 


the true inwardness of the efforts of the gentlemen on the other side to llest return 
nut a duty of a hundred per cent. on tin-plate, taxing every oil-prod [ know, Mr. Chairman 
ut a duty of indred t tin-plate, t g y oil-prod [1] .M I 
in Western Pennsylvania. The gentlemen onthe other side can not pr: of my colleagues on the ot ( 
tend to claim that the Standard Oil Company, and the Standard Oil pon this question. YetI1 
Company alone, represents the product of oil in the State of Pennsyl- | n 





e vania. The Standard Oil Company does not produce 5 per cent. and d nst t 
4 is not interested in 5 percent. of all the oil production of Pennsylvania s. InA 
4 Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to state that I! De : tl 
the official papers here from the Standard Oil Company, showing tl lates t to 
4 Standard Oil Company’s connection with it to be $749,000? ent eld é pu I 





Mr. SCOTT. Ido not deny that; bat there is an interest behind | ine Democratic faith and | tl rid ere t Dem 
the Standard Oil Company of over 100,000 men, wage-workers and | racy of Virg tood, t ha y l t mind of the publi 
producers, who are interested in this question. My colleague from | grave doubt to that posit I ( ition was composed of 


Pennsylvania proposes to keep this tax on them to prevent them from | gentlemen select for no other } t » promulgate t party 
2 exporting this oil, which is to find a market abroad. Iwant himtogo| creed. That was their sole mission; there the boundary of their duty. 
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deliberation a series of resolutions were unanimously adoy 
the most important revenue feature of which was 






We demand the immediate repeal of the internal-revenue system, a relic of | 
t! I ino! er necessary to meet the demands of the Government, | 
cause it is oppres fosters monopolies, and is obnoxious to the interests of 
our peopl | 

Lf it imperative de l were met, it would render impossible an 
curta ol eip from im] t i the internal-revenue ¢ | 
tio exceed the annual plus by 50 per cent. Aye, if the Demo 
CT ‘ of t} Hou ould or vo half a ha nited | 
D ‘ \ nia «de 1 the iould go. the em of tl 













































| T ) } ) 4 t 
It 
T ‘ 
t ‘ 1 
Sta ; 
] er! Protect him by robbing him « La al 
a t 000 by t ransf f fart I 3 tot ( 
t 1 o] is to the pt p ! I ( h 
narket l ¢ ver r tens of ft 3 of con 
) ny ( tors! Protect him by « roying 3 
( ! tin nad « ler toets 
den tn th 
of 11 5 ’ l 
} . } ' j mn I ] j 
tra i j to 1 I t ii gen man irom | 
M \I 1 >} ] labor is to b ffected. IthinktI | 
Ci yw hit During the year 1887 we imported from Great Britain } 
6 )4 tons of tin-plate, or about 75 per cent. of the whole British ex- 
port of that article. Do the members of this House reali hat that | 
my} means? It means, and I use the e n ex- | 
rt, 4 it of 705, 092 tons of iron ore, the qu 36,728 | 
tons of limestone, and the mining of 230 tons of coal verted | 
to ‘ Th materials were consumed in the produ 3445 | 
tonsof pigmetal. This pig metal under the basic process was converted | 
into 328,476 tons of basicingots. These ingots, wre were rolled into | 
blo« nd sheets and bars, which, with the tin and lead used, made th« 
268,364 tons of tin plate. Here, then, were nearly 2 2 000,000 tons of | 
av iterial, every ton of which could have been and should have been 
produced in this country. Besides this, our furnaces lost a trade of 
3 t ig-iron, an amount equal to the output of ten 100-ton | 
fi é 1 full blast from ry to January, while 328,476 tons of | 
ba e made in | tead of in America. But that does | 
not represent one-half of the loss tothe people at large. The rails | 
lost the fi it on over 2,000,000 tons of material; the working peopl |} 
of t ( itry | over $15,000,000 in wages, which ; 
day 1 f ; An ans for 300 days of 
Phat would have given every man in the d | 
for every working day of the year. But that is not Che fi | 
and merchant lost the trade which that $15,000,000 would have given | 
them, and soon through the whole circuit of benefits the money would 
have confi hi | 
Rut be cl > can not produce these tin-plates. I | 
deny I hea yractical men who have given thought | 
to ubj rted that the South is offering to-day 


* this material. It has been 














ores a ) in phosphorus to be used in the | 
\ e of Bessemer steel. 1y that also, and propose to prove 
{ discussion of 1 that Bessemer ores of the finest | 
ty andin vast quantity are found in Virginia, North Carolina ,and | 
tates of the South. No one doubts, however, that our 
tion possesses millions upon millions of tons of phosphoritic ores suita- 
ble to the production of steel under the basic process, and all of the | 
tin-plate made in the world is now made from mild basic steel. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] | 
Mr. MCKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gen 1 be extended five minutes 

‘ e » objection 

h YOS!1 We can produce every pound of material which ente 
into the m 1 ture of tin-p! ven down tot tin In my district 
lone a large deposit of tin of fir ualit now being developed Phat 
it exist in quantity the re can be little doub Th logical cor n 


t 
n which it occurs extends for miles, and the surface indications point 
to the probability of rich and extensive deposits. 

If I were asked what, above all else, the South 
teel plants and a market for their product. 

ill of the material that enters into the production of this metal; we not 
nly have tens of thousands of idle hands eager to grasp the pick, but | 
3 py ticular indus stry for a double purpose. We want it to | 
raw materials and we want it to fertilize our worn-out | 
Under the basic process the phosphorus is eliminated from the | 
metal and converted into basic phosphate, which for fertilizing pur- 
poses is worth over $26 per ton. 


needs, 1 shouk eply: 


Wel t only have 





JUNE 13, 


it is time we were looking to the future of our fields. Yearafter year 


the South is drained of millions of dollars to meet the drafts of Northen 
fertilizer establishments. In many instances they send us the tailings 
of a conveniently located sand-bank; but despite the frauds practiced 
upon us we repeat the same stupidity year after year, for the simple 


reason that we have gotten into the habit of doingit. But itis time we 




















were getting out of that habit; it is time we were utilizing the gifts of 
a bountiful Providence and proving to the world that we are worthy of 
such an inheritance. And here and now is a good time to make a start. 
Instead of putting tin-plates on the free-list, increase the duty to 2.2 
ents per pound and 2 y he Sout , chance 

t will mean a trade of $30,000,000 per annum thrown into the South 

next five yea é l r that e you ma ce off the du 

i 1 will, for the world can not t 1 us then id this will be 
c t transierred from 0 tion of the U1 to ther, but ; 
ibsolute gain to th ath Ll to the whole co will be the 
] iu n ia new ele nt or V th nd pros We I ill not 
] North e with, for Northern skill and capital 
rea e the ( sect oO rs for this part ular 
ma tur id il] be ea r to take uivantage of t pel Wi 
th 1t r mi fo! KNOW { ith 1 1 come } t 

e ¢€ iploymen * labor 1» hon marke iol iria 1e! ind 
ind ty and to all cl 

( lemen of theSouth t hun t amon yu, let me beg you 

1 { v1 t and « 1 t ( people wl nt 

re. i he day has p ssed when the South can afford to be content 
j ] »y Tr e€ioau t th be nte : S] t 
i | 
to-day 1 lin her poverty; butask iple jus 
3] paid } tribute h h ] made rich that f I 
tion, and now shea t ume policy may be conti Ll wl 

e exacts h ibt 1return. [Applause. ] 

And who € to recozn th ! i her a Née t] 
men on this side of the Chamber. With one acclaim yme her 
0] th ] honored, to whom has given 
h he has « ded her interest 
ca thway of her progress and sta 
bh 

Deny it if you will, disguise it as you) yi [ know ind you know 


I 
i that the new South 


that old things are passing away in the South, an 
nt; th at South which is prac 
+} 


it South which nolo iger liveson sentime 
tical and is looking forward to a future 1 material prosperity — 
; } 


not the mere vision of an enthusiast, but is a living entity. To-day 


43, 








e is dem: — oy r rights and will be satisfied with nothing less. 

he can get the the men who stand as her representatives on thi 
floor will do thei ir en duty. If they fail to do it » x en I warn th 
thata G iy of reckonin owl come. No member of this House could hav 


been elected from Virginia had he made his canvass on the basis of the 
Mills bill, and, if the people are true to themselves, no member will 
be elected to the next Congress o1 IF 
At length and at last the intel! 


work with their hands and work wi 





yusiness people -the men who 
their heads—are recognizing the 





fact that the future of the South is linked with industrial progress. 
They see that the upbuilding of their section, the development of 

its wondrous latent wealth, the utilization of its sple sndid water-powei 
4 ] 


that now runs useless to the sea, and the prosperity of all of its peop! 
L ta 


is dependent upon the maintenance of a protective tariff. They 
material benetits, home comforts, a richer return for ~ ¢ arn 
. grander destiny for their section, on the one hand; whilst on the 


ie crumbling idols of a day that is gone, the rec ace elit 
ing to a name, the senseles ane of passion and ee t 

promises that h ive been broken, the faith unkept, the want and pov 

erty and humiliation that have io the price she has pai id for the ad- 
vocacy of a theory re ut al to have been buried ere the smoke had 
fairly cleared from the field of Appomattox — the emancipation 
of the last slave should have disappeared the dream of free trade in the 


4 








i} 








| South, for the slavery of purchase, or the slavery of penury, and fre 


trade are Siamese twins. [Applause. ] 

[Mr. BUTTERWORTH withholds his remarks for revision. See Al 
PENDIX. | 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, in ord r that it may be re- 
newed by the gen am in from ee lvania [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. irma ~ sts itement which I made in regard 
to the proposition : ie nee a byt he ntleman on ~ other side has been 
practically repeated by = gentleman ft m Ohio | [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], 
who hasjust taken hi ; but he has mixed she et-iron and tin-plate in 
such a way that you can not exactly tell what he is trying to get at 
He puts forth the proposition that if we put tin-plate upon the free-list 
it is going to destroy the shee t-iron industry inthis country. I under- 
stand that to be the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; in other words—— 

Mr. SCOTT. That is what you said. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me correct my friend, for of course he 
does not wish to proceed upon a misunderstanding. I said that the 
particular industry—roofing and siding, using this particular kind of 
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{ sheet-iron—would be absolutely crushed and destroved by the rem 
cs of the duty on tin-plate. 
Mr. SCOTT. Now, th 1an has made the pr ition tl 


n the free t the sheet-iron industries of t . \ 








tin-plate be put upo 
try are goi 























Mr. ¢ i 
f tiles on . : 
: wi | 
My 
Mr. SCOT 
conden 
n iption of ta l i i I l 
rsiding? Is it ’ 3 Can 
or rich, in tl ce try «¢ l i f L ¢ 
' } , ¢ ¢ i 
nh ¢ I ( tl ( 
brie pa = } I 
ity the genti 1 pr \ 
ext rom t ) 
l 3 Li 
1e 
e price rec i 1 I y 
yx its perg a D \ 
i t! I } i } I 
l un < , () 
] i iil 
1 
{ 
A i ‘ ‘ 
. ay vill i i} 
rf » ti iG I y ¢ 
money 16 aoes I need, tin-piat 
ir, ch a fj 1 I i 
I } rat A 
iper the cost tl heay 
i Che argument of the ge1 
‘you take $6,000,000 of ' 
‘o into the pockets of the 
ould not be benefits i by 
» chance to see whether t 
nd 1e price of tin-pl 
5 e tax of $6,000,000 of dut 
fort e who come I 
l ren t of the ntl in on ft } le tl t I 
luty f 1 tin-plat ing toa the } of t 
t ( ot so. If it were going to: t the price of 
editalready. ‘J I yval of these t 
1 wage-work in this country t 1 the 1 
on ls tt n sh ire 
I ( e than ) 
try thatt : 
i CHAIRMA j Chair 1s 1 L¢ »p 
of ( Mr. J HoH D. TAYLOR 
; M OSEPH D. TAYLOR, I will take the flo l i 
e tot gent 1 from Pennsylvania |Mr. RAND 
i , RA} I Mr. Ch nan, I think itisa1 t 
att tive of Jol n Jarrett may | 1 cor 
nterest of the Standard Oil C« y be t 
3 ich has done so much injury to the American othe 
3 is a broader and deeper one, in my judgment, th yor 
; ls or corporations are concerned. The broad an stitute 
4 in this connection is, can we produce these tin-plate in lw 
3 United States for the supply of which we have now to depend upon G t k i 
i Britain? I know wecan, because we havein part doneit, and we cat the count 
tin with r protective duties in behalfof ourown labor; and t d ask to ! 
‘f 1 who discuss this matter away from its connection with | Mr. BUTT! 
a i lin-plates can be produced in this country and will be pro- Mr. BRE‘ 
3 e. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZzeEL1 l Mr. BAYN n Dunla 
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was referred by the President to the Secretary of the Treasury and by 
him to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Burra.o, N. Y., December 13, 1887. 
Mr. Presipent: Your message Ihave read with interest and heartily indorse 





the p you make therein, and asa loyal citizen and a Republican, I thank 
you fi ood government you are giving us and our country. The inclosed 





clipping is from the American Grocer and was inspired by F. LB. Thurber, New 
York’s best merchant. He voices the sentimentsof very many business men who 
are Republicans now, and will support you for a second term, Iam a manu- 






facturer ar 
This ti: 
body, as not one box is made here, or likely to be. 

My business would be benefited, if anything, by an increase of duty, as i could 
use it as an ex to exact twice the amountfrom customers, Butthe country 


nake many thousands of boxes of tin-plates in fruit cans annually. 


late paysa duty of $1.10 a box into our Treasury now, to protect no- | 
) 5 » lo; 
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at large (and the manufactures alsoin the end) willbe helped by a repeal of the | 
duty on tin-plate. Free tin-plate means 6 cents per dozen less on all 3-pound 
canned goods and about 10 cents per dozen on gallon canned goods to the con- | 
sumer Ilaving the argument “ free tin, now cheaper canned goods,” the con- 





sumer will obtain it 

Tin-plate in some form (cooking utensils, dinner pails, canned foods) finds its 
way into every household, from the humblest to the grandest, throughout the 
land, and being of a short life needs constant replenishing. 

Your policy is certainly acceptable and pleasing to the mass of the thinking 
citizens of the United States 


’ | 
-ardon my taking y .. ought you would be interested to know | & erg ; , sper 
Pardon my taking your time. I thought you would be interested to know | f+ 9g sheet-iron is used in roofing and siding, etc. I have forgotten 


oe one of the people how you are liked by the people for whom you are toil- 
~ Sincerely and respectfully, 
CLARENCE M. FENTON, 
95 Ohio street, Buffalo, N. Y. 
Mr. Grover CLEVELAND 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I knowvery well that Mr. Fenton’s correspond- 
ence is pretty widespread on this question. I am very well aware 
also of this Erie Preserving Company, which he represents as secretary. 
I can also vouch for him as having been a Republican. 

Mr. WEBER. How long ago? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But I can not vouch, after his writing that let- 
ter, that he is a Republican now. He is a very nice, Christian gentle- 
man, but, like a good many of that class of Christians, he has got consid- 
erable self-interest in what he says. 

First of all I take issue with Mr. Fenton in the fact that he does not 
furnish the same figures to the President of the United States, who is 
a constitvent of mine, as he does to me. Mr. Fenton wrote me on 
March 23d that at 1 cent per pound it amounts to 5 cents per dozen on 
tin fruit-cans holding three pounds. In the letter he sends to Mr. 
Cleveland he puts it at 6 cents. Whether he is exact in his figures or 
not, I do not know. 

I have the official figures of the association, however. I answered 
Mr. Fenton when I received his letter, that I did not know why, asa 
Representative from the Buffalo district, I should contribute to the 
profit side of the ledger of the Erie Preserving Company unless I knew 
the consumers were to receive the benefits of this cheapening of tin. 
From that day to this Mr. Fenton has never answered my letter, but 
he sent a letter with a later date and with a fresher price to the Pres- 
ident of the United States. Now the actual cost to the consumer I am 
ready to give to the House. On the 1-pound can, of which they use 
the larger number in the Erie Preserving factory, the cost is simply 2} 
mills. Now, if any business man can tell me, figuring from a single 
pound up toa dozen, how he can give the benefit to the consumer at 
that infinitesimal rate, he will do something I am not able to do, 
although I am used to that class of figuring in my own business. That 
is certainly wind. There is no business man on this floor while I am 
speaking—and I will give him time to answer me—that can say that 
that 2} mills on 1-pound cans of preserves can ever be given to the con- 
sumer. It goes into the pockets of the preserving company, and it 
will never get out of them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have listened quite patiently to this discus- 
sion and I concede on this tin-plate question that the demand of this 
side of the House is simply for a protective duty that will encourage 
and will develop that industry here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAr- 
QUI AR] be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I wish to say also that in a class of industries 
like the tin-plate industry, the silk industry, and even the textiles, 
this country, from the first protection bill that was ever passed by 
Congress, has followed in the exact trend of the party and the people 
that ask the advance on tin-plate to-day. We have built up every 
great indusiry. You may call it subsidy, you may call it subvention, 
you may call it bonus, but where America has lacked capital the United 
States Government has come forward, even if it was necessary to bor- 
row the money, and given a helping hand toraise every industry we have 
in this land to-day. So it will be to the end. I want to say further 
that as an American citizen, as a man in favor of keeping every dollar 
of American money for the use of America and her workingmen, I am 
willing to face my district, face the two and one-tenth mill men in that 
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district with the word ‘‘subsidy’’ on my shoulders, and stand up for the 
twelve millions of money that we pay British wage-workers, and that 
ought to stay in our own land to-day. When we take into account the 
millions of money expended in this land in prospecting, in mill machin- 
ery, in analysis, and for the advancement and development of this in- 
dustry, I think it is poor policy for the Fiftieth Congress to shut out for 
the benefit of Europeans the development of our land, in its mines, in 
its works, and in its labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit afew 
remarks touching what was said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH ], who, I see, is about leaving. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that debate on the pending amendment has been 


| exhausted. 'TheChair will consider by unanimous consent that amend- 


ment is withdrawn and renewed by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. But- 
TERWORTH ], whois always very able, very forcible, and generally very 


| logical, argues before this committee—I think I quote him correctly— 


ee 


that if tin-plate were put on the free-list it would throw out of em- 
ployment those men who are engaged in manufacturing sheet-iron, so 


the number of men he stated would be thrown out of employment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Fifteen thousand. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In the next sentence the gentleman 
said thatif the tax were taken off and the article were put on the free- 
list it would not cheapen the article except to the middle-men. 

Now, as the makers of roofs and the persons who side houses with tin 
are not middle-men, the gentleman’s position, briefly stated, is that 
though the removal of the tariff from tin would not lower its price, yet 
it would destroy the sheet-iron industry, because sheet-iron is a com- 
ponent part of tin. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend can hardly be serious, although 
he looks serious. [Laughter. } 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman said, as I understood 
him, that except to the middle-man the removal of the tariff would not 
reduce the price of tin, but nevertheless he said it would destroy the 
industry of certain men engaged in making sheet-iron for roofing and 
siding. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I said that taking the duty off would re- 
duce the price of cans only to the manufacturer. I said it would re- 
duce the cost to him, but that to the man who consumed the contents 
of the can it would not reduce the price, nor would it increase the price 
received by the man who raised the tomatoes and the peaches and the 
beef which would go into the cans, because the decrease in the cost of 
the pound can would be only about one-eighth of a cent, and that dif- 
ference, I said, would never reach the consumer on the one side nor the 
producer on the other. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I venture tosay, with the greatest 
deference for my friend, that he will find that his statements were hardly 
as he now recollects them, and that he did say that ‘‘except to the 
middle-man the removal of the tariff would not reduce the price.’’ 
But this is not very material as to his argument. He does not pretend 
to say that sheet-iron and tin as roofing material necessarily come into 
such competition or that the preference for or use of the one rather 
than the other depends on the relative lowness of price of either. 

With just as much logic and reason might he say that this bill would 
destroy the business of slate making, or the business of shingle making, 
or the business of clapboard making, because these products are ail 
used for roofing as sheet-iron is, only much more. 

Sheet-iron is very seldom used for roofing or siding, and when it is 
so used it is not because it is cheaper than the other materials, but be- 
cause it is preferred for some other reason. While the gentleman has 
most positively asserted that the removal of taritf from tin-plates would 
destroy that sheet-iron industry, he has stated no fact justifying such 
aconclusion. This tin-plate question has been argued here by the 
gentleman from New York asif it only concerned the interests of those 
who buy a pound can of preserved fruit. But, Mr. Chairman, that is 
entirely too narrow a view to take of the question. There is no house 
in this land so poor, there is no man so poor—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, the time of Mr. WILSon, of Minnesota, was 
extended for five minutes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I say, Mr. Chairman, there is hardly 
a family or a person in the land, especially among the common people, 
not interested in this question. This fact is too familiar to every one 
to require illustration or proof. It is unfairly belittling the ques- 
tion to treat it as if it merely affected the price of pound cans of pre- 
served fruit or meat. And I do not understand what grounds the gen- 
tleman has for his prediction or prophecy that if we lower the cost of 
the material by the abatement of the tariff the price to the consumer 
will not be lessened. it is a well-known law of trade that lessened 
cost to the producer means lessened cost to the consumer. [If this is 
not so, then truly the people are at the mercy of the rings. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] who opened this 
question said that this is merely a revenue tariff. This is correct, for 
I believe it is conceded on all hands that there is not a pound of tin- 








2 a i ie pea SR AC 


® 


om 








1888. 


plate manufactured in this count: 
understood him, that tl 
moved. 

Mr. DALZELL. I said that its removal was inconsistent with y 
notion and the maxims that are continually laid dow 
on your side of the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me to say that the gentler 
position is consistent with the views of gentlemen on that side, if I 
derstand them. If I have not listened in vain to the arguments of t 
gentlemen on that side of the House, their position is that the masses 
of the people, instead of the classes, shall pay the taxes. <A prote: 
tariff is a burden on the masses, for the benefit of certain favored classes 
The poor man in this case (the tariff on tin-plate) pays just as m 
tax as the rich man, because he ordinarily uses as much tin-plate a 
rich man, and therefore, instead of paying a tax in proportion to ] 
wealth and his ability to p Ly, he is compe lled to pay in proporti n to | 
needs. Iamutterly opposed tothat. Itis, as lsay, making then 
of the people instead of the wealth of the country pay the taxes; and 
when we have asurplus which we are seeking to lessen, I think thi 
one of the taxes that should be abated. 

Mr. REED. Then you are in favor of a tax on wealth direct? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iam in favor of taxation on wealt 
I am in favor of compelling every man to bear the burdens of the G 
ernment in proportion to his ability, and not in proportion to his n¢ 
sities; and when I see the wealth of the country by one subterfuge or 
another escaping its just share of taxation, Iam ready to say that when 
a proposition for an income tax is brought in, you will find me voti 
in favorof it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I am in favor of making wealth pay its part of the taxes of the co 
try; but the course which has been pursued on these questions of tax 
tion has tended to remove the tax irom wealth and place it on tl 
masses; the poorer the masses, the greater proportionally thetax. |] 
opposed to that, and will vote for anything which tends to remedy th: 
evil. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman explain how the masses were 
injured when we manufactured tin-plate in this country, and the price 
declined from $12 to $5? How did that affect the masses injuriously ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have heard such arguments as that 
at every step of the discussion of the tariff. 

Mr. BURROWS. How did that hurt the masses? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. From the time this debate began until 
the present, gentlemen on the other side have said, ‘‘ Because some- 
thing is cheaper to-day than it was ten or fifteen years ago, therefor 
this or that follows.’’ I say that the conclusions gentiemen unde 
take to draw do not follow. 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman says everything has been 
down; I would remind him that the price of labor in the United 81 
has gone up. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am speaking of the products of la- 


bor, which, as a rule, have gone down. Iam opposed to the wealth 


of the country claiming all the benefits to be derived from improve- | 


ments in machinery and from better methods of manufacture. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman said that everything had gone 
down. I wanted to remind him that labor had not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Labor has gone up as much in free- 
trade countries as in ours. ‘The tariff has nothing to do with that. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly satisfied 
that if there were any method by which a fair consideration could be 
given to this question, to be followed by a fair vote, there certainly 
vould not be ten men on this floor who would favor the proposition 
to put tin-plate on the free-list. It is true that no tin-plate is now 
made in this country, or has been made for the past ten years. Prior 
to that time some men who now live in my district invested a large 
amount of money in a plant for the manufacture of tin-plate, and en- 
tered upon thatindustry with a zeal that deserved success. They met 
with foreign competition, and the price of tin-plate was put down and 
down and down, until they were obliged to extinguish their fires and 
abandon the business, and from that day to this they have never at- 
tempted to resume. They are now engaged in the manufacture of 


sheet-iron and sheet-steel, and if this bill becomes a law they will be | 


compelled to abandon their present occupation and enter some other 
new field, 

In response to the gentleman, I will tell you, Mr. Chairman, why 
we can not make tin-plates in this country. I have here before me a 
tabulated statement showing the wages paid in Great Britain in this 
manufacture, and also those paid in the United States for similar work. 
A roller in Great Britain for rolling ‘‘100 boxes I. C. tin-plate”’ re- 
ceives $6.87, while a roller in the United States receives for the same 
work $26. 

The wages of a doubler in England were $5.51; in this country, $11.05. 
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| 


For years everything has been going | 


down; and I do not understand that the wealth of this country is en- 
titled to the benefit of all the reductions which have been made in th 
cost of manufacture by reason of improved machinery and improved 
methods; for these are the causes that have lowered products. Prod 
ucts have not become lower on account of the tariff, but in spite of it 
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This list of wages, you will perceive, covers only that part of 
| employed from bars of iron or steel to the finished plat 
the American rates to be 125 per cent than those of ¢ 
Britain. The differer in wages in th mm « \ i 
country is in about the same ratio. 

We have abundance of tin in this country Chere are 

of Chicago, in the hands of Howard, Spencer & Co. 
on exhibition—as fine tin as the world ever saw—dug from « own 
mines in Dakota, which could be manufactured into tin-plates in this 
country if the industry had adequate protection. There is tin in Wyo- 
ming and other places. We have iron ore, coal, limestone, and « 
facility for the manufacture of tin-plates if we had a just protectior 

What is the result of this omission to protect this industry? W 
are now importing 70 per cent. of all the tin-plate made in Great |] 
ain. 

Chere are now 50,000 persons employed in England and Wales in 
the manufacture of tin-plates for American consumption. We are 
feeding and clothing this great army of men under the British flas 
and I want to know whether it is patriotic for Americans to strike 


} 





down an industry of this kind, which ought to furnish employment to 
our own people. I have certificates before me showing that the tin- 
plate that we made in this country was as good as any that was ever 
imported, but the importers of foreign tin-plate put the price down 
from $14.75 per box to $5.18, and in this way closed out the American 
works, and as soon as they had completely destroyed our tin-plat 
works they raised the price so as to recover their former losses 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] well said a few 

| moments since, ‘‘ We are now entirely in the hands of Great Britain 
This is true, and we are entirely dependent upon Great Britain for every 
| tin pan, every tin bucket, every tin kettle, every canteen. If weshould 
be involved in a war with Great Britain orany other country, and if om 


! 


supply of tin from abroad should be cut off, we would be without can 
teens and without cooking utensils until we could erect the necessar 
plant and entered upon the manufacture of tin plate. What are 
doing to-day ? We are sending across the ocean annually from sixt« 
to twenty millions of dollars which go to the residents of Great Britain 
for the tin-plate which we use. 

This amount of money is annually 
are in this way enriching England anc 
much money expended in this country in the manufacture of tin-plate 
would not only furnish employment for 50,000 persons and support for 


sent out of the countr ind 


1 
impoverishing Amer! i nis 
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i : & 
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Ling y 3p in’s lo ty to the Ameri- 
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I toni i cn ed. no ‘ xd be concerned 
if 1 cent per pound on tin-plate i only add 3 cents to 
. : . . ¢ . ’ 
the pric f a dozen can out one-fourth of a cent to a can, and the 
ime ratio of in e to all tin-ware and tin-plate used. And whil 
{ } e ot pl will i much if the duty is increased, : 
} tion W i will prevent un con on from breaking i 
1 our Ar ( t rks will ultimately down the price o! 
tes by h ‘ etition. This has always been the effect o 
protection, but we never wantany American product cheaper than it can 
be ma by well-] 1 labor 
We have the labor her dit is only just and right that those who 
propose to engage in thisindustry should be protected by the imposition 
in ad i tective duty l appeal to gentlemen, therefore, who 
a re to s¢ is industry esti in the United States to vo ‘ 
the removal of the duty and the placing of tin-plate on t! x 
{ list f 
ee-list. wate : 
| Here the hammer fell. ] % 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. The form: ; 
amendments will be considered as withdrawn. é 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Ar- » 





3 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] sent up a letter to the Clerk’s desk to be 


read some one on the other side suggested it was Mr. Dunlap’s letter. 





If gentlemen would like to hear the experience of that manufacture 4 
and dealer I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read his letter, whi 
appears in the Pittsburgh Post, on this question. It isso full of fact i 
concerning this question that I recommend it to the gentleman fro 


Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 


























I al 
Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman want the letter of Dunlap , 
read or the comment on the letter in the Pittsburgh Post, or both? i 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Isend it up to be read. If the Clerk should 
read the comments of the Pittsburgh Post they will not hurt any one 3 
[They are very good. : 
Mr. DALZELL. Iam sure they will not. 
Mr. McMILLIN, Read the letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 4 
To the Editor of the Post: ; 
I have been so frequently consulted in regard to the feasibility of manufac 4 
uring tin-plates in this country that I have concluded to state what I know on : 
ubject for the benefit of such as are concerned. 
e processes employed in the manufacture of tin-plates are no secret; th 
theoretical part can be learned in a few hours. 
A bar of the prope iuge of iron is cut to the required lengths. These 4 
heated and pass« t irollers. As they lengthen out they are doubled ) # 
until they make eig! ‘ts. They are then trimmed tothedesiredsize. T 
sh s are then separat 1d pass to the pickling and scouring deparimen 
his part of the wor y disagreeable and laborious.) 
rhe plates after being thoroughly cleansed are placed in hermetically sealed i 
: % 
iron boxes and anne Phe plates are afterward passed through pol a 
r -s to give them the required elasticity. Then they are again scoured 
passed into the t g department, in which there are usually four ob! 6 





first, a grease-pot, into which the plates : 




















pots for ea ‘ 
mersed: the hich is full of liquid metal; next, the finishing-; 
re liqu ther grease-pot, which euts off all unnecessary t 
1 pilates a l, polis yrted and packed. Terne or ) 
i plates e manner, except that the coating consists « 
part ida Such is briefly the process of manufacturing tin 
‘ . { 
nion has also been asked about the feasibility of manufacturing tin 
utes in tl count i suflicient quantity to supply the demand at the present 
rate of protection—some percent. I do not believe that it would be possibl: 
to supply the de ind under existing circumstances, and, if possible would 
be d ra t luch of the labor red in the manufacture of tin- 
plates is performs 1. The scouring of the iron previous to the tinni: 
: is la yu lisagreeable. The floors are covered with water, n 
sitating the use < 
When examining the process of manufactur ng tin-plates in several large es- 


tablishments in Monmouthshire and South Wales I felt thankful that American 
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He is one of the men at the head of the reform committee 
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Also, memorial of the Board of Transportation of Nebraska, favoring | 
State control of railroads chartered by Congress—to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. ; 

by Mr. ENLOE: Petition of A. Harden, of J. B. MceNickle, of J. C. 
McDaniel, and of Herman Graef, of Tennessee, for reference of thei: 


claims to the Court of Claims—-to the Committee on War Claims. 
by Mr. ERMIEENTROUT: Memorial for relief of trustees of Centen- 
ary German Reformed Church, of Winchester, Va.—to the Committee 
} on War Claims. 

\lso, memorial of T. L. Fritch & Co., Mertztown, Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of retaining present duty on ocher—to the Com- 
mittee 6n Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GLASS: 
ard F. Gaines, jr., of Robert S. 
David Williams, of Elizabeth Faulkner, of William R. Ball, and of 
Jane Newhouse, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: PetitionofJohn R. Butler, formerly of Coffee County, 


Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Mrs. Myra Thompson, administratrix 
of Dr. Gideon B, Thompson, of Bradley County, Tennessee, for refer- 
ence of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition to accompany bill for relief of Emelia 
Mumm, widow of Nichoias Muamm-—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10DS, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of George W. Fisher, for pay for serv- 
: ices as laborer under the Doorkeeper from August 1 to December 5, 

1887—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of B, F. Yantis and others, against placing 
flaxseed and linseed-oil on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
in relation to headstones for deceased soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens asking for a pension for Mar- 
garet Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Louisa Williams, of John Newsom, 
of William D. Ferguson, of J. M. Fawcett, of Elam Gaither, and of 
Andrew J. Montgomery, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of 132 citizens of Minnesota, protesting 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors to inhabitants of Africa, and 
praying for legislation on the subject—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Sarah Anderson, of Daniel W. 

fitchell, of William B. Nakes, of Malinda E. McGill, of Andrew J. 
McNabb, of 8. A. and J, A. Meadows, administrators, of A. F. Mead- 
ows, and of Isaac A. Eslic, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Mary W. Moore in behalfof the Woman’s 

f Christian Temperance Union, for the repeal of internal-revenue taxes— 
a to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

K By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Mrs. Solte, widow of William 
Solte, of Chatham County, Georgia, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

ey Also, petition of heirs of Joseph Lippman, for referenceof their claim 
1 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Eliza Pyle, for relief—to the 
a Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of John Beal, of O. C. Covert, of 
F administratrix of L. A. Baker, and of the daughter of John Wright, 
Bs deceased, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
my Claims —to the Committee on War Claims, 

Bi By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of J. H. Merill and 9 others, citizens of 
% Ottumwa, Iowa, for reduction of duty on imported rice—to the Com- 
3 mittee on Ways and Means. 

; By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Andrew J. Martin, of W. H. 
P.'Turner, of Elias Inman, of William B. Fleeman, of William C. Fos- 
ter, and of William H. Felker, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 





The following petition for the more eftectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

i By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of W. Y. James and others, of Franklin 
5 County, and of Daniel Spiker and others, of Mount Olive, Va. 


3 The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of H. R. Davis and others, citizens of Banks 
County, Georgia. 
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Petition of John McKee, of Benjamin Elder, of Rich- 
Montgomery, of Ashley Olive, of 


| tion to the Mississippi River improvement. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 14, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur_Er, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of John Cowdon in regard to 
the Mississippi River improvement, which I ask may be printed as a 
public document, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be printed as a 
document, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I was not paying attention when the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] presented the memorial of Mr. Cowdon in rela- 
I will state that the Com- 
mittee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River is considering the 


| very question to which the memorial refers. 


Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the | 


Mr. PLUMB. Then it should go to that committee undoubtedly. 
Mr. PADDOCK. The committce is engaged in the investigation 


now. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reference will be changed 
in accordance with the request of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Augustus Stevenson and other 
citizens of Maine, praying for the passage of Senate bill 405, providing 
for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
arising under theeight-hour law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of George A. Gale and other citi- 
zens of Lake Worth, Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement of Indian River, in the State of Florida, and also 
for the adoption of certain amendments proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] to the river and harbor bill. I also pre- 
sent a petition to the same effect from citizens of Waveland, Fla.; a 
petition from citizens of Indian River, Fla., to the same effect, and 
also, to the same effect, a petition of Thomas E. Richards and other citi- 
zens of the Indian River and Lake Worth country, in Florida. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of S. R. McCreary and 50 other 
citizens of Texas, praying that in prosecutions under the interstate- 
commerce law the fines imposed shall be given to the informer, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of G. W. Betts and 150 other citizens 
of Gonzales County, Texas, praying for the passage of a law to prevent 
common carriers from transporting commodities in cars and other means 
of conveyance owned by the shipper, and to give informers the fines im- 
posed for violations of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of the Masonic Savings and Loan 
3ank and other banks doing business in the city and county of San 
Francisco, praying for the reimbursement of moneys lost through the 
misrepresentations of officers of the Navy Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Commsattee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of William P. Van Aken and other 
citizens of Kansas, and of Platte and Clay Counties, Missouri, praying 
for the passage of a bill permitting the construction of a free low bridge 
across the Missouri River between Kansas City, Kans., and a point in 
Clay County, Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the New York yearly meeting 
of the religious Society of Friends, oflicially signed, and indorsed by 
a meeting of the Union for Philanthropic Labor, representing five 
yearly meetings at Baltimore and New York, and in Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, for the establishment of a permanent court of interna- 
tional arbitration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New York yearly meeting of the 
religious Society of Friends, officially signed, and indorsed by a meeting 
of the Union for Philanthropic Labor, representing five yearly meetings 
at Baltimore and New York, and in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, praying 
for the discouragement and repression of the traflic in intoxicating 
liquors with the native races of Africa and the Western Pacific Islands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A biil (8S. 3034) to grant an incraase of pension to William E. Prince; 
and 

A bill (S. 3036) to grant a pension to William Lutz. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. ey granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 

A bill (H. R, 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, jr. ; 
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A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; and 

A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally wit 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varn 

A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reev 

A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R. 367 

A bill (H. R. 9347) 
H. Buck. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


hout amend 


granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Cl 


granting an increase of pension to Wil 


was referred the bill (S. 2059) for the re f of John T. Sechl 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitel) 

Mr. SPOONER (through Mr. MANDERSON), from the C« ‘ 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2563) to compensate 
Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the military au 
ities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, Wyo., and for s of propel 
by Sioux Indians, reported it with anamendment, and submitted 
port thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Approy t ) 


referred the joint resolution (S. R. 6: 
ble the several Executive Departments of the Government, and t 

reau of Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, and the 

sonian Institution, including the National Museum and the Comm 

of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Centennial, to be | 

at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888, report 
with an amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to who1 
referred the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher, repo 
without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Thomas W. Lord, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8391) to authorize the location of a branch home for volunteer dis- 
abled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely a petition of the Board of Trade of 
the city of Indianapolis, Ind., and petitions of many Grand Army 
posts in that vicinity, relating to the location of a soldiers’ home in 
that place. I ask that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions. 

The report was agreed to. 

MEXICAN BOUNDARY SURVEY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report an amendmeat to the sundry civil appropriation bill 
to enable the President to execute the arrangements of the convention 
between the United States and Mexico providing for an international 
boundary survey, and to ask that the amendment, together with the 
accompanying papers, a letter of the Secretary of State, and others, be 
printed. 

I wish to call the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to 
this amendment. It has been once or twice adopted by the Senate. 
It is expressly required by the terms of the treaty with Mexico. The 
message of the President of Mexico is here, showing that Mexico has 
complied with the terms of the treaty, and has held its well-instructed 
engineer corps ready to execute the treaty, but no provision has been 
made by our Congress. I call special attention to the fact. 

Mr. HALE. Isuppose the Senator is aware that the Committee on 
Appropriations has reported this matter more than once, and the Senate 
has adopted it, but the House of Representatives has not agreed to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish also to say that the peace of both nations 
is somewhat involved in it. Controversies are constantly arising as 
to where the boundary is. The survey is provided for by the treaty, 
and it ought to be appropriated for, and should not be neglected. | 
do not blame at all the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 

Mr. HALE. It isa very important matter, and it ought to hav 
been attended to years ago. The fault does not lie with the Senat 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to have the amendment referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; let it be referred to the Committee on A 
propriations and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

GETTYSBURGH BATTLE REUNION. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 90) granting 
leave of absence to certain persons employed in the service of th 
United States, to report it back favorably, and I ask forits immediate 
consideration. 
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HOAR rhe difficulty with tl inal joint resolution is that 
it « —~ n terms and sk lects ln i risl; phrase persons who 
ngaged in the Confederate service as the objects of a particular 
indulgence by name, I do not think that is good legislative precedent. 
Id t think it is a good plan to put into our statute-book the mem- 
ories of 1 ‘Ilion except where we are obliged to perform the con- 
titutional function of relieving disabilities. But that is a very dif- 
ferent thing from making a general law or rule that applies to all citi- 


stion. If we were to create a new office at 
this moment the President of the United States would be perfectly at 





zens alike without disting 


herty to appoint a person who was in the Confederate service to that 
0 if he thought him a fit and proper person and if the Senate 
tl ht 1 a fit and proper person; otherwisethey would confirm him | 


+ t+ } 


regard to that fact uut I should certainly object to 


passing a law in which we should say that the President may appoint 


an it n of the United States, whether he was in the Confederate or 
the Union service. I do not think it is in good taste. I do not thin! 
t ood legislative style. I do not think it is a good plan to set that 
example or precedent. ; 

Che joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


1e joint resolution was ordered to be encrossed for a third reading, 


read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3164) granting an increase of pen- 
» He Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (8. 3165) granting an increase of pension to | 
] M. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
tl ommittee on Pensions. 
lie also introduced a bill (8S. 3166) granting a pension to William 
I’. Pike; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
N HALE introduced a bill (S. 3167) to amend section 4965 of the 
1 Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 


referred to the Committee on Patents. 


AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 





N ERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R, 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as r 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to be printed 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Ciaims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certa 
claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, 
as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act oi 
March 3, 1883, known as the Bewman act; which was referred to th« 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

FISHERIES CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 

present consideration 


Re 1, That the President be requested to send to the Senate, if it is not ine | 


compatible with the public service 
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I do not rise to object; but there is a very interesting 
fh Everett’s which was pu hed by the Senate some years 
ago at m equest, but I supp that edition was exhausted. I w 
l but asin opy anywhere in thecountry. Mr. Everett’ 
y had none, and there was but one at the Department of Stat 
It was a letter which he wrote after going out of office in reply to a letter 


of Lord John Russell to our State Department, and which I believe re- 
views the fishery discussion, in which Mr. Everett was engaged some- 
what while he was minister to England, as well as some other questions 
in our foreign relations. Ishould like very much to have that letter 
published with the document which the Senator from Alabama asks 
| of us to have a copy of it. 


1 branch of the resolution I think wou 






nt toa 





tor it would be very cor 





The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be again read 


The Chief Clerk read as follow 





And also any other correspondence with the State Department on the subje 
of the fisheries on the Atlantic coast and waters not heretofore published 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator will see that that does not cover it. A(fte1 
Mr. Everett went out of office, after his return home, Lord John Rus- 
sell addressed either to the English minister here or to the American 
minister in London, I have forgotten which, a reply to a previous let- 
ter, a very elaborate one, of Mr. Everett. Mr. Everett being then in 
a private station (I think president of Harvard College, but Iam not 
quite sure; at any rate, he had laid down the office of minister to Eng 
land), made a very elaborate, able, and interesting reply to Lord John 
Russell’s letter. Sothat would not be a correspondence with the State 
Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. Iam quite willing that letter should go in ir 
» Senator will furnish a description of it. 

Mir. HOAR. I should like to have the letter printed with the others 
which, if I remember aright, has some discussion of the fisheri: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senato: 
from Massachusetts will identify the letter for the direction of th: 
clerks, and it will be included with the other documents mentioned in 
| the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR, If the Senator will let the resolution lie until I can 
hunt that up, I will do so. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am about to make a motion which will 
agreed to, dispense with adjusting the resolution into the form desired 
| at the moment, and that is that the resolution be referred to the Com 
| mittee on Foreign Relations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre 
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| consideration of the resolution? The motion to refer would be con 
sideration. The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before th« 
| Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethatthe resolution be referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Relations. I think that committee ought to ingui 
into the nature of this correspondence, so that the Senate, on the 1 
port of its committee, may have the advantage of some knowledg: 
| respect of the nature of what is to be communicated. The Senate 





| just as much responsible for the public interests as the President « 





} 


| the United States is, so far as it regards questions of this kind, and it 
ought not to ask the President (who of course always strains a point 
to give everything that the Senate asks in regard to such matters 
send correspondence which the Presidents heretofore have thought it 
proper should be kept private, until the appropriate committee of the 
Senate shall have some knowledge of the nature of it. 
Then, again, in the line of what the Senator from Massachusetts |! 


said, Iam under the impression that if we are to explore the private 


documents in the State Department bearing upon our relations with 
Ifer Majesty’s Government upon this subject and others related to it, 
here may be something additional that will be of interest to the Sen- 
e in the consideration of these matters besides what is named. 
| hope, therefore, that my friend will not object to the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations for consideration 
inquiry. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to change a word in the resolution fr 
service’’ to ‘‘interest.’’ I notice that I wrote “‘ public service.’’ 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the first 
clause of the resolution as proposed to be modified. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That the President be requested to send to the Senate, if itis not incompat- 
ible with the public interests. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection, Mr. President, to having this 
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| matter referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. They will 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 


BUST OF THE LATE CHIEF-JUSTICE. 


Mr. EVARTS. Iask the Senator from Kansas to allow me to call 
up the bill (S. 3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice Mor- 


rison Remick Waite, to be placed in the room of the Supreme Court of 


the United States, in order that it may now be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice Morrison Remick 
Waite, to be placed in the room of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 


Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the | 


bill. 


I'he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Oflice of Commissioner,’’ in line 16, 
after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out: 

One assistant disbursing officer, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 26, to reduce the 
appropriation for compensation of ‘‘one librarian’’ from $1,800 to 
$1,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 31, to reduce the | 


+ 


appropriation for compensation of ‘‘superintendent of folding-room”’ 
from $1,400 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 36, to reduce the 


total amount of the appropriations for compensation of the Commis- 


sioner of Agriculture and the clerks and employé¢s in his office from | 


$74,160 to $72,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Botanical division,’ 
in line 41, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out: 

One assistant botanist, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 46, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriations for ‘‘ botanical division ’’ from $9,840 to $8, 440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Pomological division,’’ 


’ 


in line 49, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one artist, $1,200; | 


one assistant pomologist (or clerk),’’ and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ and in 


line 52, after the word ‘‘division,’’ to strike out ‘‘four thousand two 


hundred’’ and insert ‘‘three thousand;’’ so as to make the clause | 


read: 
One pomologist, $2,000; one clerk, $1,000; in all, for pomological division, 
€3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 63. 

Mr. BATE. Under the head of ‘‘Chemical division,’’ I move, in 
line 59-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee that it is 
usual to wait until the committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. BATE. All right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unless the amendment is to an amendment of the 
committee. I do not know whether it is an amendment to an amend- 
ment or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not an amendment to an amendment. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘Seed division,’’ in line 87, to reduce the appropriation 
for compensation of ‘‘one chief of seed division ’’ from $2,000 to $1,800; 
and in line 91, to reduce the total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ seed 
division ’’ from $8,440 to $8,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Forestry division,”’ 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 102, to strike out ‘‘one assistant, 
$1,200; one clerk, $900; in all, $4,100;’’ so as to read: 

One chief of forestry division, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


JUNE 14, 





The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,’’ in 
line 110, after the word ‘‘ plants,’’ to insert ‘‘ including the establish- 
ment and maintenance of experimental grass stations;’’ and in line 
116, after the word ‘‘ engraving,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two thousand five 
hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five thousand;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 

Botanical investigations and experiments.—Botanical division: For purchas- 
ing specimens, paper,and all necessary materials for the herbarium, and for 
labor in preparing same; for investigations and experiments with grasses and 
forage plants,including the establishment and maintenance of experimental 
grass stations, and of other economic and medicinal plants, and for traveling and 
other necessary expenses connected therewith; and for employing local bota- 
nists for exp'oration and collection of plants in little-known districts, and for 
special work for the improvement of the herbarium, and for artists for drawing 
and engraving, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 127, after the word “ traveling,’’ 
to insert ‘‘ within the United States;’’ and in line 129, after the word 
‘*information,’’ to strike out ‘‘for artists’ materials and other appa- 
| ratus necessary in the work of the division; for preparation of papers 
upon subjects of a pomological nature, and expenses incurred in mak- 
ing investigations for the same; and for colored illustrations of fruits to 
be used in the special publications of the division;’’ so as to read: 

Pomological information.—Pomological division: For traveling within the 
United States and other necessary expenses in investigating, collecting, and 
disseminating pomological information, $4,009. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 155, at the end of the clause mak- 
| ing appropriations for ‘‘ Laboratory,’’ to add: 


And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
allow the suspended account of George B. Loring, late Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, the several sums which were expended by him in the purchase of sor- 
| ghum-seed and beet-seed. and for labor in the distribution of the same, from 
October 1, 1884, to September 30, 1885, inclusive, which expenditures were made 
from the laboratory fund, so called, and which the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury has decided not to be properly chargeable to said fund, said allow- 
ance not to exceed the sum of $20,807.80. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 174, after the word ‘‘traveling,’’ 
to insert ‘‘ within the United States;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Investigating the history and habits of insects.—Entomological division: For 
| the promotion of economic entomology, investigating the history and habits of 
| insects injurious and beneficial to agriculture, arboriculture, and horticulture; 
| experiments in ascertaining the best means of destroying them; for publishing 
| reports thereon; and for illustrations, chemicals, traveling within the United 
| States, and other expenses in the practical work of the entomological division, 
$20,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 183, after the word ‘‘cocoons,’’ to 
insert ‘‘and for expenses of stations in connection therewith;’’ and in 
line 184, after the words ‘‘ traveling expenses,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen”’ 
and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 


For collecting and disseminating information relating to silk culture; for pur- 
chasing and distributing silk-worm eggs, and for conducting at some point in 
the District of Columbia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling 
silk from the cocoon, and for expenses incurred in collecting, purchasing, pre- 
paring for transportation, and transporting cocoons, and for expenses of sta- 
tions in connection therewith, and for necessary traveling expenses, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the close of the clause pro- 
viding for the distribution of seeds, in line 274. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before passing finally from the consideration of the 
appropriation for distributing seeds, I wish to say that it is anticipated 
that this provision will be largely diminished hereafter, the necessity 
for it disappearing by the establishment of agricultural experimental 
: Stations in different States in connection with the agricultural colleges, 
and which will undoubtedly as part of their work propagate and dis- 
tribute seedsin the different localities in which they are located, thereby 
obviating the necessity for the great distribution by the Department 
of Agriculture. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 315, after the word ‘‘another,’’ to strike out ‘‘$100,000 of this 
| sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately avail- 
able;’’ so as to read: 

Salaries and expenses Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the pro- 
visions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
$500,000; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any 
pane of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, and in such manner as 

1e may think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, and for this pur- 
| pose to employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, and to expend any 
part of this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed animals 
and the quarantine of the same whenever in his judgment it is essential to pre- 
vent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia from one State into another. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The provision found between lines 315 and 317 pro- 
viding for making ‘‘ $100,000 of this sum or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to be immediately available’’ was inserted with the under- 
standing that this bill would become a law long before the present 
| time. In view of the fact that the appropriation of last year has been 
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measurably exhausted, so much so that it has become necessary to dis- | 4 vouchers are paid. Asaru . — 
. charge some of the employés in New York, Pennsylvania, and Mary- | P'°* ea ,, Hence sean o be paid t f May r 
. . . > o=r . : . I of the expenditures for May and also the Ps } 
land, as the entire appropriation of $500,000 will be available on the Athen eet ail 2 3 received to J it nae \ i 
Ist day of July, and it may be that the bill will not become a law be- | ance of $65,516.49 
fore that date, certainly not until very close to that date at all events, Se ee ee em » continue the work. To reduce expenses t 
. a : 7 ‘ een suspende rbout seve Vv me rty e ¢ Ww 1 wer yen 
: the committee recommend the striking out of the provision in order | j Ww : It wi ann ail 4 . 
that it may go into conference, with the expectation that the conferees | f : ° 
; will insert whatever amount may be necessary in view of the time to ' 5s ’ 
elapse between the date of the signing of the bill and the Ist day of | at \ claus ‘ . 
July, when the regular appropriation takes effect. | ay é law atas « , anil 
J? 7 ; rt ; 7 ‘ \\ 
In connection with this subject generally, I will ask that a lette1 atest al 
addressed to the chairman of the subcommittee having charge the: | cal canines of thee , ? 
bill by Professor Salmon be read, and also that the tables a : Chis Depart t does = 3 
ing the letter may be inserted in the Recorp. ee en eee a —s , - 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo “he letter will be read sentatives | 
The Chief Clerk read as follow tior 
UNITED S1 ; DEPARTMENT OF AGRICI t I 
Bu! 4 OL MA | { ( 
Sir: In accordance with your — tow Tt } q 
mit herewith a statement of th s and expenditures 
mal Industry for the eradication of t is pleuro-pn s 
1, 1888. ' . 
The increased expenses of the last f: nths of the y uve l Mie seasd al ee 
by enlarging the force in the States of New You ere ; professic d 
nia to a sufficient extent to enable the bureau t 1, : 
the cattle in the infected districts; to maintain quarant reg t 1 ‘ : ; ao tee 
examine all the animals slaughtered, or which are moved from such dist ( ' a ee en teal ee : 
which die in them. This method has been found necess t oe . : : ; , 7 
the diseased herds, and to prevent the spread o malady “tiaie “ 
In applying this method in New York it was ind necessary t f¢ 
one hundred men(106 on May 1). and the expenses increased from $% Re a aa 
January to $43,501 in April,and $32,598 in May This it se of . Ware oe ; : . . 
sulted in the discovery of many more diseased cattle, the number paid Hon. PB] 
January being but 32, while in April it reached 1,414 and in May | Fecal ‘ 
amount paid for cattle in New York was but $762in January and rei { 
in April. I re iss 
The expenses in New Jersey also increased for the same reas f ry » May : 
January to $17,903 in May. \ aaa ; 
The work for the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia was not beg > fr. PLUMB I ask tha t g 
sylvania until about April 1, 1888, as the State authorities did n ' e | the Bureau of Animal Ind 
previous to thattime. The expenses in that State will reach between $ 0M showing in detail the work of a | ted t} 
and $20,000 to June 30. tif - ee . ERG WORK 01 um 5 AFCA, HO MSSIIee 0 a 
A word is needed in explanation of the tables of expenses. The expenses The PRESIDENT prot . Phey wil nse i the Rk 
pear, as they are found on the books of the disbursi I nder t Che papers are as follow 
1888 isha ? 4 
Months. Salarics rraveling Mis lane A ft ed Exy i 
ex pe Ses < ~ < { ca A 
JANUBTY...000esesererecserscceseasesorersssssssssssecscssoserecesseres ea $3, 5 3 $897.09 $1,087.40 | B® $617.00 $145.00 | $6.2 - 
February 8, 643.8 1, 231. 62 874.50 7, 340. ¢ 1,1] 
March. » 514.10 566. 03 1, 430 l 4. 234. 80 708 { 
April... { 840. 64 7 ) 19. 802.8 ‘ ‘ 
SN wicestenns 2, 989. 97 2,341.4 {2 i 7 8 
: RS 
FARURET vecceesse cee o entcesccccen coven sepcsnsensceesrocccccsce ones $776. 26 123. 28 $60. 69 $165. 00 £395, OF ¢ 4 
February 56 iT ” BO. Of ss ‘ 
2 y y 162 
March 1 144.28 57. 68 2,3 ) +, O% 8,771.44 
April 2 S29 R5 405. 06 R 2 
May 1.4 2.90 19.4 yy 8 i 
MA 
January $3. 85] @952. 89 S384. OF g { { ) g 
February . 98 » 60 186. 2 
—_ ay 4 > 414, 22 OF 
Apri | ~ OOF ) t ) ) 
May #138 65.87 ; ‘ 
PENNSYLVANIA A ez sYI 
JORURTG <..0scecesers sdbniaieendthepeienbiii cients $f $94.55 $0. 40 
February ... { { 198. 26 A). OO 
March 136 42 
April 13 2 ( ¥ g 
May | J oA Zs a df : 2 " 
TOTA I F THE 1 ‘ 
January.......+ @2 43% ¢ 9 24 oan - 
February ‘ : sued ; 180 419 , 
i I itincincee cecseeses ‘ boodeuenatie'te 2,8 L00. ( 202 47,2 
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Cattle inspect« 

OCattie tag ° 

Herds found diseased 
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s in diseased herds 





Animals diseased, physical examination _— . svecence i 
Post mortem examinat ves . ) 
Animals wed on post mortem exat aut : coe ‘ 
Premises di le a ° eee ° do 
Diseased a nals purchased 

Paid for diseased animals _ , 

Exposed animals purchase : poursmapenvens sonccooecooes Num 
Paid for ex 

Average for « assed 

Brita ccticienntnnnditintinnenceiindiioninnen 


Che reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the proviso to the same clause, line 318, before the word ‘* thousand,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ in line 319, after the word 
“*necessary,’’ to strike out ‘‘shall be used and’’ and insert ‘‘may be;’’ 
and in line 320, after the word ‘‘experiments,’’ to insert ‘‘to be « 
ducted within the United States;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may b 


pended in continuation of the investigations and experiments, to be conducted 
within the United States, into the nature, causes, and remedies for the pt 












































7M 31, 1888, in « rp t 7 co 1L0U3 P ro-p umonia 
I Virginia.| Fennsyt | New | Maryland. | New Yor Total. 
140 1S 198 3, 057 4 008 5, O82 12, 498 
> 1, 422 1 581 23, OSO 10, 932 130, 697 
16, 812 », 391 6, 407 61, 327 89. 987 
l 14 144 35 142 336 
} 11} 1, 451 G41 | 2, 759 | 5, 001 
} 32 91 71 445 945 
2 103 9 1,705 2, 242 9,010 | 17,70) 
i) 59 be 326 1, 452 | 2,214 
l 2 6 72 S3 670 864 
{ 44 5 ) 3510 939 1,672 
7 I ) 0 $8,513, 00 285.30 | $21,371.79 , 864. 86 
) , 62 ) 647 2,031 3, 451 
43 £601. 00 L, 384.50 | $15,437.00 | $15,952.56 | $11,588.46 $77, ! 
2 $16. 34 1.30 $25, 80 $26. 72 $22.76 
+18. 67 11. 56 $22. 3. $29, 12 324. 65 320. 4 
x ( ty Work co ne lin } lely > 10. 1 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change of total will be made 


by the Secretary, if there be no objection, by striking out ‘‘five,’’ and 


’ 
inserting ‘‘nine;’’ so as to read: 


t 11 
i il, Dal JJ 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
ir. SAULSBURY. On page 6, line 125, in the clause making ap- 
propriations for ‘section of vegetable pathology,’’ I move to strike out 


the word ‘‘five,’’ before the words ‘‘ thousand dollars,’’ and insert ‘' fif- 
teen;’’ and after the word ‘‘dollars,’’? in the same line, to add: “‘of 


which $10,000 may be applied to the investigation of the disease and 
its remedy in peach-trees Known as yellows.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have an explanation from the 
Senator having charge of the bill in reference to the amendment of the 
committee in line 318, on page 14, which reduces the appropriation 
for the continuation of the investigations and experiments into the 


nature, causes, and remedies for the prevention and cure of hog-cholera 









| and swine-piague from $30,000 to $15,000. This isthe most important 


subject, in my opinion, that the Agricultural Bureau has charge of at 


the present time. The ravages of hog-cholera during the past year 





i 
have been vastly greater than at any time during the history of the 
counts ind yuld like to know if it is advisable to reduce this ap- 
ropriation? Itseems to me there ought to be a very liberal appropria- 


T 
tion for a full and careful and thorough investigation of this subj 
I should like to know what the theory of the committee is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to reserve 
that amendment for a separate vote ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theotheramendment, then, will be 
considered as concurred in, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. t was not a desire to minimize proper work in con- 
nection with this important subject that induced the committee to re- 
duce the sum from $30,000 to $15,00U. This is a subject which has 
been investigated foracentury. Itis nota new question by any means. 
The committee did not believe that the Department could spend by 
means of the ordinary machinery of investigation in the hands of th¢ 


| Department so large a sum. They believed that it might better be 


p 
tion and cure of hog cholera and swine plague 
Th iment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 328, after the words “division 
of f try,’’ to strike out 
For invest to the structural di nees of important timbers and tl 
factors that : their quality, their biology; miscellaneous reports 
pen of experimental grounds, collection, purchase, and stribution of fores 
tre cds and edlings in aid of forest culture; and for ascertaining the ar 
un t ! ther ining white-pine supplies in the Northw 
rl ules: ¢ 1 r \ ng collection and apparatus, traveling and other « 
1 , & 
And it 
I j t} ( ! < \ ( ) t 
t t f ly rt upe the ect ‘ ] 
f< i r 1Ses8 in { n 
ti i < it é { 3 ed pla 
I un | wreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 342, to inset 
To enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to continue experiments int} 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum eane, including the purchase and transp< 
tation of samples and pplies, $100,000: Provided, That the Commissioner is 
hereby requ }to make a separate report to Congress siating fully and accu- | 
rate nm ite red account of every expenditure made under this provision and } 
the results « | experiments made, and alsoincluding the purchase and trans- 
I t pit l plies, 
»amendment was agreed to, 
] 1? y h he 7. p rimenta | 
fhe! umendment was, under the head of Experimental sta- 
tions,’’ in line 372, after the word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike out ‘‘six hun- 
: , ‘ stg . 7 NY +? 9? “ ‘ ; ly “297 } y 
dred’’ and insert “ five hundred and ninety;’’ and in line 373, before 
the word housand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ soas 
to make tl ause read 
hat to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved M en 
t 1 **As to estal i ricultural experiment stations in co1 t \ 
t eges « lished in the several States, under the provisions of an acta 
iJul Is nd of the acts supplementary thereto,’’ $590,000; $5,000 of 
W }sum 8 | be payable upon the order of the Commissioner of Agriculture 





to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 3 of said act of March 2, 1887. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to add at the close of the last paragraph: 


And to cor ire, edit, and publish such of the results of the experiments made 


under section 2 of said act by said experimental stations as he may deem neces 

sary, and for these purposes the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to 

emp|oy h stants, clerks, and other persons as he may deem necessary, 
Che amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. BATE. I now move, on page 3, line 59, after the word ‘‘ thou- 


sand,’’ to strike out “‘ six ’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: 


1 
} 
One assistant chemist, $1,800. 


Mr. PLUMB. The amount proposed is estimated for, and I am not 
disposed to controvert the matter with the Senator from Tennessee, 
and shall make no point of order on his amendment. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. In line 60, on page 3, I move to strike out ‘‘four,”’ 
after the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 


One assistant chemist, $1,600 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. That makes necessary an amendment in line 62, on 
page 4, to change the total amount of appropriations in that clause. 


spent, or some portion of it at least, in stimulating investigation by 
private parties, and they thought they would leave that whole para- 
graph in such a position as to enable the committee to confer with the 
Commissioner of Agriculture to see if there was not some better wa) 
than to carry on the investigation by the Department, and which, judg- 
ing by the results heretofore obtained, are not likely to be useful. 

I believe, in the next place, that this is not, like pleuro-pneumonia, 
a disease which can be stamped out, and which once stamped out is 
not to be apprehended to reappear again for a long period; but it is a 
local disease, and one which exists in a portion of the United States 
every year more or less virulent, but still a disease that exists some- 
where at some time. The committee believe that if these investiga- 


ions are carried on in the Department itself they ought to be carried 





on by different agencies extending all over the country, the results of 


which should be compared.. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With the explanation made by the Senator from 
Kansas, I shall not insist on a separate vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment made as in Com- 


| mittee of the Whole is concurred in in the Senate. 


i 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


| « third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask that a statement showing the appropriations 
made in this bill for the different objects in comparison with the esti- 
mates and in comparison with the bill that came from the House be 
inserted in the REcoRD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 
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Mr.CULLOM. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN |, who is absent from the Senate, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A pair has been announced with the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw the vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MIrcHELL]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent that all proceedings under 
the roll-call be dispensed with. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will announce the result. 
On the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire the yeas are 18 and 
the nays are 13. 

The yeas and nays were as follows: 


YEAS—18. 

Allison Dolph, Kenna, Sherman, 
slaix Edmunds, Manderson, Stewart, 
Bowen, Hawley, Plumb, Teller. 
Davis Hloar, Riddleberger, 

Dawes, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

NAYS—13. 

gate, Coke, Harris, Vest, 

Beck Colquitt, Pugh, 

Blackburn, George, Reagan, 

Cockrell, Gibson, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—45. 

Aldrich, Evarts, McPherson, Spooner, 
Berry Farwell, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Frye, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butler, Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 
Call, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hale, Paseo, Walthall, 
Chace, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum being as- 
certained, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Hale, Ransom, 
Allison, Coke, Harris, Reagan, 
Bate, Colquitt, Hawley, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Cullom, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Blair, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 
Brown, Edmunds, Kenna, Teller, 
Butler, Evarts, Manderson, Vest, 

Call, Fanlkner, Paddock, Walthall, 
Cameron, George, Payne, 

Chace, Gibson, Plumb, 

Chandler, Gorman, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll discloses the 
presence of forty-nine Senators. A quorum being present, further pro- 
ceedings will be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis evident the Senate will not take up this bill at 
this time, and I indicate my purpose to press it no further now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate to print the report of the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations and other papers, relating to the pending fisheries 
treaty, with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House bad passed the bill (S. 
2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under the act of 
March 3, A. D. 1883. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 
Ky.; 

A bill (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 

A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 
Purman; 

A bill (8. 845) granting a pension to the widow of John A. Turley; 

A bill (8S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarkin; 

A bill (8. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Whirry; 

A bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctay,and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and | 
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telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
and 
A bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor. 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER entered a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the concurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as 
to differences between nations was passed this morning. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the-Committee 
on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the read- 
ing of the bill, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in section 1, on page 2, to strike out the clause from line 19 to 
line 21, inclusive, as follows: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices for unusual business, as contem- 
plated by Revised Statutes, section 3863, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, line 25, to reduce 
the appropriation ‘‘for rent, light, and fuel to post-oflices of the third 
class’’ from $650,607 to $450,000. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to unless 
there are substantial reasons given for it. The Postmaster-General sent 
to Congress a special report, in which he said, as I understand, that the 
$650,000 allowed by the House was the very smallest amount possible 
which would enable him to do anything like decent justice to the third- 
class postmasters. ‘The postmasters of the third class now have to pay 
all the expenses in respect to rent, fuel, light, etc., and the appropria- 
tion giving relief from these burdens is cut down to the lowest possible 
point. Indeed, the House cut down the original estimate made by the 
Postmaster-General, which is $800,000. 

Mr. CHACE. Will it interrupt the Senator from Kentucky if I say 
that I am very much interested in what he says, but I can not hear the 
Senator? Will he speak a little louder? 

Mr. BECK. I was endeavoring to urge that the Senate should not 
concur in the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations cutting 
down the House provision in line 25. I am informed by the Post- 
master-General aud by those who have examined the matter that the 
sum of $650,607 allowed by the House is the very smallest possible 
sum that will enable the Postmaster-General to do anything like fair 
justice to the postmasters of the third class, and unless there is some 
good reason why it should be cut down I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. In reducing this sum and establishing a different rate 
of pay for this class, it was only designed to exercise what the commit- 
tee believed to be a proper precaution in entering upon a new item of 
expenditure connected with the postal service. 

It will be borne in mind that there never have been paid as yet to 
third-class postmasters allowances for rents or fuel or lights; and while 
I do not care to make the point that prior to the change cf adminis- 
tration the postmasters, as all other officials of the Government, then 
mainly belonging to the Republican party, were deemed by our friends 
on the other side to be amply paid, and there was a constant struggle 
necessary to continue the salaries at the amount fixed by law, the sal- 
aries of hundreds of persons in the service in this city and elsewhere 
were reduced by the House of Representatives in the control of the Dem- 
ocratic party, and the Senate made unavailing efforts to keep those sal- 
aries up to the requirements of the law; but it happens under the vres- 
ent administration that every single one of those salaries has been 
restored, I think, and to a point higher than was permitted by a Dem- 
ocratic House of Representatives to Republican officials. 

I do not speak of that for the purpose of making any point upon it, 
because, notwithstanding the political change of complexion of the 
Administration, the Senate has been willing at all times, I think, to 
pay at least reasonably adequate salaries and compensation for services 
rendered to the Government, no matter by whom rendered. And so 
in this matter the Committee on Appropriations are entirely willing 
that this new expenditure shall be entered upon. They only desire 
that during the first year of the experiment it shall be brought under 
such rules as will test the question as to how far this great sum of 
money to be granted in allowances to a large number of postmasters 
can be expended at the discretion of a single official, and for the pur- 
pose of measurably protecting that official himself against the very 
urgent demands that will be made upon him in regard to the expend- 
iture of this sum of money. 

The Postmaster-General sent to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads of the House of Representatives an exhibit in the nature of 
an estimate as to the amount of money that he thought would be re- 
quired properly to carry out the provision for the allowance of rent, 
fuel, and lights to post-oflices of the third class. The total number ef 
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third-class post-offices at that date was 2,452. The amount he esti While I { r economy 
: mated as necessary for rent was $374,767, and the amount he estimated es to all ers, I su t t 
for fuel and lights was $275,840. In making up this estimate he graded eve we t to t ‘ and 
the offices according to compensation, commencing with $1,000 and end- | that sion t mony 
af ing with $1,900; thatis to say, $1,000 grade, $1,100 grade, $1,200 grade, f com} 
and so on up to the $1, 900. He estimated in the $1,000 grade that I do not proj 
‘ one-third of that grade would receive rent at the rate of $50 per an- | t ru ; 
t num, one-third at the rate of $75 per annum, and one-third at the rate \dmini 
aa of $100 per annum and so on, until, arriving at the $1,900 grade, | s- | tion or not, if we did 
i timated that one-third of the officers in that grade would receive $1400 | ing wrong 1 
per annum, one-third $450 per annum, and one-third $600 per ann I do not think sa 
But the provision < as it comes from the House does not limit the Post- | a question of Repu 
master-General to the payment of rents upon this sliding-scal h | of justice, of w 
he proposes. He may give $600 or $1,000, or any sum he plea to | estimated the am 
any one of these oflices. to be necessary to pro I { { I 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Kansas if th third-class postmasters. H ] 
any statutory provision now that pays these postmasters’ rent ata tion which is int . ' tic \ 3 
Mr. PLUMB. No. by the Department and 1 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then, is this no: putting legislati: 1an | If we mean to ove the injustice « d 
appropriation bill? to do that is to ascertain tl 
- Mr. PLUMB. That is a question which might have been asked in | that Department 1 t 
the House of Representatives. It cametous in the bill fromthe H é es the amount 
and we are simply dealing with it as it is in the bill. | report it will require to } vidk 3 ’ 
As I said, there is no limitation made in the provision found in t class post-offices, is it reaso sit; 5 
House bill on the discretion of the Postmaster-General. I donot m i | that he is mistake that s 
to say. or to intimate even, that he would do otherwise than what he | that we shall do two-t s just 
deems the very best, but he w: vale L be confronted \ vith the necessity of It seems to me that the amen yposed ( 
adjusting the relations of 2,452 postmaste na to this allowance to Appropriations ought not to be adopted, and I « 
an entirely new allowance, one which ad 3 practic ally to the « i- | from Kentucky | M 
sation of each postmaster the entire amount of the allowance; that is | amendment and t 
5 to say, that much more is added to what he has heretofore had. There | who by ey 
i will, as a matter of course, be a very gi reat — for this alloy f imposed upon t 
It will take a very considerable period « 1e to adjust thes \ Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I 
ances. He mightnot beable, mie ss he spe adie ieee witha good deal | postmaster v are Democrats ) tter what t 
of carelessness, to spend it this year, unless he did so by giving greate1 y much mixed politically, I sup] Pe vy 
sums to some than would be necessary. He might establish a scale of them; I hope we have have not anything ! rity of « 
expenditures therefore in regard to rents which Congress on reflection loyés in the Departmer t Vi 
might not deem it wise to carry out. either here nor the 
We only wanted to put a limitation upon this expenditure this yea Ir. PLUMB. Certainly the S ( not 
in such a way that Congress might be advised just ho w the thing wa ib 1 ‘ ve mai ve é f 
working, and be able to make sure that we should not enter upon it | of the third-class ] iste inder this A De 
on too extravagant a scale, leaving the question in such a way that | crats 
next year, after an experiment of one year, we might come to the con- Mr. BECK L hope the e. 
sideration of the question better informed than we are now fr. PLUMI Doe nator 
I believe myself that there ought to be an allowance of this kind Mr. BECK. Ido not express any dou 1 reg 
made to third-class post-offices; but, as I said before, at the t t] that there ar yw a good many 1 : O the ene es 
offices were filled by Republicans no allowance of the kind could be | ministrati 1 who eekin of 
; had. We only ask now in entering on this new expenditure that it | mine it, ina 1e Departments of this ¢ nn 
may be under limitations which will make sure of proper expenditure | be there. No man can carry on any sort Le 
and will leave us at the next session of Congress disembarrassed p linistration ce with en oing h 
i sibly unwise and extravagant allotments for rent, fuel, and lights carry on a farm with plow-boys who were my enen \ 
% the Postmaster-General, by which to some extent, we may be boun tore with clerks trying to break 1 ( 
or at all events, the scale having been once established in practice, w« me one else. I hope we have some Department the ¢ 
can not depart from it. The Senator from Kentucky, because it g 1 which a majorit; employ id 
to his own party friends, should not fail to consider that whatever w tion and seek to make it ces stead of to 
give is an increase of wages that much in thecompensation of men who | break it down. 
have heretofore not particularly complained that they were not properly Mr. PLUMB. The Senator ought to goto the White H 
paid, of men who are getting just what their predecessors got, of men | an argument on that subject rather than here 
: who are getting offices which they tried for. We do not thrust them Mr. BECK. Iai yt seeking to make t p l 
3 upon them. At least, I have not heard of anything of that kind hay- | surely have the right to reply to the Senato But | 
A ing tobe done. I think under these circumstances he and his associ- | Senator from Kansas that while he s¢ to | to « 
. ates will recognize the propriety of commencing on a somewhat modest | to third-class postmasters by allowing tl on] tive lsum to 
4 basis. pay for fuel and lights and rent needed in the publi you 
é Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, Senators will remember that there | the total down from $650,607 to $450,000, he exhibits ast ge incol 
4 have been a great number of petitions received in and presented to the tency when he proposes, without the demand, and I may say against 
3 Senate asking for an increase in the compensation of fourth-class post- | 1 ill, of the Postmaster-General and without the recommendation 
a masters and for the relief of third-class postmasters from the expenses y official ofany Department, to donate by this bill $800,000 to ¢ 
a which they now have necessarily to incur. The recommendations | to friend haps of his party who are begging for increased 





made by the Postmaster-General contain deliberate references to the | mail service. ‘The Senator proposed by an amendment to 
facts which justify the recommendation of providing by law - 7 third I ] 


lire a contract to be given a 








A Af ‘ 

class postmasters ‘shall be furnished with fuel and lights fo ir of- | least five years, for pretended services that nobody suppose 
fices. By reference to his report it will be seen how the oe as it now | any benefit to the mail service and that is not demanded by 
stands operates. Ifa postmaster’s salary amounts to $1,900, he must | master-General or by any branch of the public servic That p 
furnish the office himself, and he loses the rent on it; he must fur- | is interpolated into this bill and is nothing more nor less than a 
nish fuel; he must furnish the lights; he must hire the clerks neces- |.sidy to some favored steam-ship companies, wh 10m y sought to 
sary to aid him in the discharge ef the duty; and the amount neces- | be practiced by striking down $650,607 to $150,000, and the proposed 
sary for rent, lights, fuel, and clerks is a deduction from the amount | saving is taken from the honest pay of men » are doing honest pub 
of the s salary he ‘takes for the glory of being nominally postmaster. lie work. Such action t bear criticism when the two propo 

These things have not for h e first time been called attention to in | tions come to be examined together. I will deal with one at a time 
the present report of the Postmaster-General, but previous reports have The committee of the other House and the House saw fit on tl 
called attention to the injustice of the existing law on th a aahiecs. ommendation of the Postmaster-General to insert this provisig: [ 

The third-class postmaster, as I said, must be: ar all expenses of clerk- | know that in years gone by under former administrations a nce 
hire, of house-rent, of fuel, and of lights, while the second-class post- | were made out of appropriations for fuel and lights in man 
masters receiving $100 moresalary gets his $2,000 salary, his furniture; | cases. They were reac ched by allowances out of money in the hands or 


the rent of his office is paid; his fuel, his lights, and his clerks are paid | under the control of the Postmaster-General. Th little allowances 
by the United States. Any one can see the absolute injustice of such | were cut off by Executive order four or five years ago, and they can not 
an arrangement. It requires no argument to demonstrate it. ; be allowed now under the ruling. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I do not understand the Senator’s statement. 

M bECH I say many of these little items were once paid for by 
the Post-Offic Department. 

Mr. PLUMB Never; not a dollar. 

Mr. BECK. I can produce proof of it if necessary. 

Mr. PLUME, I defy the Senator todo it. I hope he will have the 


candor to admit that he is mistaken. 





























Mr. BECK I think I will show it, and show that it was done time | 
and again in regard to post-offices in my own State, and properly done, 
and thet i! to continue to do it was wrong Dut returning to the 
proposition before u The report of the House Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads makes use of this language: 

I } rl t > iat 1 for rent, light, and 
fuel t ‘ In } sed | is inserted fur this pu 
j I re t master of a third-class ollice 
“ ‘ to pa { . I i 3 wr. This caused much 
and t er ‘ om this class « er In the report of the Postmaster- 
‘ neral, on 4 h sed this lan 

‘ the t d-class {| er, who ] much less than the others 
j : eV that wh ! Tr n no allowance 
ext 1 a ease which is no exception, that of the separat ft for rent 
fu erical mery, or other outgo whatever is i but all must 
be i ! l nisca l salary, wh 1 thus proves too ofté inst« of 
yn dr of labor, but the weak residuum of a well-nigh 
exu ste i j f cons yuUcHhCes: are first injustice or less to 
postimasters of the third class, and equent instances of grotesq inequa 
the } f id responsil t n 
{ i { j to poo I i n id serv i 
suc ti < the pride and sense of duty of the office 
tries from $1,000, where gross receipts are $1,900 and 
not exceed 100, to $1,900, w re gross receipts reach $7,000 but not ove! 
$8.0 na 1 liately following ilaries of the secone i n $2 ) 
for rross rex ts of $8,000 and not over $9,000, to $2,900 ceipts of 
000 or more and not exceeding $40,000. Thus, if the business of an office be be 
tween $7,900 and $8,000, the postmaster must bear the entire charges of it and 
have for hit f only what shall be left of $1,900; while if the business be but 
$100 more the postmastér may take $2,000 net for his services, and these often 
more of mere easy supervision than actual office work. Instances have come 
to my attention where third-class postmasters with salaries of but $1,600 to$1,700 
have been compelled,in order to provide such service as to satisfy their sense 
of personal honor in performance of public duty, to make an annual outlay of 


from $1,000 to $1,300, besides giving continuing personal labor. It is obvious, 
indeed, that so great is the difference between the decent provision of an ofli 


for the transaction of postal business yielding annually $7,000 or more and one 
yielding but from $1,900 to $2,100, it may be almost affirmed that as a third-class 
postmaster’s business and salary increase his compensation diminishes; and it 
is to be safely asserted that, in a large majority of cases at least, his proportion- 
able compensation (to labor and responsibility) will surely diminish if he fairly 






ations to theservice. Such acondition is neither creditable 
Government nor wisely conducive to the finished service 





discha wes his ob 


to the justice of the 


1ich should be exacted of postmasters to the public.”’ 
The committee of the House add: 
The justness of these observations is recognized, and the correction is sought 
to be ace plished in this bill. 


And a table is attached on page 22 of the report, showing that after 
the most careful revision of all that class of offices this sum of $650,607 
is the least. that can be used to advantage. The Postmaster-General 
says that it is the lowest estimate he can possibly make to do justice 
to that class of postmasters. The Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate have cut it down without any sort of reason so far as I am ad- 
vised. They should rather to have stricken it out altogether; they 
might have been justifiable in that, standing on the ground that they 
will do nothing in that direction; but there was no reason and there 
is no authority shown why $450,000 should be given. If $650,607 
ought not to be, and the Postmaster-General says that unless he has 
this sum, which is the lowest estimate, we had better give him noth- 
ing, and let them go on and suffer as they have been doing. 

I insist that the proposed amendment ought to be rejected because 
there is no reason for reducing the sum below $650,607 if any sum is 








given. I havethe authority of the Postmaster-General for saying that 
$650,607 is the lowest sum that he can use advantageously and deal 
fai ly with his officials, : 


Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator please state where he finds that au- 


r. BECK. When I saw what had been done I went to the Post- 


Office Department and examined into the matter. The Postmaster- 
General was not asked to come before the committee, and had no op- 
portunity to appear before it, as I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lhopethisis not anothercase like that we had last year, 


where the Postmaster-General authorized the Senator from Kentucky 
to dispute in private what he had stated in his previous annual report. 

Mr. BECK. I do not remember what was done last year, but I 
know this: I was necessarily absent from the committee—no, not per- 
haps necessarily absent, but, while I was absent, though a member of 


the subcommittee, this bill was acted upon and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral was not hefore the committee, and I had to get information as best 
I could, e the matter was acted on in my absence. Iam not gen- 
erally absent, though I confess I was last week; therefore I sought in- 
formation from the personsI thought could best give it, and I received 
it so as to satisfy me that the provision made in the bill by the House 
ought not to be cut down. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I am not in favor of placing limitations 
on the administration of the executive officers of the Government. I 
think that a liberal discretion should be allowed to them, and they 
should be held responsible to Congress for the manner in which they 
perform their executive duties. ; 

In this matter of third-class post-offices and postmasters, there can 












equally true of all the other heads of Departments. 
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| be no question whatever that the public interests require that a rea- 
sonable compensation should be paid to these public servants. Of ali 
public functions performed by the Government the mail service is th 
most essential and the most esteemed by the people, and there is no 
kind of reason why this class of officers should be discriminated against 
unfairly, as they are in the existing methods of compensation and al- 














lowances. Practically they perform these duties with little or no 
compensation, and comparatively with other officers in the same serv- 
ice there is the greatest inequality and injustice. 
i Now, how is that to be remedied ? There is but one person in con- 
nection with this performance of duty that has the knowledge of the 
| facts which will enable him to give the compensation to each postm 
ter in each case adequate and not excessive. The amounts must diff 
| Wecannotclassifythem. Whilethis provides a very imperfect method 
yet it is some progress in the direction of ng reasonable compensa 
| tion to each postmaster according to the value of his services and the 
|} amount of business he transacts. 
It is true that there is a consid n t] in many cases the post 
office is desirable to the incumbent; the location of it is in connection 
ith some private } in which he isengaged; but thisisa very in- 
| tangible consideration can not be measured, and the only proper 
m give each postmast compensation according to th 
] er{or anc to } i n office or place business 
W 1 t] t nd f ] 
In this case 1 should thin! l h 
| of giving a smaller amount i hat we may see how this execu 
| tive offi er, the Postmaster-G al, who charged with the admin 
- | tration and disbursement of this large sum of money, shall proceed with 
| it before a | it is intrusted to him, is not a reasonable sug- 
| gestion. The ostmaster-General isa man of character and ot 





istrative effort 


ability, and we have no reason to doubt that his admin 
will be such as will be approved by Congress and by the people. It is 
not necessary to assume in reference to him or to any other head of : 
Department who has been nominated by the President and confirmed 
ility and of integ- 
rity—itisnot, I think, desirable in any appropriation to proceed upon the 
hypothesis of testing his administrative ability. 

For these reasons I think, with the Senator from Kentucky, my col 
league upon the Appropriations Committee, that we had better not adopt 
the suggestion of the majority of the committee and limit this amount. 
On the contrary, Ishould prefer to give to the present incumbent of the 
Post-Office Department, the Postmaster-General, an adequate sum of 
money, and to hold him accountable, and I have no doubt he would per- 
form that duty with eminent satisfaction. Hold him accountable foi 
the administration of that sum of money in such manner as will pro- 
mote the interests of the publicservice and secure the postmasters a just 
and reasonable compensation, and the results will be more satisfactor: 
to the country and more conducive to the best interests of the public 
service than to seek to limit and stint him with insufficient means 
and precise and unbending limitations and prohibitions, and this is 


by the Senate, and therefore approved as aman of a} 





The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall ask for the yeas and nays in due time, and 1] 
want to say a word or two about the matter. 

I'he Senator from Kentucky and I do not differ about the propriet; 
of paying something, but the Senator from Kentucky thinks if the 
Postmaster-General recommends anything it is an act of temerity on 
the part of any Senator to suggest that the amount should not be a! 
lowed or should be cut down. I do not know when heretofore he has 
been willing tosubordinate his judgment to that of any executive officer. 
He has had the courage to say here that the President has not acted 
as he should have done in a certain respect. I do not know whether 
he has said that to the President or not. And if the judgment of th 
head of the Administration be imperfect in regard to one question, why 
may it not be imperfect in regard to some other matters as well? 1 
know as well as the Senator from Kentucky does that until this Ad- 
ministration came in the other Chamber dwelt with great emphasis on 


the unreliability of Department estimates, dwelt with great emphasis 


on the large appropriations that were being made for the expenses of 


the Government, and characterized the allowances for salaries as being 
extravagant to the last degree. It was said we never reduced one. 
Since this Administration came in its friends in the other House have 
never touched one unless to increase it, and there has been constan 
begging from the beginning of the Administration to the present time 
to the Republican side of the Senate to put up salaries. That is th 
fact certainly. Now, because in starting in upon what is undoubtedly 
| to be a great item of expenditure, when it is proposed toincrease by a 
single blow the salary of every third-class postmaster in the United 
| States without any question, without any reference to whether there 
is any special merit in the case or not, we suggest a limitation in the 
first year of its operation only, not by a continuing provision of law, 
we are held up as proposing to deny to these people their inalienable 
rights ! 
The Postmaster-General does not say anywhere anything that can 
be construed as meaning that he could not get along with any other 
sum of money than that stated by him. He does not state anything 
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Senator from Kentucky. 
This law can not be put in operation 


of the next fiscal year. ifthe Postm 
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propriation bill an item which may bene! 





lican party forincreased mail pay, a ] sion that auth 
cratic Postmaster-General to spend t rT no 

at such rates within a proper limit as he pl w] 
recommendation of the | raste »t the p 
but the one who had the honor of making th st 1 
Department. In his report of 1887 he t lengt] 
or four pages of his report, in favor of extra pay t 
mails of the United States between ports of the I ted 
ports of South America, and he comes back to it, hot 
it is true, not so much at length, in his last report. 

The Senator from Kentu is much more familiar, n 
the personnel of steam-ship companies than I am 
aware, Ido not know a single person in any line of ste 
from a United States port anywhere, and I do not know 








tics of these menare. All I do knowis that 
son why the agencies by which the United States m: 
upon the water should not be paid as well as upon th 
no necessary connection, as I think, between these t 
It is true this bill was considered in subcommitte 
sence of t nator from Kentucky. If he acet S 
any discourtesy, I of course must submit, though 
any guilt on my part. He was pres¢ in the committ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum being as- 
certained by the announcement of the state of the vote, the Secretary 
will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the roll-call under the order of the Chair in 
the existing state of facts, will it be in order, then, to direct the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, without a motion for a renewed call of the Senate, to 
request the attendance of absent Senators ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion would be required. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it not in order to make that motion now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to make a suggestion, if I may be al- 
lowed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Kentucky, by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BECK. A quorum has answered if pairs are broken. I am 
content that this may be considered as passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent it may be done, as there is 
evidently a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Less than a quorum of the Senate 
can do nothing, even by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Harris, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Cullom, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Davis, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Beck, Dawes, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Berry, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Teller, 
Bowen, Evarts, Morgan, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest, 

Call, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Chace, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Chand!er, Gorman, Pugh, 

Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, 

Coke, Hale, Reagan, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll discloses the 
presence of 49Senators. A quorum being present, further proceedings 
under the roll-call will be dispensed with. The question recurs on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays and simply 
ask for a viva voce vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair have the amendment again re- 
ported ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, after the word ‘‘class,’’ at the end 
of line 24, the Committee on Appropriations report to strike out ‘‘six 
hundred and fifty thousand six hundred and seven”’ and insert ‘‘ four 
hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so as to read: 

For rent, light, and fuel to post-offices of the third class, $450,000. 

Mr. COKE. I inquire if it requires unanimous consent to withdraw 
the call for the yeas and nays? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Kansas to let us again consider 
lines 19, 20, and 21. I think perhaps there has been a mistake in strik- 
ing out that clause. I was inquiring into it and I find it is authorized 
by statute, as will be seen by reference to section 3863 of the Revised 
Statutes, which reads: 

Src, 3863. Whenever unusual business accrues at any post-office the Postmas- 
ter-General shall make a special order allowing reasonable compensation for 
clerical service and a proportionate increase of salary to the postmaster during 
the time of such extraordinary business. 

The provision in lines 19, 20, and 21 allows a few thousand dollars, 
and the provision grew up, as I am advised at the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and by a report which I hold in my hand, from a state of facts 
like this: In Southern California and in portions of Florida and at some 
of the watering-places there is a great demand for postal service during 
certain portions of the year. The business isso great that the post- 
office force is too small, and there is a necessity for temporary employ- 
ment and for additional service in order to afford anything like accom- 
modations at all. In the report of the Postmaster-General, he says: 

I call attention also to the fact that while the law contemplates provision for 
extraordinary cases of such increase of population or of business as are so com- 
mon in this country, and for cases where at different seasons great numbers of 
visitors at favorite resorts overwhelm the ordinary means and facilities of mail 
eens, no appropriation is usually made for the purposes contemplated by that 

aw. 

And he asks that $50,000 be allowed. Ido not make a point on this 
matter, but I state the information which I have received showing that 
the item is correct. I think it would be well to allow that to be done 
to meet cases of the sort I have mentioned. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is ample authority under the preceding para- 
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graph. There has never been any sum in gross heretofore appropriated 
for this special purpose. 

There was an immense rush of business at one time at a post-office 
in Colorado, and the Department dealt with the question under the 
ordinary provisions of the existing law. ‘The Senator will see the dan- 
ger, I think, of entering on this class of appropriation now if he ex- 


| amines the paragraph carefully. The law now is: 
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Src. 3863. Whenever unusual business accrues at any post-office the Postmas- 
ter-General shall make a special order allowing reasonable compensation for 
clerical service, and a proportionate increase of salary to the postmaster during 
the time of such extraordinary business. 

That would open up a very wide door if this provision contemplates 
an increase of salary, as it does; and it will only be another step until 
we shall have the salaries of postmasters adjusted from day to day and 
from week to week and from month to month, according as there may 
be an accidental or temporary increase of business. 

The Senator from Kentucky will understand, I think, that under the 
préceding paragraph the Postmaster-General can allow clerk-hire for a 
month or two months or three months or for an entire year. 

Mr. BECK. If that is understood I will net press the matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no trouble about that; and if he thinks that 


| the amount appropriated in the preceding paragraph should be larger 


I will not object to increasing it; but I call attention to the law which 
is the foundation of this provision of the Revised Statutes. Section 90 


| of chapter 335 of the statutes of 1872 is as follows: 


That whenever, by reason of the presence of a military or navai force near 
any post-office, or from any other cause, unusual business accrues thereat, the 
Postmaster-General shall make a special order allowing reasonable compensa- 
tion for clerical service, and a proportionate increase of salary to the postmaster 
during the time of such extraordinary business. 

It was in the time of the emergency of the location of military force, 
whereby the ordinary postal force was not sufficient, that the provision 
was to apply. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to tell the Senator having the bill in 
charge and the Senate how the Department met the question in one 
case in Colorado, which has been alluded to. 

The office was a $12 office. It grew suddenly to bea very large office. 
Fortunately for the public, the postmaster was a man of wealth, and 
he paid out the first year he could get his accounts arranged $7,000 for 
clerk-hire, which has never been repaid him to this day, and he still 
has the claim, and he will probably transmit that claim to his great- 
grandchildren. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 2, line 26, at the end of the clause appropriating 
$450,000 ‘‘ for rent, light, and fuel to post-offices of the third class,’’ 
to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third-class post- 
office for rent a sum in excess of $300, nor more than $60 for fuel and lights in 
any one year, nor shall any contract be made calling for the payment of either 
rent or fuel or lights beyond the fiscal year 1889, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, to strike out the 
clause from line 33 to line 35, inclusive, as follows: 

The Postmaster-General in his discretion may hereafter allow rent, light, 
and fuel at offices of the third class, in the same manner he does now at offices 
of the first and second classes. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, after line 39, to 
insert: 

For the additional expense of the free-delivery service made necessary by the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to limit the hours that letter-carriers in cities shall be em- 
ployed per day,’’ approved May 24, 1888, $1,000,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under head of ‘‘ Office Superintendent 
Foreign Mails,’’ in section 1, on page 5, after line 105, to insert: 

To provide more efficient mail service between the United States and Central 
and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes of 
this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed 
to contract with American built and registered steam-ships for the transporta- 
tion of the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judg- 
ment will best subserve said postalservice. Said contracts shall be for a period 
of not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding 
for each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course between the terminal points as shall be found expedient 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

Mr. BECK. When the bill gets to the Senate I presume I can move 
to strike out that paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can then have a vote 
on agreeing or disagreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reserved in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 5, after line 118, to insert: 


The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the contract- 
ors stating dates of departure of steam-ships from the United States six months 
in advance, and in case of unreasonable failure of any steam-ship or steam-ships 
to depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-half the 
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contract price for said trip or trips, and in the event of continued failure to de 
part on dates stated in the schedule the Postmaster-General may annul the con- 
tract or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now offer an amendment on my own responsibility, | 
to which I call the attention of the Senate, it being legislation and sub- 
ject to a point of order, which I hope will not be made: 

That hereafter the postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and scions s 
be charged at the rate of 1 cent for each 8 ounces or fraction thereof, subject in 
all other respects to the existing law. 

That is the provision of a bill which has already passed the Senat: 
except that in order to accommodate the bill to the Canadian rates of 
postage it was made 1 cent for each 4 ounces. I understand that the 
Post-Office Committee, except for the Canadian rate, would have mad 
the amount 8 ounces, and I propose that figure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate where the | 
clause is to come in? 

Mr. PLUMB. Between lines 102 and 103. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, between lines 102 and 103, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

That hereafter the postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and 
charged at the rate of 1 cent for each 8 ounces or fraction thereof, subj« a 
other respects to the existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is a separate vote desired on 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BECK. I desire a separate vote on the amendment under 1 
head of ‘‘ Office Superintendent Foreign Mails,’’ inserting the clauses 
from lines 106 to 129 inclusive, whatI call—I do not know what othe | 
call it—the subsidy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the other amendments bx 
curred in? 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- | 
ment reserved by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that Iam afraid that there perhaps 
would not be a quorum developed if the yeas and nays were taken. 
This is an old contest that we have had over and over again, and per- 
haps we have all made a record on it. Many of us have resisted legis- 
lation of this sort on appropriation bills, but it is generally carried in | 
the Senate. Fearing that there might not be a quorum developed by 
a call of the yeas and nays, as I suppose there is not much danger ot 
its passing the House, I believe I shall be willing to trust the matter 
to future action between the two Houses, and I will not ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. COKE. As the yeasand nays are not to be called on this claus 
I desire to put it on record that I am opposed to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to make the same statement. I 1: 
call for the yeas and nays, because it would involve a call of the Se1 
ate, but I shal vote against concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishall vote against the amendment. If there« 
was a yea-and-nay vote my vote would be recorded against it. 1 i 
the statement because the yeas and nays are not to be called. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iam opposed tothis amendment, and Iam! tily 
against it as proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that but for the fact that Iam paired 
with the Senator from Michigan |Mr. StocKBRIDGE] I should 
against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in ? 

Mr. BROWN. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary read the words to be inserted, as follows: 

To provide more efficient mali service between the United States and Central 
and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes of 
this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby autborized and directed to 
contract with American built and registered steamships for the transportation 
of the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judgment 
will best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be fora period of 
not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding f 
each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course between the terminal points as shall be found exped 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the cont 


ors stating dates of departure of steam-ships from the United States six months | 
in advance, and in case of unreasonable failure of any steam-ship or steam-ships 


to depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated, the Postmaster- i- 
eral may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-half the | 
contract price for said trip or trips, and in the event of continued failure to depart 
on dates stated in the schedule the Postmaster-General may annul the contrac 


nur t 


or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress. | 
Mr. BROWN. I think the amendment a wise one, and if the yeas | 
and nays are called I shal! vote for it with pleasure. , 
Mr. BATE. I wish to state that if the yeas and nays were called | 
I should vote against the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment having been agreed | 
to as in Committee of the Whole, the question is on concurring in the | 
same in the Senate. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
| read a third time 
Che bill was read the third time, and passed. 
NITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 
Mr. PLUMB I desire to offer an amendment in the nature of a 
| substitute for the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in 
severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Te I move 
that the proposed amendment be referred to the ¢ I idian 
Affairs and printed 
rhe motion was agreed to 
rit SHI $3 TREA 
The PRESIDENT pro tem) laid before the S« t 
of the House of Representatives to the concur t res 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate ceed t 
of the bill (S. 3025) to provide for the reconstruction of the Gover! 
ment dam at the Rock Island arsenal, and for the in 
tion of a temporary dam to furnish water-] uid 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in ¢ 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the } 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read at le 
Mr. ALLISON. The bill has already | 1 read 
Mr. EDMUNDS Let it be ! 
Mr. ALLISON Ve 
I PRESIDENT prot I 
{ i 
Mr. ALLISO> \ t l 1 ‘ : 
iro V¢ I [ I I 
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dam, and at his solicitation, unless he des 
M EDMUNDS Not at mv solicitat I 
Mr. ALLISON At the suggestion of the Senat from Vermo1 I 
offer an amendment to the bill, which I thin 3a Wise 
i¢ PRESIDENT pro temp Che Secretary w rey - 
ment proposed by the Senator from low 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to tl 
he provisions of thi I trued « 
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ing all quest'ons of lega 
of this act 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo rhe question is on ag ng to the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When this bill was up the other day I had a faint 
recollection of having heard of the matter before and of numerous 
ficulties that had existed, and I asked to have it laid over, which th: 
Senator from Iowa very kindly and promptly agreed to do. J sent to 
the Secretary of War, on my own responsibility, an inquiry as to the 
view of the War Department about our situation there, both as it re- 
spected our contract obligations and the public interest, and I think it 
due to the Senator from Iowa, to the Secretary of War, and t 
lic interest that what the Secretary of War has said to me should go 
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I Sen ] UNDS ] stant 
mah I ‘ Is ia >I 
( 3 pril 19, 1854, authorized the appointment of a « i ion to ad- 
the « on of the United States in taking possession 
of p rty 1 Rot Island arsenal, et The commission recommended 
{ Water-Power Company should convey to the 1 
fee of the « e water-power, the United States to construct th 
and > to the Moline Company in perpetuity, free of cost, one- 
th rob ned, et 
M , 1867, Congress authorized the Secretary of War to carry into effect 
the 1 yr rane itions of the « missioners, et On August 20, 1867,the Acting 
of War, U. S. Grant, 2 e an agreement with the Moline Wat« 
Pow Company, aceording ° 
i recommendation of the commissioners, second sectio 1,1 as follows: 


Phe Government to develop and maintain the power, so far as itcan be done 
with the money heretofore appropriated and that which may hereafier be ap- 











proj ated by Congre s for the purpose. 

rhe agreement made by General Grant, Acting Secretary of War, isas follows: 

? which development, together with the maintenance of that 

power, is to be done by the United States out of the approp1 ion applicable to 
those purposes iofany future appropriation that may be made applicable 
to the same. 

it understood by this bureau that the ws uter-power has to be maintained by 
the United States out of appropriations made by Congress, and it is now be- 
lieved that the reconstruction of the dam recently destroyed should be done 
under appropriations to be made by Congress 

lo the s« l inquiry, I have to state that the object of the United States de- 
veloping the water-power was to economically run the many work-shopsat the 
arsenal. ‘‘The public interests are concerned in rebuilding the dam independ- 
ent ofany contri 1ct obligation, etc.,’’ in this, that next winter and spring the 
floating ice rushing th roug rh the gap will endanger the two Government bridge 
that join the is! id with Moline and Roek Island, and which cost in the aggre- 
gate $200,000, Re side s this, unless the dam is reconstructed, theintroduction of 
steam-power will become a necessity, and while its first cost may be less, the sav- 








ing of cost by the use of water wo uld in a few years repay this present increased 
expenditure, and thereafter be a g: and economy to the United States. 
Very respectfully, your obe dic a servant, e 
S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier-General, ¢ hief of Ordnance 


The Honorable the SEcRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish simply to say that on an examination of 


the acts of Congress and the contracts made by General Grant, acting 
Secretary of War, with this company, my own opinion is that the 
United States is under no contract or other obligation to the Moline 
Water-Power Company to rebuild this dam, either morally or other- 
wise. Whether,if we do not rebuild it, the property should not be 
again surrendered to that company is another question that appeals to 
morals, aside from the question of this bill. But as the Secretary o! 
War takes the responsibility of saying that the public interest requires 
the rebuilding of this dam, Iam willing to let the bill go, with the 
amendment offered by the Senator from lowa, suggested by myself, pro- 
viding that no implication shall arise out of our doing this in respect 
of any future obligation about it, but to leave legal matters just as they 
st mA, 

It has been stated in one report to the War Department since this 
dam was carried away that these private mill-owners, etc., are to make 
a claim for damages against the United States for their stoppage ot 
business since the dam has been carried away, and I suppose indefi- 
nitely until the dam is rebuilt and kept up in perpetuity for their ad- 
vantage. 

Phe acts of Congress have provided all the time that all these people 
had to require of the United States was just what they could get by ap- 
pealing to the judgment of Congress for money to maintain the works, 
but oo x maintained as far as Congress thought it proper to maintain 
them, they were entitled to a quarter of the water, whatever it was; if 
it was up, they were entitled to a quarter of it; if it was half up they 
were entitled to a quarter of that, and so on. That is the fair, as I 
think, and legal construction of these contracts. But the Secretary ot 
War says that the public interest, entirely apart from any contract ques- 
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tion, requires thisdam to be renewed. I take him, for the present pur- 


poses, at his word, and suppose that he understands what he is sayin 


But it all seems to rest upon the question of our resorting to st 
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tent of the then mone that had } p ted for that ] 
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what Cor hink ij tod n re rd to keeping uy I 
wor] pen we all kno i fifty years from now tl 
there would be no necessity whatev yt pub W th 
plac * ant ’ ht | it te b O i rom a 
we abandon milit: rvations and old a us l Li 
would be a very strange state of things if the Congress of | 
States had authorized anybody, as they have not, to mak tual 
engagement to keep up a water-power forever on the Mis ppi Rive 
for the benefit of any private interests whatever. They have not doneit. 


So, as the Secretary of War says, though I can not understand it, 
that the public interest, merely for public purposes, requires this dam 
to be rebuilt, I am willing to let it go; but I want to let it go with the 
protest that I can not understand why we have been to the expense of 
introducing steam-power while we had the water-power, and secondly, 
why we should be considered by the War Department as bound fo: 
ever to keep up this establishme nt for private interests. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the Senator from Vermont is for 
the bill with the amendment that has been proposed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not for it, but I acquiesce in it. 

fr. CULLOM. The amendment was the sana of his own sugg 
tion. As to the suggestion he makes, that he does not understan 
why steam-power is used there now, I desire to say in answer that 
is to meet exactly the emergency which now exists. Here is the dam 
that they were relying upon washed away. Suppose there was no 
steam in any of those buildings there, what would be the condition 
The shops would have to shut up. 

The fact is that there is but one of the buildings that has steam-power 
in it, and that may_be all that is necessary for the time being to run 
the machinery of one of the buildings, but if any great emergency 
should come upon the country steam-power would have to be intro- 
duced into all of them, and if that were required it would cost the Gov- 
ernment of the United States hundreds or thousands of dollars mor 
to run them by steam than the appropriation to reconstruct this dam. 

So far as that is concerned I think that is a good answer~to the Sena 
tor’ s statement, 

Upon the general history of this matter, the men, or their predeces- 
sors, engaged in the conduct of private business at Rock Island were 
there before the arsenal was established. The water-power was estab- 
lished by themselves, at their own expense. They owned the land. 
They had constructed wing-dams. They had constructed whatever was 
necessary to give them all the water-power that they needed, and it was 
a much better water-power than they have to-day. Notwithstanding 
the amount of money which has been expended by the Government of 
the United States, the people there at Rock Island would be much 
better off if the Rock Island arsenal had never been established the: 
or if they had never been interfered with in the water-power that the) 
themselves established. 

But the Government buys this arsenal ground and establishes the 
senal, which is probably the largest arse nal in this country, and I< 
not know but that it is as large as there is anywhere else in the wor] L 
To make the establishment there perfect, so that it cues be operated 
to the best advantage, the Government comes along and says to th« 
Moline Water-Power Company, ‘‘ we want this land; we want to con- 
struct thisdam; we want to construct these wings; we want to do what- 
ever is necessary to establish this great arsenal.’’ Those gentlemen 
had their rights there, and before the Government could do what it de- 
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perhaps it had betterstand by the unfortunate contract; but from what | 
I can learn of the position assumed by the Senator from Vermont, and | 


I believe bis position to be correct as far as I understand the facts, the 
Government was only obligated to build the dam and preserve the 
water-power so far as Congress might be willing to make appropria- 
tions for that purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what the old law and the con- 
tracts provide. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not heard any paper presented that shows 
either a law or a contract by which the Government was bound in per- 
petuity to preserve the water-power for the companyg I should dis- 
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proposition and not insist on the consideration of the bill, as the Senator 
from Vermont objects. 
ALVARADO CEMETERY ASSOCIATION OF GEORGETOWN, COLO. 
Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up a bill that will not oc- 
casion any debate. It is Order of Business 1374, being the bill (S. 2922) 


| setting apart a tract of land to be used as acemetery by the Alvarado 


like to have to vote against a measure recommended by the Secretary | 


of War, but I must say that, without some better showing than has 
been made, I shall feel bound to vote against the bill. 

Mr, CULLOM. I only want to correct the Senator from Texas as to 
the bridges. ‘There are three or four bridges across the river, two of 


which belong to the Government. The bridge to which the Senator | 


refers, where they have been charging heretofore—I do not think they 
are doing it now—is an entirely different structure. That bridge has 
no connection with the Government of the United States whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a concurrent resolution of the Senate which was passed 
by the House of Representatives with an amendment, and to recom- 
mend that the Senate concur in the House amendment. I ask that 
that action be now taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 5,000 copies 
of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations (Miscellaneous Document 
No. 109, first session Fiftieth Congress), being the report relating to the fisher- 
ies treaty, together with the views of the minority, be printed for the use of the 
Senate, in connection with the message of the President, dated February 20, 
1888, and the proposed treaty with Great Britain, and the map of the fishing 
limits prepared at the Hydrographic Office. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to add to the 
resolution: 


And further, that 10,000 copies of said documents be printed for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask how many copies that gives 
to the Senate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Five thousand to the Senate and 10,000 to the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

STATE CLAIMS, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to take up the bill (S. 610) direct- 

ing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of 


Cemetery Association of Georgetown, Colo. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported with an amendment in section 2, line4, after the 
word ‘‘only,’’ tostrike out ‘‘all valuable mineral lodesand mineral de- 
posits to be reserved to the United States;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to confirm the title to 
the said described tract of land to the Alvarado Cemetery Association, and to 
cause a patent to be issued for said Jand to be used for cemetery purposes only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The bill was intended evidently to provide that 
this land should be used only forcemetery purposes. I think that there 
ought to be added a clause that if it shall not be used for these pur- 


| poses or shall cease to be used _for these purposes, it shall revert to the 


certain States and the city of Baltimore, growing out of moneys ex- , 
pended by said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes | 


during the war of 1812. If it shall give rise to one moment’s debate, 
I will withdraw the motion to take it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that involvesa broad subject. Iam sorry 
to object. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The bill was unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but it involves a very wide expenditure 
and grave responsibility, and I do not think in a thin Senate at this 
time of the evening we ought to take it up. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As I said, if there is any inclination to de- | 


bate the matter, after its having been here for about ten years, of course 
I do not want to intrude the question upon the Senate at this time. I 
did think that the Senate was prepared to passit. If the Senator from 
Vermont wants to discuss it, and has any reasons to advance why the 
bill should not pass, as a matter of course I shall yield to him, so that 
he may have more time than the clock would seem to allow him this 
evening. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that this matter, as I am advised, | 


on the report of a bill by Senator Pearce, of Maryland, twenty-five or 
thirty or more years ago, was supposed to have been finally settled in 
adjusting the claims of all the States and everybody else about the war 
of 1812. There may be merit in this renewed proposition, but I do 
not think it is the time or the hour to go into the consideration of a 


matter which involves so much, with great respect to my friend from 


Virginia. 


are two States and one city concerned. However, I will adhere to my 


United States. 

Mr. TELLER. This piece of land, covering about 12 acres, for thirty 
or thirty-five years has been the burial place forthe town. It never can 
be used for any other purpose, and it never will be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that statement I have no objection to make. 

Mr. TELLER. I know the ground. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 18, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 14, 1888. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Varnum M. Babcock, of Wagon Landing, Wis., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at St. Croix Falls, Wis., vice Alvah A. Heald, resigned. 
LIEUTENANT IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 

Third Lieut. John C. Cantwell, of North Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, vice Lieut. 
Charles D, Kennedy, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Abram B. Howkins, to be postmaster at Watsonville, in the county 
of Santa Cruz and State of California, in the place of George B. Card, 
whose commission expired March 24, 1888; Stephen W. Coffman, who 
was confirmed by the Senate April 12, 1888, having declined the ap- 
pointment. 

C. C. Farmer, to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, in the county of So- 
noma and State of California, in the place of Thomas B. Hood, whose 
commission expires June 26, 1888. 

Henry Baldwin, to be postmaster at Park River, in the county of 
Walsh and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Oscar A. Trovatten, 
resigned. 

James T. Houtz, to be postmaster at Blunt, in the county of Hughes 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Newbary E. Westover, whose 
commission expires June 28, 1852. 

Charles W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of 
Traill and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Manley R. Morgan, re- 
signed. 

August Huesing, to be postmaster at Rock Island, in the county of 
Rock Island and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles W. Hawes, 
whose commission expires July 4, 1888. 

John A. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Harvard, in thecounty of Mc- 
Henry and State of [llinois, in the place of John W. Groesbeck, whose 
commission expired April 23, 1882. 

Porter Hamilton, to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the county of 
Monona and State of Iowa, in the place of Winfield F. Scott, whose 
commission expires June 28, 1888. 

James W. Hughs, to be postmaster at Cawker City, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Kansas, in the place of William C. Whitney, 
whose commission expires July 4, 1888. 

Franklin Swift, to be postmaster at Silver Creek, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of Frank B. Patchen, 
deceased. 

J. F. Wellington, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of Chey- 
enne and State of Nebraska, in the place of William J. Brennan, whose 
commission expires July 1, 1888. 

John W. Spaight, to be postmaster at Fishkill-on-the-Hudson, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of William C. 


| Harris, deceased. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will state to the Senator that he is mis- | ) r | 
taken in saying that there was asettlement as to all the States. There | Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of Melissa A. Peme 


Philo H. Stevens, to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county of 


berton, whose commission expires June 19, 1888. 
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THURSDAY, June-14, 1888 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 


H. MiBurn, D. D. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, o 


a mistake. 
The SPEAKER. 


f Florida. 


The Journal was then approved. 
IMPROVEMENTS A 


r 


FORT MYER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary o 
the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying map and papers, an es- 
timate from the Secretary of War of an appropriation to pay owners 
for improvements made on the Fort Myer military reservation, Arling- 


CONGKESSION AL 


Mr. Speaker, I think 
states that leave of absence was granted to me for two weeks. 
It should be for two days. 
The correction will be made. 
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| i imended by the committ g eed 
I ré 1as amended w idopted 
M RICHARDSO moved » reconsider thx e by v h I 
lu ended was ad l id also 1 1 that ‘ ‘ i 
ré ier laid on the table 
i itt T10n wa greed to 
( ER O] INESS. 
Mr. BELMON’ Mr. Speaker, I understand t entleman fi 
Illinois |Mr. ADAMS] will withdraw his objection. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 
I Il ask unanimous consent 
| R. Che regular ord is demanded 1cut ff all 
I for mous consen 
ON’ I did 1 understand it v insisted 1 n. Th 
i i M ADAMS] will to withdraw h 
ject n 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has renewed his « 
mand for the regular order since the gentleman from New York mace 
his statemen Che regular order is the call of committees for rey 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


I t 
ba favorably the bill (H. R. 10190) providing for an Assistant Secre- 
tary of War; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


the state of the Union, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to 


RI INSIBILITY OF ENLISTED MEN, SIGNAL CORPS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
} 1 
, 


reported back favorably the bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the 
Signal Corps responsible for public property; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
pl ] 

L\LFRED PLEASONTON, 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of 
co) 1, with the recommendation that the House non-concur in the 
Senate amendments and agree to the conference requested by the Senate; 
red tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I < unanimous consent that this report be now 
acted on. 

fhe SPEAKER. Thatcan not be done under the rules in this hour, 
as the regular order has again been demanded. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I will ask that it be laid aside for the present 
and I will call it up when the hour is over. I will call it up hereafter 

ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 
the SPEAKER. The gentleman had better withdraw it, then, for 


hieh were } 





Mr. HOOKER. I withdraw it. Iwant tomakethereportnow. 1 
he report now and ask unanimous consent hereafter for its 


The SPEAKER. It will go to the Calendar under the rules of the 
fouse if made now. The Chair will state, however, that the gentle- 


i 
ar 


man from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] can call it up from the Calendar | 


just as well as in any other way. 
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regular order, and I wish to present this 
niy a few minutes, 


. made my request first. 






l \TI OL 1 
Resolved, That the Secrets id he is hereby, directed to report to 
the House of Representat tic le whatever ir mation may 
be in possession of the War ition to the destruction of the Gov- 
ernment dam at Rock Is by t recent floods in the Mississippi 





tof the destru 
tories and s 
louse of Repres 


> amount nec ary for the reconst: 


River, and as to the damayg g@ therefrom, and tl 
tion of said dam upon the operation of the arsenal and 
iillsat Molineand Rock Island; a1 I t 
utives without delay an estimate 


tion of said dam and for the construction of a temporary dam which will restore 
] 











the v er-power and log bor, which can be used asa coffer-dam when the 
permanent dam is reconstructed 

The committee report the resolution baclz to the House with the reecomme, 
tion that it be adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have reported that resolution 
back with the recommendation that it do pass, in obedience to t] 





wishes of the Committee on Military Affairs. Since that action w: 
taken by the committee, however, I have been informed that the Sec- 
retary of War has already furnished the House the information called 
for, and that it is now before the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, I think the chairman of the Committe¢ 
on Military Affairs is mistaken in regard to the action of the Secretary 
of War in this matter, and I would like to see this resolution adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I have been informed by several gen- 


tlemen that all the information contemplated in the resolution has been 
} 


| already furnished by the Secretary and is now beiore the Committee on 


he parliamentary question whether it is not proper | 


Appropriations. If thatis true, it is useless to pass this resolution. It 
it is not true, then I shall urge the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. GEST. Well, I do not understand that it is true. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then for the present I will withdraw the re 
olution. 

Mr. STEELE. Let the resolution go over until the facts are asi 
tained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes. I will withdr 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 





y it for the present. 


1 


Mr. BRYCE. Iask unanimous consent to make a brief perso: 


| statement. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bryce] thatthe regular order has been demanded by 
several gentlemen, and unless that demand is withdrawn the Chair 
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAI 
ZELI noves to strike out this paragraph The Chair is of opinion | 


that that is the pending amendme1 

Mr BAY NE I have propose 
will take precedence of 
in other 


endment, which I 
two and two-tenths 


presume | 
to place this upon the dutiable list at | 
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cents a pound,’ 
that rate 
The CH 


heir at 


wor 


The 


now. 


Chair does not understand that amendment 
The present occupant of the chair was 
not present when the amendment was proposed. 
Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania indicated his 
purpose to move the amendment. 
Mr. BAYNE, For the purpose of relieving any embarrassment that 
the amendment may cause at this time, I will withdraw it for the 


AIRMAN, 
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| 
present, but give notice that I will offer it hereafter when we reach the | 
dutiable list. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be withdrawn, if there be 
no objection. The Chair would have been compelled to hold, how- 
ever, that the amendment was not in order at this time. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out from this 


i words ‘and taggers tin.’’ 
Mr. Chairman, in the report of the proceedings of the St. Louis 
convention which renominated Mr. Cleveland, I find the following— 


Mr. Scort, of Pennsylvania, under instructions from the committee on reso- 
lutions, offered the following r 
Resolve That this convention hereby indorses and recommends the early 
passage of the bill for the reduction of the revenue now pending in the House 
‘ 


f Representatives 


yrapn wine 


solution 


which was adopted. 


I now send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the first response of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








workingmen of this country to this action. 


Phe Clerk read 


LABOR ON TI rARIFI 
MATED ASSO 


as foll WS: 


MILLS’S BILL. DENOUNCED BY THE AMALGA- | 


IATION OF IRON AND STEEL WORKERS, | 

PITTSBURGH, June 13. 
Association of Iron and Steel | 
ng over twenty thousand skilled iron workers, to-day took 
ie tariff question by the unanimous adoption of the follow- 


QUESTION 


rhe nation 
Worke 


a deci 


il convention of the Amalgamated 
repre 
led stand on 





sent 





ing resolutiotr 
n introduced, and now under discussion before Con- 
Mills bill, for the reduction of the present tariff on 
es,and thereby put a check on the prosperity of this our beloved 
vor of foreign countries, especially England; and | 


Whereas there has bee 


press li known as the 











Whereas we as workingmen know that any reduction on the present tariff 
would menace the wages of those who earn their living by the sweat of their 
I \ and | 

Whereas there is joy among the ill-paid workingmen of Europe and joy 
among the members of the English Cobden Club because they hope to obtain 


control! of the market of this Republic: Therefore, as representatives of the iron 
and steel! w« the United States, in convention assembled, representing 
w York. New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, Kentucky, Indi- 
Illinois, Missouri, Wisconsin, Alabama, and other States in this Union, 

Phat we are in favor of the sentiment * America for Americans,’ 
naturalized, and we indorse the words of Daniel Webster, who, fifty- 
, said if the people can obtain fair compensation for their labor | 





kers of 








one years ago 





they w have good houses, good clothing, good food, and the means of educat- | 
ing t r children; labor will be cheerful and the people happy. | 

Res Phat in our judgment the citizens and industries of this country | 
ean t protected in any better way than by placing a protective tariff on all | 
articles imported from other countries thatcan be produced by our own people, | 


in order that those who produce them may be better able to demand that to 
which, as cit zens and upholders of this Government, they are justly entitled 
to—an equitable share of the profits of their toil to maintain their families in 
decency, that they may be able to educate their children and teach them as 
they advance toward manhood to defend the principles of our system of goy- 
ernment 

Resolved, That we are most emphatically opposed to gny reduction of the 
present tariff, and we hereby express our unqualified condemnation of the pro- 
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\ ns of the Mills bill, believing do that its adoption as a law w ld 
e detrimental to the inter of the A rican workingmen, and we resp - 
f y ipon our representatives in ¢ rress to vote against it.” 

Mr. I i That seems to antagoi e the Re public an conven 
tion 

Miu SUCHANAN It will antagon your nomunt by Novem- 
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lw w t j rn ymend 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I will withdraw it. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection the amendment will be with- 
drawn. ° 

| re was no ol ion 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentuck: Without taking up the time 
of the committee to read it, I ask to have printed in the RecorpD the 
address of some of the workingmen of Philadelphia to the working- 


Mr. KEAN I would like to have it read. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGI ky. Let it be printed in the Rec- 


1 4 


he addr« referred to is as follows: 


Philadelphia Record, June 13 
WHEREBY WORKINGMEN ARI 


; ! EPT LEAN—THAT IS WHAT 
LABORERS OF PHILADELPHIA HAVE AGAINST TH) 


SYSTEM OF PROTECTION~ 









\ RINGING ADDRESS TO AMERICAN MECHANICS—LABOR CAN NEVER BE ADE- 
QUATELY REWARDED WHILE IT 1S TAXED TO SUPPORT TRUSTS AND MON 
LIES, 
rhe R lis in receipt of an esp noteworthy address adopted by the 

Worki s Tariff Ref Associat of Philadelphia, It follows in full: 

To the 2 ymen of the Ur 1 State ig 
After years of an almost nuous struggle and worry and much expendi- 

ture of time and money the contest for the emancipation of labor seems as in- 


terminable as ever, and the toilers are no better off than they were twenty 
years ago With you we have become sick and tired of this 
everlasting conflict and turmoil, and long for peace. though that peace can only 
be purchased by the thorough and complete disenthrallment of labor—its ab- 
solute freedom and equality to work out its own destiny. Hence we ask youto 
join us in the endeavor to ascertain the causes which underlie, create, and foster 
the wrongs to which labor is subjected. We have so far practically confined our 
efforts to tighting the effects, and because of this the removal of one wrong 3 
simply made room for another to grow up. We have not gone to the root of 
the evils, and the result has been that one after another the great labor organi- 
zations have gone down, leaving behind them the seeds of discontent, hard 
wid recriminations more than the hope for the future of the great mass 


of toilers. 





not even so well, 








feelings 





PRIME CAUSE OF 
We have endeavored, through org 
tle dreaming that low wages were o1 


LAROR TROUBLES, 
anization and otherwise, to raise wages 
yan effect which had its producing cause 
in asystem which is creating an ever-increasing army of idle men by stimulat- 
ing production while it places restrictions upon trade, tiius preventing the freo 
exchange of our products whereby alone they can be brought into consumption, 
which is necessary to make room for more of our products in order to furnish 
us with the opportunities for work. This forces mentoa sharp competition for 
leave to toil”? and makes many gocd men be ‘“‘seabs”’ or starve. We have 
been taught to look upon these men—workingmen, all of them—as our enemies, 
instead of trying to find and remove the cause that makes them so; thus array- 
ing the workers in a deadly factional conflict for existence, causing hatred where 
brotherly love should exist, creating dissensions where unity should be, and we 
have thus unwittingly served to strengthen the despoilers of the people against 
whom labor should be arrayed in a united column for the common good. We 
have seen nationality pitted against nationality, creed against creed, and sec- 
tion againstsection, whilst under cover of all this confusion monopoly has grown 
apace and enlarged its powers to rob labor. 


















THE SYSTEM TO BLAME. 
Do we not see that there is a system in operation here—a relic of the mon 
archical institutions of Europe—which makes it utterly impossible that labor 
shail get any permanent rise of wages, or that such arise could be benefic 
asystem that is inexorable in its operation to make the poor poorer and th« 
rich richer, and against which no strike or boycott can avail, which can only 
be reached by the ballot? 

This is the system of indirect taxation, of which the protective tariff is the 
most conspicuous and most damaging example, working as it does like the 
prowling thief in the dark, letting no man know what is taken from him, upon 
the specious plea of contributing to the support of the Government, though its 
real purpose is to make the masses contribute to the wealth of the few and to 
exempt the rich from burdens which the poor have to bear. Its greatest mod- 
ern defender, Professor Von Stein, of Vienna, confesses that it means the taxa- 
tion of labor and the exemption of capital. It takes from the working poor 
twenty times more in proportion than from the millionaires; it insidiously robs 
labor of two-thirds of its possible savings and deprives it of four-fifths of its 
natural wages, largely for the aggrandizement of the favored few, who are thus 
tempted and even encouraged to expend large amounts of these ill-gotten gains 
in efforts to maintain the system which brings them in more than compound 
interest as well as enlarged powers and privileges. 





BOUND HAND AND FOOT, 


Who dare say that with such a system in vogue there is any hope for labor? 
When monopoly professes anxiety for the protection of labor, is it not applying 
the snares of the pickpocket, who charms your senses with flattering words to 
your face, while his nimble hands are deep in your pocket fishing for your last 
penny? Is it not self-evident that if labor were left in the free enjoyment of 
its natural rights and the natural reward for its toil it would need no such care- 
takers to protect it? It would protect itself. Can it be said that those who are 
constantly reducing wages, impoverishing labor, and dictating laws which 
shall make it more and more impossible for it to have equality of rights in the 
fixing of terms for its time and toil can be trusted to protect it? Heaven pre- 
serve it from such protectors! Are we not already bound to them hand and 
foct, until we dare not even exercise the natural powers the Creator has given 
us, with the injunction to toil without their permission ; until they claim even 
the right to control the prerogatives vouchsafed to us by the Constitution of 
our common country; and until more than a million of our brethren, whose 
aggregate production would nearly equal one-half the total wages of all the 
workers of the country, are deprived of the chance to work, causing them by 
the waste of their powers and the search for work to depress our wages and 
make slaves of usall? All this has taken place under a system they call ** pro- 
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workman were only a prod 10t a consumer the protective tariff 1 











do him some good, but it is » see how the laying On of tax 

their nature must come out of his earnings, and thus diminish them, can 
benefit to him, and when he allows another to fix these taxes he gives up 
rogative for the abuse of which there is every temptation, and the pri 
iw invariably make him draw the short end. Hence a protect I 





. aes i 
can not be for the benefit of labor, because it implies the surrender by 1 


toilers of the high privile 





3 to take care of the mselve 3, and those upon W 
the privilege is conferred will always be t mpted and often even torced t 











the trust For evidence of this we need not go outside of the p! 
ranks 

We quote the language of a protectio ist United States Senator, as ¢ ‘ 
circular mark« contidential recent:y sent out to the manufacturers a 
others all over the country by the ‘** Republican League of the Un i Sta 


He says, after stating that he refused to contribute to a protective tariff 





“I replied that if the manufacturers of the United States in their asso ate 
were an eieemosynary institution I would vote to give the a | 
at I did not propose myself to contribute money t ance the interests 
men who were getting practically the sole benefit, or. least,the 1 st 
important benefit of the tarifflaws. * * * I can get along without a 





fully as well as the manufacturers can; and if they think the Republican | 











is going to maintain a high protective corps for their benefit, and that t i 

who do the work in that partyare going to keep up the expenses of a mpa 1 

out of their own pockets, leaving them to reap the fruits of the tariff policy with- 

out any deductions for political expenses, they are greatly mistaken After 

stating that the Pennsylvania manufacturers, *‘ who are more high protected 

than anybody else,” are especially slow to pay up, he adds, “If I had my wa 
> 


} way 
about it I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania under the fire and fry 
the fat out of them 

A RING TO ROB THE PEOPLE 
What workingman can read such language as this, passing confidentially be- 
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: t for the 1 of 1 , ef statement 
I sought recognition f 1 the Chair on yesterday, when the portion 
of the bill relating to b nd bagging was under discussion, but I 





failed to secure an opportunity of addressing the committee and the 


debate was closed on the paragraph before I was able to secure recog- 
nition. I ask at this time to present to the House a letter from an ¢ 
ta el d » t) manufacture of burlaps, bagging, ete., in 


California, which is quite pertinent to the discussion which then took 

















plac | | not detain the committee now with reading this letter 
oY further discussion upon that subject, since we have passed ove 
that portion of the bill, and desire simply to place in the Recorp this 
letter from the firm of Ames & Detrick, of San Francisco, Cal., relat 
ing to the duties on and the manufacture of jute bags. 
Ir. BIG¢ The gentleman had ample time on yesterday 
Ir. MORROW. I sought recognition twice, but f 1 to secure it 
Mr. BIGGS I « t to this kind of thing being dons 
»>CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California has accomplished 
all he desired by securing the insertion of the communication in the 
fF I 1 king the time of the committee to read it. 
‘ 1unication referred to by Mr. Morrow and a letter accom- 
py the same are as follow 
SAN FRANCISCO, January 26, 1885 
Dir r: I 1d you herewith a state: itexpressing our views concerning 
{ ture of grain-bags, the business in which we are engaged. 
I A tha any legis] terms statedin the letter can be had 
‘ ‘ s hed at tl » it would give to boys and girls from 
six v< old i upwards, | speak within bounds when I say it 
we i fu h I n ist three thousand in this State 
* * as se me 














Ilon, W I um W Lor W 
iH ! } hing » ¢ 
SAN FRANCISCO, January 26, 1888. 
D rm s As there seems to he a probab y of legislative action « cting 
the tariff d yr the present session of Congress, we desire to submit our views 
upon an important bran h of the topie which « mecerns the business of our firm. 
As you ar aware, we are engaged in the manufacture and exportation of 
gerain-bags from burlap import d from India, 
~ About 40,000,000 bags are now required annually to supply this market as 
covers to sack the grain raised on this coast, the value of which aggregates 
S3 000 hese bags, with the excep of about five million made here, 
pa fro1 mported burlap and partly from jute woven here, are imported 





ir Calcutta and Scotla 
rhe present duty o1 gs is 40 per cent.ad valorem under “ Schedule J, 

for h », flax, and ju act of March 3, 1883; that on burlaps 30 per cent., 

‘ 1 te 20 per cent. under same schedule. 

i n 3019 Revised Statutes, entitles the manufacturer to a 

hen the goods are exported, less 10 per cent., which we 





araw 





have endeavored to obtain, ®ut have been so hampered and embarrassed by 
department ‘ itions requiring each particular bag to be counted as laden 
on board, and the exaction f 1 us of the compensation of the officers of cus- | 
toms for performing such duty, that little or no margin is left. In fact, for the 

; . 





li 
past two years the drawba ture of owr business has barely paid expenses, 

As the cus ons now stand we can not get a refund of the 
drawbacks allowed by law on our mantfactures. Could we get it without de- 
cuction it would enable us to hold our own against the foreign make, notwith- 
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inat 1in duty betw n bags 1 burlaps of 10 per cent. was s t 
rotect the domestic manufacturer, t result being that while the Cal 1 
ide bags were super ) vy ft 1 . ry _Y ke. t ‘ not 
l bly manufa redin co t iv i 0 | yr, wl 1 is som 
t s low as 4 and 5 cents per day 
Jute is not produced in this cou y nor ont! s hav 
been made at various times to ct vate its growth abilits 
and cheapness abroad it enters largely into ifs 
ures, and a light duty should be levied upon 
We feel quite certain that the changes suggested ived 
with great favor herear encouragement to grain-i 
the 1 produced on this coast is bagged for n } 
Che revenue derived from buriaps and jute is ir nificant, but it stands in tl 
it wou therwise be me an important industry os « 
of its removal would almost be magical F ries would be erected at once 
and employment at remunerative rates be given to a great many p< ns with 
it benefit to the community ¢ erally 
You are well aware that labor in this State is disturbed by the pres 
( se population, ¢ hence it should be the first duty of the ¢ ) 
. Yau fair ana : > means to protect L ¢ age li 
] rs in the prevention of idleness, vice 
Please do what you can in the way of obtaining legislation friendly to pr 
tion of tl 
Che only known interest that would be likely to oppose th ] ition, « 
‘ected by it, yuld be that of bag imy ish r nt n 
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serves to increase the value of the arti 
rdly be the effect on the raw n 
are comparatively small to those of G 


and other countries, 





Our suggestions may be summed up in briefas f 
First. Keep the present duty of 40 per cent. on grain-l| 
Second. Reduce the duty on burlaps from 30 to 20 per « 
rhird. Reduce the duty on jute from 20 to 10 per cent 


Fourth, Abolish the 10 percent. drawback retention as respects ¢ xported bag 
and all other manufactures, for that matter) under section 3019 Revised Statutes 

Should you think, however, thatit is not >to consummate the legislation 
desired, then we must formulate a pla can obtain the entire draw 
back upon our gross manufactured ex any diminution. 

At your convenience please write us asto the prospect, and any suggestions a 
to how this matter may be advanced would be gladly received by, 

Yours, truly, 











Hon. W. W. Morrow 
House of Represent uvlives, W shinglton, D. C. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
It is not only perfectly apparent that the tin-plate industry belongs 
naturally to this country by reason of our possession of the materials, 





| and by reason, as I have already shown, of our prospective tin industry, 


| so that my time may not be consumed in the readin 


but it has actually been demonstrated by the labors of those Welshmen 
at Wellsville, Leachburgh, and Demmler, that tin-plates can be made in 
America, because, as a matter of fact, they have already been made in 
America at the places named. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee fora moment to 
what it is that we lose by reason of not having this industry. Subse- 
quent to Mr. Fessenden’s decision, to which reference has already been 
made, there were put up in England sixty-six tin-plate manufactories. 
From that day to this we have taken two-thirds of the entire product 
of tin-plate made by England; so that in the last twenty years it is cal- 


| culated that we have paid to England for tin-plate, in support of En- 


glish capital and English labor and to the detriment of American labor, 
$225,000,000. Now, that the developmentof our Western and Virginia 
tin-mines ought to lead to the development of the tin-plate industry in 
this country is not a notion that prevails in America alone. It prevails 


also amongst educated and intelligent Englishmen. Asa part of my 


remarks I desire to submit an extract from the London Chronicle of 


January 12, and an extract from the London Industrial Review upon 
this subject. I will ask that these extracts be printed in the Recorp, 
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timeis so limited. Ihave several very interesting and instructiv 
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aati t, Belmont Count no ! compa I ca} 
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f ) 10.000 I ‘ ( t ett who rep nts h 
conipany Loe not nesitate to y tha f this bill should become a law 
ld be followed by prolonged idleness and bankruptey and prob 
ibiv by violence i} ished. iti transition from protection to 
free trade is described as a fearful and dangerous pathway, which may 
or may not be passec hout violence; but in case this can be avoided 
the necessary delay single year in passing from one condition of 
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| affairs to another he says will result in a loss of $100,000 to the com- 


] upon the free-list, and 


t protests against placing tin-pl: 





pany. 
isks for the restoration of the duty which a former Congress placed 
upon it, in order ¢hat this industry should be placed upon an equal 
footing with other metallic industries. 

I shall print also the protest of the Junction Iron Company, located 


| at Mingo Junction, Jefferson County, Ohio. It has a capital of $500,- 


| 000; it pays out annually in wages $225,000, and its annual product i 
t 


$1,675,000. It also protests against the passage of this bill. 
} 


Then I have another letter from the Spaulding Iron Company, located 


| at Brilliant, Jefferson County, Ohio. This company has a capital of 
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] am advised I] have but-one minute left, and I therefore address | 
m f to a correction of something that was said yesterday in the 
Hou During the course of the discussion my colleague from Penn- 

Mr. Scord id 

I é n ris ; character in this ntry named John Jarrett He w 

one t e the head of the Amalgamated Association of Steel and Iron Workers 
of t < t id he was by that asso tic ven out « that association 
HH » the city of Pittsburgh and -d a little tin-plate manuf 

establishment, or became identified with it 

Mr. DALZELL. I wantto say in the absence of Mr. Jarrett, who 
3 attacked by a gentleman who has a right to the floor of this House, 

Mr. Jarrett has not, that Mr. Jarrett is not what in ordinary 
parlance we understand by the words ‘‘ anotorious character.’’ On the 
contrary, he is a gentleman entirely honorable, the peer of more than 
on ntleman upon this floor, and it is not true that he was ever ejected 


4 


from the Amalgamated Association. On the contrary, he voluntarily 
retired from its presidency and continued for years thereafter to be its 
adviser, and he never was connected with any tin-plate establishment 
in the city of Pittsburgh. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I withdraw the formal amendment. 
Mr. KELLEY. Theamendment being withdrawn, I move to renew it. 
. Chairman, I desire to express to the gentlemen of the committee the 
leepand I fear lasting depression of spirits produced in me by listening to 
his debate. If what Ihave heard here and what has been sustained by 
he votes of the majority be true, I am one of a nation of imbeciles, 
lanted by Providence on an arid and valueless land. There is noth- 
ng we have proposed to stimulate in the way of industry, agricult 
ural, mining, or mechanical, that we have not been told we could not 


MM 


do the thing proposed, and the majority of the committee have voted | 


to sustain the allegation. I havelived, sir, to be three-score and four- 
teen years of age in the belief that my countrymen could do anything 
that man could do, and that my country was an epitome of the re- 
sources given by a bountiful Providence to mankind for their use. 
But no. Ibring here a studied and able report by an American scholar 
and patriot to show that jute, in its growth and manufacture, is en- 
tirely accessible to the Southern States, and two hours of our time are 
lost in order to force me to print silently in the Recorp the extracts 
I wanted to read, because the gentlemen on the other side ‘* know”’ 
that we can never grow jute or manufacture it. Oh, no; we can not 
grow jute! Nor are we more fortunate mechanically. We can not 
produce ‘‘ machinery designed for the conversion of jute into cotton 
bagging, to wit, cards, roving frames, winding frames, and softeners.’’ 
We can not raise our own supply of sugar. Oh, no; sorghum will not 
row here. Cane does not prosper. The beet is not available. Corn 
ugar is not made with profit, or if it is, it isnot good. Sheep are a 
failure in this country. We had better go anywhere abroad and buy 
wool than raise a cropof bad mutton and feeble wool in our own coun- 
try. We can not produce fresh mutton here. The dog could never 
have got in this country that succulent leg of mutton which he lost 
in looking for ‘‘the markets of the world:’’ [Laughter. ] 

We can not make tin-plates. Why, sir, the Southern States, with 
native tin ore, and fuel, and the labor of a million of people now prac- 
tically idle, can dig the ore, mine the coal, gather the limestone, smelt 
the ore, convert it into steel, and roll and hammer it if need be into 
first-class steel plates and sheet-iron. They can do all that within the 
limits of the old Confederacy, and in doing it not only give employment 
to more than a million of idle men but invite millions of capital and 
tens and hundreds of thousands of skilled men into that region to deal 
with all the metals in which the South so abounds. In God’s name, 
gentlemen, give up the cry that is designed to convince the country that 
weare fitonly for cotton-growing. We haveother resources than cotton- 
fields, and God has blessed us with energy and ability to convert all our 
native resources into needed utilities. [Prolonged applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I regret very much, Mr. Chairman, that 
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$300,000. It is now employing about two hundred men, and the com- 
pany says that if it were not for this tariff tinkering, if it were not for 
the threat that hangs over business like a lowering cloud, this company 


could employ constantly five hundred men. I intend to print this pro- 
test also; but I wish to call attention here to the last words of the let- 
ter, which are these: ‘‘ Hoping that the MILLS who introduced the bill 
will be knocked out instead of all the other mills in the country.” 
[ Laughter. ] 

I shall also ask to have printed a protest of laboring men against 
placing tin-plates on the free-list, a protest which is full of argument, 
and which I should be very glad to have read to the House if time per- 
mitted. And I also have a letter written by a gentleman who lives in 
the city where the late Democratic convention was held—St. Louis—a 
short letter, giving very strong reasons why tin-plates should be ade- 
quately protected instead of being placed on the free-list. 

The following are the letters and papers referred to by Mr. Joserm 
D. TAYLOR: 

Etna Iron and Steel Company, manufacturers of iron and soft-steel sheet, plates, 

bars, and rails. ] 
BRIDGEPORT, Onto, April 4, 1888. 

DEAR SIR: 

* * x * , 

Our stockholders, as the directory would indicate, are composed of citizens 
of both sides of the river. Our paid-up capital stock is $300,000, and in addi- 
tion we have a surplus fund of about $120,000. The average amount we keep 
employed in the business is about $600,000, and we give employment to about 
six hundred men. Our annual capacity is about 20,000 tons, consisting of bars 
and sheets of steel and iron, also small T and street rails. At present prices 

he annual product will sell for about $1,000,000. The cost of materia! and 
amount paid for labor, as well as the amount received for the finished product, 
will vary somewhat according to the relative proportions of iron and steel, and 
sheetsand bars produced. Aswehave been running for the past three months 
that is quite full—the material consumed for about 20,000 tons annual product 
would cost $500,000 in round numbers, and the labor employed in working it up 
about $340,000, not including salaried officers and clerks. Our fuel charge on 
the basis of the last three months would amount to about $30,000 per annum, 
the fuel being natural gas. Were we using coal as fuel, we would be employ- 
ing about seventy-five to one hundred men more than above reported, and tho 
fuel would be costing us somewhat more than we pay for gas. 

We donotexport. There is no place in the world, outside of our own national 
limits, where we could get cost for our product owing to the high-priced labor 
devoted to the production of iron along the whole line from the finished product 
to the ore and coal-mine. 

Our interest in protective tariff is to have such a duty on iron and steel bars- 
sheets, plates,and other shapes, as well as on other products into which iron 
and steel enter as the principal or only part (such as tin-plate and cotton-ties), 
as will enable the manufacturer to pay the wages that American workmen de- 
mand and are receiving. The close competition among American manufact- 
urers keeps profits on iron down to a low point, so low in fact that for years the 
iron industry has paid but small profit to those who have their capital in it. 
Should the barriers to free trade be removed, aside from the first shrinkage in 
values and the idleness of mills that will result from the flood of imported iron 
made by lower labor, the manufacturer will not suffer, for considering the prices 
paid for labor entering into the cost of iron in this country, as compared with 
that paid in foreign countries, the American manufacturer is supplying a cheaper 
article than the foreign maker. With labor the same, the American manufact- 
urer can hold the trade of his country. The tariff as it relates to the iron in- 
dustry is a protection to labor more than to capital. Without it, labor must 
inevitably be reduced to European standards, or the iron-works of the country 
remain idle. 

The manufacturers would avoid the severe loss of the transition period and 
the misery and discord resulting therefrom, and would gladly pay the higher 
wages demanded by the American workman, if they are placed in a position 
rendering that possible. Should cotton-ties and tin-plate be admitted free—as 
is proposed by the Mills bill—a severe blow will be given to the manufacture of 
iron and steel, especially sheet ironand steel. Free tin-plate would destroy the 
manufacture of sheets for roofing, and tin would take the place of sheets for 
many purposes to which the finer grades of sheet are not applied. Instead of 
bringing tin in free of duty, it should be made te bear a duty at least as high as 
sheet iron and steel. A very fair duty is placed on hoop-iron, but cotton-ties, 
that are practically hoops, itis absurdly proposed to bring in duty free. These 
sm — should be placed where they belong, say, with sheet and hoop iron 
and steel, 
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Removing duty on these gives to Europe all the trade we now have on cotton- 
ties and a large part of what we have on sheet-iron and steel ‘ r 
into the product of these can not be reduced to the point of competition w 


European makers, while other labor in American mills working on prot« 
products is receiving the price rendered possible by protection Chis works 


serious injury to the manufacturer of unprotected products. Rather than the 


state of affairs to be br rht about by these features of the Mills b 
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BRILLIANT, JEFFERSON COUNTY ONTO, 


, 


DeAR Sir: Your 
paid in capital, 
for interference with trade caused by tariff tinkeringand labor troubles t 
out our country; as it is, we employ one hund:ed and fifty to two hund: 
fifty about halftime. Our annual sales are about 100,000 kegs nails a1 
tons muck-iron. 

Cost of material, say, $250,000 annually; cost of labor, say, $100,000 ar 
Have never sold abroad, except one little lot in Mexico. —~ 

Our interest in a protective tariff is in the affirmative for the sake of the el 
good. We believe a tariff that would absolutely be prohibitive as to a 
that are manufactured in our own country would be a better way to reduce the 
revenues of the Government than the tariff-for-revenue-only pol ur 
friends, the Democracy. Let articles that are not produced in our country come 
in free of duty,and,if necessary, pay the sugar-makers of our own country a 
bounty or bonus, and all others similarly situated. " 

We would be favorably affected by some such action as the foregoing, and so 
would all our friends and neighbors, and the country generally, if the action 
could be guarantied to stand for. say, twenty years without amendment 

We think the placing of any item in the iron and steel schedule on the free- 
list means simply the annihilation of the industry in this country 

Trusting that we have not taxed your patience too much,and that you will 
bave some notion of what our views would be if we undertook to air them, 


Our capital stock is 


yloy five hundred men and boys we 
} 





avor 24th instant is received. 
500. Could em j 
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For this reason we fail to comprehend why canners are a 
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in the Bla of ments capitalists 
{¢ hey have invested 
vel n ion atall, judg- 
ing from t most reli N } here exists in the 
Black Hills of Dakota sufficient tin to supply the needs of the people oi 
the United States. The only difficulty which has been met with in min- 
ing this ti n reducing the ore, and it only remains to secure ma- 
chine ipted for this purpose in order to make the enterprise a s1 
ces ; 
The people of Dakota have expended over $100,000 out of their own 
pockets in the establishment and maintenance of a school of mines at 


Rapid City for the purpose of experimenting with and testing these and 
other ores in the Black Hills. I will read a brief extract from Pro- 
fessor Bailey, United States geologist for Montana. Speaking of the 
tin-bearing rock in the regionof Harney’s Peak in the Black Hil 
says that it quarried from the surface; that there are veins measuring 
more than 50 feet in width which will average much better than those 
in Cornwall. He declares there is enough to supply the world, and 
says that it is impossible to imagine this great body of ore ever being 
exhausted. If these statements are correct, the discovery is one of the 
most important of the century. 

I have not time to enter into a detailed statement as to the difficulti 
which have been met with in reducing these ores. Though they con- 
stitute a different formation from any heretofore discovered, it will not 
do to say that the skill, the energy, the ingenuity of the American peo- 
ple can not overcome these difficulties, if this industry is properly pro- 
tected. The people of this country can well afford to protect and nourish 
this industry, which, if done, will make them independent in time of 
need of other countries for their supply of tin. 

i incorporate in my remarks a statement from the commissioner of 
emigration of Dakota in reference to what has been done to develop 
these mines. It is poor economy for our people to encourage the de- 
velopment of foreign mines to the injury of our own. 

Mr. NUTTING. I will inquire of the gentleman whether, in the 
part of the country to which he refers, the ore is not now being mined 
and shipped abroad? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Oh, yes; they are shipping ore to England to be 
tested and reduced. A large amount is being shipped. This clause 
placing tin products on the free-list should be stricken out. 


. * 
is, he 





TIN. 

This metal was discovered in the hills in 1883. To whom the honor of the 
discovery belongs is already a matter of some question, but it ie admitted that 
the f public announcement was made by Maj. A. J. Simmons, of Rapid 
City, thr 1 the Journal of that place, in a communication under date of June 
8, 1883 ter sketching the geology of the Etta mica mine, where the discov- 
ery was first made, with aceuracy, and stating that time and exploration are 
needed to determine the value, he closes by saying: 

“*“At the p it, however, the discovery must be regarded as one of the high 
nee, and I venture to say that the indications already point to the 
existence of an extensive district of the mineral.” 

In the same month | rwarded a box of the specimens to a San Francisco 
capitalist, who sent Px or William P. Blake,a well-known mining engineer, 
to examine the find. After this the scientific world received information of it 
throuch t American Journal of Science, in September of the same year 

Phe mir y isa new industry in America, and its development hasof necessity 
been sl but not slower than the development of the rich silver mines of early 
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placer d i fhe m ‘ { t of 
which fi sof th x t ‘ 
s hard to o l tr 
magnet v i t 1 i 
tin-stone, but such it ws bie 
shipped to N« York and to Eng i 2 
thoroughly « mined th ~ tI I m-tin 3 ng as a business ¥ 
pay. 
Other groups of mines in this s« 1 are con lb ( 
pany, by Chapman & Hy f Co., and rs 
The first company to op te it tin de; ts in : hill 
the Etta Compan They bought a number of claims, but did their prii 
work upon the Etta, where tin was first found rhe manage it of the « 
pany was | ld } no real know!led subject 
tin mining i ently opened » 2 
mill, they ere« -to in which didn 1¢ work 
for the tailing ither i} coinpetent I i¢ rineer d 
also by wr I - es; ti is, the ul wasted 
eceded iveragt in 3 ind, and as tii tu bs 
great as ( nt nd te Sax ’ I 1 I 
about 400 tons of ore, whi ling t ] 12) 1 
tin, which was shipped |! t. i V been 
verely criticised, the « re of O00. t sed dov 
but immediately bon iy o ent ims int und 
secured the services of a well-l wn English r ert ii i ice 
John raylor’s So: s, Londo 
This gentleman spent several weeks in thoroughly examining and samp! 
the different claims of the compar nd advised that done u] 
those bonded The result of his examination \ 3 dot ible, for a 
bonds so far that have fallen due have been paid, and « ent mo 
June, 1887) the company have paid outin the purch claims « 
$100,009. 
They have secured a mountain park of several hundred acres in 
Hill City, in Pennington County, waler-power, ete., and an 
tention to build their works at that point. Their plan of operation a im- 
cludes the building of a narrow-gauge railroad from Rapid City to that point, 
which railroad has already been surveyed. 
Other companies besides the Etta are preparing to work. Some Chicago cay 
italists recently purchased the Tin Mountain group of mines, near Custer City ; 
which is said to be a veritable mountaiu of tin-bearing rock. Some mass« f 
this sent to the school of mines at Rapid yielded 40 per cent. cassiterite. It : 
laimed that there are many thousands of tons of ore in sight that can be we i : 
toa profit. Many claims are owned by prospectors and others who are not a! ; 
to develop them, Others will be found, for so far none has been sought for ex 
cept those which outcrop or show upon the surface i 
It will be seen from examination of the map that tin is found in three coun- ; 
ties—Custer, Pennington, and Lawrence. The writer has personally examined 
all the districts and has made many assays of the ore. When sampled in quite j 
large quantities it seldom ruus below 2 per cent., and often yields 4, 6, 8, and 8 
even 12 per cent. These assays refer to ave es taken across veins, dumps : 
sample lots, etc., for of course picked specimens can be easily had which are 5 
nearly pure cassiterite. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 
On page 3, lines 45 and 46, strike out these words, “or lead, or witha mixture ; 
of which these metals is a component part.”’ 
I offer this because the paragraph as it stands offers encouragement 
to the importation of tin-plate adulterated with lead. Much of the 
plate now imported is so adulterated, and the importation of such plate | 
should be prohibited instead of encouraged. This leaded plate is used 
by some unscrupulous makers of cans for packing and preserving ve, 


tables and fruits. As is well known, the acids in some of these v« 


tables and fruits cut open the lead in these tins, and the result is that 
} 


| the contents are poisoned and become highly dangerous to health ar 


life. Iclip from a Philadelphia paper of this morning an account o! 
one such case, and they are of very frequent occurrence. 

A di f canned tomatoes eaten at dinner time on Monday in the house! 
of Dr. John W. Ranck, who keeps a drug store on Germantown avenue 
Nicetown lane, poisoned all those who partook of the vegetable, and in the 
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The sum of $5,700,000 now paid as a duty upon the importation of | 
tin-plates goes into the Treasury of the United States and becomes a 
part of the people’s funds to be applied to public purposes; but if you 
increase the duty, as proposed on the other side of the House, the effect | 
will be ultimately to transfer the $5,700,000 from the public Treasury 
to the pockets of the manufacturers who may grow up hereafter, and 
also give them an additional bonus of 1.2 cents per pound, or over 
$6,000,000 more, making a total bonus of $12,554,000 a year. If suc- 
cessful in this it would be the inauguration of a policy that would 
take $5,700,000 out of the public Treasury, add $6,000,000 to it, and 





| 
| 
| 
turn over the whole amount, $12,554,000, thus extorted from the con- | 
sumers of tin-plate, to the National Tin-Plate Association, to enable it 
to manufacture the article in this country. 

This is protection pure and simple, and solely for the sake of protec- 
tion. It is a perversion of the taxing power, and has no warrant in 
the Constitution. 

It is, in other words, a proposition to make, by legislation, a busi- 
ness profitable that would not be profitable and could not be carried 
on without the tax. If the Government is to enter upon such a policy, 
gentlemen may turn their attention to other industries which we could 
encourage in like manner with equal propriety. They may insist 
hereafter that tea, now the product of Chinese cheap labor, should be 
produced in this country. We pay out annually some $16,000,000 for 
tea, just as we pay about $16,000,000 annually for tin-plates. With a 
view of protecting against Chinese cheap labor something may yet be 
proposed with a view to establish tea-culture amongst ourselves. 

There may hereafter be in California or some other part of the coun- 
try gentlemen who will proclaim that it is a great outrage to continue 
paying $16,000,000 to China a year for tea, They may contend that 
our own people should produce what we require. This could perhaps 
be accomplished by placing a duty of a dollar or $2 a pound on tea. 
Give a sufficient bonus to our own people for producing it, and it cer- 
tainly can be done if we resort to forced production. Other industries 
could be created and fostered in like manner. But such a policy is 
unwise and not in accordance with the spirit of our institutions. I 
am utterly opposed to it, and am ready to meet gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber before the people on this question. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] stated on yester- 
day that this article had been taxed at the rate of 2} cents per pound 
at one time, and that under the operation of that tax this business 
flourished and the price of tin-plate was brought down from $12 to 
$5 a box. 

1 have looked over the statistics and the tariff records and I can not 
find that that article ever was taxed 2} cents a pound. Itnever was 
taxed at that rate. ‘There was a clause put in the tariff act of June 30, 
1864, which for a few weeks was construed in that way by the custom- 
house officers; but Mr. Fessenden, then Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the 22d day of July, 1864, construed the clause in the bill to refer to 
another article entirely, and admitted tin-plates at 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

If the gentlemen will refer to Evans’s Imports and Duties from 1867 
to 1883 they will find astatement, on page 431, of'tin-plates, terne-plates, 
aud taggers tin admitted into this country from 1867 to 1883, with the 
rates of duty upon them and the prices prevailing during that period, 
and they will find that the duty, ad valorem, never exceeded 25 per 
cent, until 1883, when it was increased by reason of the fluctuations 
in price to 29.9 per cent. ad valorem; but the price of tin-plate has 
continually declined in this country without reference to the duty. 
Under the rate of 1;'; cents per pound, which was established by the 
act of February 8, 1875, the price continued to decline from 5.20 
cents to 3.74 cents per pound, which was the price in 1883; and the 
price at this time is 3 cents per pound or $3 a hundred. The decline 
in price is caused entirely by the decline of prices abroad. The price 
in this country is affected solely by the freight, insurance, and duty. 
The fluctuations in Europe occur by reason of the increased competition 
and the improved facilities for production. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The gentleman will not deny that at the time the 
industry started in this country tin-plate was selling at $12 a box? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was not caused at all by the duty on the 
article. At that time there was a corresponding price abroad. The 
duty never exceeded 1,'; cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

During the Forty-seventh Congress this subject was before the Tariff 
Commission, and Mr. Nathan A. Taylor, of Philadelphia, on behalf of 
the importers of tin-plate and the manufacturers of tin-ware of this 
country, appeared before that commission and delivered an address. 
Persons interested in that industry in the city of Philadelphia sent a 
petition to Congress at that time. In 1882, when the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was chairman of the 
Committee on Waysand Means, the gentlemen interested in the manu- 
facture of tin-ware in this country desired to be heard before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. They were refused a hearing; at least so 
they say in their petition, which I hold in my hand. I read from that 
petition: 


Inasmuch as the Committee on Ways and Means decided to hear no oral ar- 
gument on any matter relating to the revision of the tariff now under consid- 
eration by them, thus debarring us from refuting some of the serious errorsand 
misstatements which have been presented to the committee and as printed in 
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their report, we therefore communicated with them in the only way possible, 
nan ely, letter and telegram, and we think they did not receive our communi- 
cations in time to consider our suggestions. We deem it now our duty to call 


|} your attention to the inconsistency in the recommendation of the tariff com- 


mittee to advance the duty on tin-plates, and as you will be called upon to vote 
upon this revision, we deem it necessary that you should have all the points of 
information which we can give you,sothat you will be enabled to vote intel- 
ligently and understandingly upon this important item. 

This is the introductory to the petition and memorial of fifty-five 
firms in the city of Philadephia who represent, as they state in their 
memorial, two hundred thousand persons in this country who are en- 
gaged in the manufacture of tinware that is consumed by every family 
in the United States. The petition sets forth the facts very clearly in 
regard to this industry. I quote further: 

In every former tariff bill which has been enacted the item of tin-plate has 
occupied a specific and independent place, and not taken in conjunction with 
any other article, and we think very wisely, inasmuch as there has been noth- 
ing of the kind successfully produced in this country. 


And I call the gentleman’s attention to this: 


And we think that the present duty of 1.1 per pound, which is equivalent to 
about 33 per cent. ad valorem, should have been sufficient protection to any one 
ambitious of manufacturing in the United States, especially as Congress, in or- 
der to encourage the manufacture of tin-plate in this country, abolished the 
duty on pig-tin in 1875. 

Notwithstanding the abolition of the duty on pig-tin for the purpose 
ofencouraging its manufacture in this country no firm began the in- 
dustry, for the reason, I presume, that the product could not be made 
at a profit with a duty of 1 cent or 1.1 cents a pound. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] be extended. 

Mr. REED. That will not interfere with the arrangement previously 
made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. I hope not. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see the time is passing rapidly. I will ask to 
have printed in the RecoRD some extracts from this petition, and the 
address of Mr. Taylor, and I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
men on the other side to the names appended to the petition, the names 
of fifty-five business houses in the city of Philadelphia, who ought to 
be represented on this floor. But it seems they are not now repre- 
sented. These firms protest against increasing the duty on this article, 
and ask Congress to reduce the tax. They would doubtless have asked 
that it be placed on the free-list, if they had supposed it possible. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will permit 
me—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not yield for a speech. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There are men who will explain 
away the arguments used by those very gentlemen. There are men 
from Philadelphia on the floor who will do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They will haye plenty of time to do so hereafter. 
I can not vield for that purpose now, as I have but a few minutes of 
my time left. In that time I desire to call attention to the specious 
argument offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] 
on this side of the House, and also the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
JOSEPH D. TAYLOR] on the other. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], in his remarks yesterday, said: 

To-day there are coming to the United States $17,000,000 in value of tin-plates. 
If those tin-plates were produced in this country twenty-four thousand people 
here could beemployed in thisindustry. The laborin Great Britain and Wales 
required to produce the tin-plates we consume amounts, Iam advised, to $9,000,- 
000, and it is only fair to conclude if we produced those tin-platesin this country 
the laborers engaged in that work would receive from it some ten or twelve 
millions of dollars. 

A similar statement was made by the gentleman from Ohio on the 
right, and it isa customary argument upon that side of the House, that 
we ought to have a Chinese wall built up around this country so as to 
prevent any foreign product from coming in that can possibly be made 
here. Now, what are the facts iu regard to imports and exports ? 

The fact is, that last year there were exported from this country 
articles which could not be consumed at home, and which found no 
home market, valued at $725,000,000. Ifthese products were produced 
by laborers earning $400 each per annum,that would show that 1,800,- 
000 persons were engaged in making products which could not be sold 
in this country and could only find a market abroad, and consequently 
that the wages to remunerate their labor came from foreigners. 

These laborers would represent, counting five persons toevery family, 
9,000,000 of our population. Hence during last year that number of 
our population were dependent for the means of support entirely upon 
the people of foreign countries. 

Mr. BRUMM. Those articles were exported in the face of a protect- 
ive tariff, I believe. 

Mr.SPRINGER. And yetgentlemen rise here and deplore the fact 
that $16,000,000 worth of tin-platesare consumed in this country which 
are made abroad, and which they say ought to be made here. Do they 
forget that more than $700,000,000 worth of our products were taken 
and consumed and paid for by foreigners last year? Now, what are 
we getting in exchange for these products which we mustexport? Here 
is a pamphlet which shows what we did get, the report of the Secre- 
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tarv of the Treasury, giving our exports and imports for t 

ending June 30, 1887. ; a ey 
This report shows that of the foreign products which came het 

exchange for ours sent abroad there were $233, 000,000 \ htl 


on the free-list, articles adjudged by gentlemen on the othe 

safe and harmless to be admitted free. Then there were art 
$165,000,000 that were imported in a crude condition, materi v h 
entered into the various products of our domestic industries. | 

@59 542.000 worth of these crude articles were dutiable, the re 


$106.000.000 worth being on the free-list. 
Will gentlemen say that that importation injured our workingm« 


Why. these were the materials that were imported by manufact 
and workingmen, in order that they might have employment in ma 
ing the different useful articles of our domestic production. Without 


these articles many of our home industries could not have existed 

Then there is another list of ‘‘articles wholly or partially manu- | 
factured for use as materials in the manufactures and mechanic a1 
amounting to $79,000,000, among which are found tin-plates. Only 
$12,000,000 worth of these partially manufactured articles are on the 
free-list. These articles require labor to make them suitable for « 
sumption, and furnish employment to millions of our people 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Before you conclt : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now, but when I conclude. There is also a | 


— 
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list of articles of luxury, articles used only by he rich, such \ 
jewelry, etc., amounting to $90,000,000 in vaiue, less than $4,000 
of which are on the free-list. And the manufactured articles w | 
come in ready for consumption amount to $136,000,000, and only $11 
000,000 worth of which are on the free-list. Those articles ready for } 
consumption which pay a duty are taxed at the rate of 49.75 pel 
ad valorem. Surely this is protection enough! 
On these articles, amounting to $136,000,000 in vy e, wh 
in manufactured ready for consumption, the people of the United States | 
had to pay a tax of nearly 50 per cent. ad valorem, amounting to | 





66, and the benefit of that protection, whatever it was, went | 
to the protects d industries 

Mr. Chairman, there are other things that I desire to say, but I see 
the gavel raised, so I will not further trespass upon the time of th 
committee. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. My time has expired; otherwise |] 
to answer any questions. I will ask to printin the Rrcorp th 
of the petition to which I have referred, and also the addr 
Nathan A. Taylor, of Philadelphia, before the Tariff Commission of 1382 
They are as follows: 


$61,898, 





Petition to Congress from consumers of tin-plate, in opposition to 
the duty thereon 
To the honorable the Members of the Senate and House of Representatin 
Inasmuch as the Committee on Ways and Means decided to hea 
ment on any matter relating to the revision of the tariff now under « i 


tion by them, thus debarring us from refuting some of the ser iS el - i 
misstatements which have been presented tothe commission, an ! 
their report, we therefore communicated with them in t only way 








namely, letter and telegram, and we think they did not receive our ¢ 

cations in time to consider our suggestions. We deem it now our dut 

your attention to the inconsistency in the recommendation of the tar 

mittee to advance the duty on tin-plates, and as you will be called upont pte 


upon this revision, we deem it necessary that you should have all t 
information which we can give you, so that you will be enabled to vote 
gently and un tandingly upon this important item. 

In every former tariff bill which has been enacted the item pla 
occupied a specific and independent place, and not taken in conjunctio \ 
any other article, and we think very wisely, inasmuch as there has been 1 
ind we think that the 
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ing of the kind suecessfully produced in the country, 
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pres duty of per pound, which is equivalent to about 33 per cent. ad va- | 
should*have been sufficient protection to any one ambitious of manu- | 

facturing in the United States, especially as Congress, in order to encourage the | 
manufacture of tin-plate in this country, abolished the duty on pig-tin in 1 | 

We are now paying, and have been since 1875, a higher rate of duty on tin- | 
plate than at any period since a tariff was instituted, in verification of which we | 
submit the following schedule | 

Prior to 1842, free. 1842 imposed 2} per cent. ad valorem; 1846 increased to 15 | 
per cent.; 1857 reduced to 8 per cent.; 1861 increased to 10 per cent 862 in- | 
creased to 25 per cent., special war tax; 1872 reduced to 15 per cent 1875 spe- | 
citic duty 1.1 cents per pound, then equal to 15 per cent., now equal to 33 per 
eent 

fin-plate is in fact a raw material, furnishing a basis for a larger « | 
widespread industry than any other articles; therefore, in hal tl 
plate workers, who number over two hundred thousand,and the many ! 
ary trades depending upon the same,and the entire population of the | ted | 
States, we beg to call your attention to the reasons herein contained why this | 
unjust and unnecessary tax should not be imposed upon fifty-five m 
people. ; 


fin-plates, on account of their cheapness and great adaptability 








. . 7 £ a j 
to numberless uses, namely, in the manufacture of itchen utensils «t 
furniture, outfits for miners and lumbermen, roofs and gutters of houses. ¢ 3 
and boxes for preserving meats, vegetables, oils, etc., and are a necessi 








poorest eople of our country. 
To curtail this industry would strike the severes! blow to manufactur rand 
agricultural interests of the country that it has ever received, and any adv 
in duty would open the door for the intreduction of ware manufactured 
eign mechanics, tothe direct detriment of our 200,000 workmen. thereby. 
cur factories 


| 





rhe entire populati : 
one-half cent to tl irths cent per pound, which it should be At the 
present rate of duty the farmer is enabled to purchase tin cans from the nearest | 
tin-worker and can any surplus of fruits, veget: Ss, meats, game, fish, milk 





ave been looking for a reduction of duty on tin-plat« | 





butter, or lard, in fact any eatable that would othe ise goto waste. Of cours 
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cheap labor of Europe where the workman 

} unily frequently aid hin 
10 industry of this kind to prot 

free-list over ten years ago, and a duty on tin-plate of « 
couraged its manufacture } 
, and it can not be made |! 
and, but by increasing the duty you restrict its im 
ly its revenues and you exert a 
cet, rendering it still more difficult to attempt its comps 
We can speak for ourselves and our friends 
»are in favor of a protecti 
h no industry of this kin« 
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ym that protects every 
in our country, even with the enc 
> respectfully ask that the commis- 
luction of the duty on tin-plates, not to one-halfa ce 
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rs of a cent per pound, and thus en- 
corresponding increase in revenue. 
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ecognized more in the spirit of Amer 
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Let us here instance 
We can buy a good quality of tin-plate suitable for making into 
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t, less 4 per cent. 
o pay in this country for an inferior qu 
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Tt t would n be « to la ’ 
for revenue and we have had tari 1, but the proposition 
to double the duty upon the tin-plate it ms to me is not for revenue, 
because the Government does not need money, but on the contrary has 
largely more than sufiices for its nec ities, and neither 1s it for pro- 
tection, } vuse there is no tin-plate manufactured in this country to 
be protected. The manuiacture of tin-plate in the United States i 
not even an ‘infant industry. It i t ey 1embryo. It strike 





itis a ‘* primordial 





it 
me that it is somewhat like Pooh Bah’s gene: 


protoplasmic globule.’’ [Laughter.] 1t has no existence here except 


ers of sheet-iron. Gentlemen 


in the minds of the American manufactur 
tin-plate can be manufactured 


tell us that if this duty be increased 
profitably in the United States. Why has it not been done hitherto? 


Che tariff act of 1864 fixed the duty on tin-plate at 2} cents per pound, 
but, as is alleged, through a misconstruction on the part of the then 
| Secretary of the Treasury, the duty collected upon tin-plate was only 
15 per cent. ad valorem, and yet, notwithstanding that fact, the duty 
being only 15 per cent. ad valorem from 1873 to 1875, several tin-plate 
manufactories sprang up in different sections of the United States. 
And just at this point I desire to correct my friend from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. DALZELL]. He said in his remarks on this subject yesterday: 
So the law remained until 1875, when a specific duty of 17s cents per pou 
was put upon tin-plates. Following l places in this country, certai: 


Welshmen who had understood the 1ome undertook the inaugu 
tion of the tin-plate industr; t it Leachbur 
of Pennsylvanisz 


in the State of Pennsylvania, a 









t Wellsville, in the State of Ohi 









1 





nd at Demiler, also in the State 


| Ina pamphlet issued by Mr. John Jarrett at atime when he was 
sécretary of the American Tin-Plate Association, I find a statement to 
the effect that tin-plate works were built at Wellsville, Ohio, and were 
| put into operation early in 1873, and notin 1875, as the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] states. These works were put into op 
| eration when the duty collected upon tin-plate was only 15 per cent 
| ad valorem, and they passed out of existence when a specific duty of 1, 
cents per pound was put upon tin-plates. 
If the industry was profitable under the former duty, the reduction 
caused by the change was too slight to account for the suspension ot 
the business. The ] 





ause must be sought elsewhere, and is to be found 
in the fact that there is no metallic tin yet discovered in this country 
in such quantity as to pay for the mining; and until it is found in 
such quantity the manufacture of tin-plate can not be successfully 
conducted in the United States, and the protectionist can not consist- 
ently ask thata duty be levied upon its importation. 

The agriculturist of the East is specially interested in free tin-plate, 
for the reason that he can not compete with the virgin soil of the great 
Northwest in the production of staple farm products, and is compelled 
to turn his attention to the cultivation of fruits and vegetables fo1 
canning purposes, an industry in which tin-plate is an item of large 
expense, the cheapening of which to the packer will enable him to pay 
better prices to the farmer and furnish cheaper goods to the consume! 
without curtailing his profits. 

Let us say to the weary plowman, as he casts his seed in hope an: 
| fear, that what blight and mildew and canker-worm have spared th 
| Government will spare also. 

Mr. REED. I would like to oceupy five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DocKERy). Debate on this paragraj 
| now closed by order of the House. ‘The gentleman from Maine | M 
| REED] asks unanimous consent to speak for five minutes. Is th 
| objection ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Can we have the same courtesy extended to our 
side ? 


Mr. REED. Ihave noobjection tothat. [Cries of ‘‘ Yes,’’ ‘‘Yes!”’ 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iwill do so; I desire to ask a question 


int to know whether I can do so? I have no information from 
the other side, and I desire information in good faith. I understand 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] consents to answer my 
question if Iam permitted to ask it. Is it not a proper thing, Mr. 
Chairman, on my part to ask that question at this time, and to allow 
the gentleman to make an answer to it ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be done by unanimous consent. [Cries 
of “ Regular order!’’?| The Chair does not think the question of the 
gentleman from Ohio is a parliamentary inquiry. A gentleman can 
ask any question by unanimeus consent, but the regular order has been 
demanded, which is in the nature of objection. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Weare tired of preliminaries; 


let us have the regular order. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I should like to ask the question, but 
gentle men refuse permission to me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order is demanded, which cuts off 


unanimous consent. 

The question recurred on Mr. BUCHANAN’S amendment to strike 
out, in page 3, lines 45 and 46, the words ‘‘or lead, or with a mixture 
of which these metals is a component part.” 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph, by order of the House, 
has been closed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I demand a division. Let us see how many 
want adulterated tin-plate. If it is to come in let it come in pure. 

he committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move the following amendment. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

In line 44, after the words “taggers iron,” insert the words “‘ not larger in 
area than 4 feet, and not thicker than No, 26 gauge.” 

Mr. DALZELL. I call for a division. 

‘The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] to strike out the 
paragraph. 

Mr. DALZELL. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 74. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call for tellers. 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of no quorum so we may have 
tellers, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the point of order is withdrawn, how many 
votes are required to order tellers ? 

The CHAIRMAN. One-fifth. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I observed yesterday when the point of no quo- 
rum was made, and tellers were appointed by the Chair, some gentle- 
men considered themselves absolved from their pairs and voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman withdraws the point of no quo- 
rum, and now demands tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BuRRows and Mr. MCMILLIN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, 
noes 82, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

19. Beeswax. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out that line. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question which I wish to have an- 
swered by gentlemen who take the position assumed by the other side 
of this House with reference to this bill; and I wish tostate itso clearly 
that it can not be misunderstood by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], who has agreed to answer it. I wish to know upon what 
principle—because I suppose that you are acting upon some principle 
in the preparation of a tariff bill like this, and there is a wide distinc- 
tion between a protective tariff and a revenue tariff as it is explained 
in the Democratic speeches upon this subject—now if there is any 
principle in the whole matter, if you pretend to claim that any prin- 
ciple is involved in the preparation of the bill, of course you will be 
able to answer my question. 

I want to know upon what principle you defend that provision of 
the bill which imposes a duty of 14 cents per pound, and on the best 
grades 1} cents per pound, on sheet-iron imported into this country, 
while the same sheet-iron, if coated over with a thin wash of tin, amount- 
ing to only from 2 to 3 or at most 4 or 5 per cent. of tin, may be im- 
ported free of any duty whatever? I would like to know upon what 
principle you can explain this. I would like to know upon what princi- 
ple of right or justice a provision is incorporated into this bill putting 
this duty of 50 or 75 per cent. on the naked sheet-iron and no duty at 
all on the sheet coated with tin; a high rate of duty on the advanced 
product and no duty on the ‘‘ raw material?”’ 

Or, in other words, I want to know whether it is not the aim of this 
Ways and Means Committee to strike down, by indirection, two im- 
portant industries which they did not care to attack directly? I refer 
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to sheet-iron and sheet-steel roofing and siding, and also to the manu- 
facture of sheet-iron and sheet-stee}. 

I desire to know if this bill is not prepared with a view of secretly 
| stabbing these two industries under the guise of professed friendship. 

Not a word is said about striking down any other industry, and yet the 

stroke is as fatal as if this were the main object. And itis this mys- 
| terious discrimination in favor of free tin and against free iron that I 
want explained. 

This is not a small matter, Mr. Chairman. The entire annual prod- 
uct of the sheet-iron and sheet-steel mills of this country is 150,000 tons, 
one-half of which, or one-third of which at least, is used in roofing and 

| siding; and if tin-plate is placed upon the free-list, as proposed by this 
bill, this demand for sheet-iron and sheet-steel will cease and this market 
for the products of these industries in this country will necessarily be 
destroyed. Tin-plates will be substituted for iron and a free-trade prod- 
uct for a protected one. 

‘This is too plain to require demonstration, and the manufacturers 
of sheet-iron and sheet-steel roofing and siding will, by this method of 
indirection, be stricken down and the industry destroyed, as well as 
the manufacture of sheet-iron and sheet-steel. While, on the other 
hand, Mr. Chairman, there are imported into this country annually 
280,000 tons of tin-plates, almost twice as much as the entire product 
of all the sheet-iron and sheet-steel mills in this country. And all of 
this 280,000 tons of tin-plates is to be permitted to come in free of duty 
| under the provisions of this bill. Itis not to pay a farthing of revenue, 
while the 150,000 tons of sheet-iron or shect-steel, if it were imported, 
ull of it would have to pay a duty of at least 1} cents per pound. 

Now, I repeat, I can not understand this gross inconsistency, nor can 
I understand why they are attempting to disturb these industries which 
| are established and giving entire satisfaction; and on behalf of the peo- 
ple of this country I protest against any such injustice and unfairness. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman permit me to answer him by 
asking a question ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. In your own time. I can not yield, 
A gentleman on that side said he did not understand this. Now,I want 
| him to understand the position that is held on this side. I want to 
make it plain. I want to know why it is that the poor man who uses 
a cooking stove and wants a cheap stovepipe, or wants a cheap coal-hod, 
or a cheap bread-pan, must be required to pay a duty of 14 cent per 
pound on every pound of black sheet-iron that is used in the manufact- 
ure of what he needs—— 

Mr. BAYNE. While the Standard Oil Company gets its tin free of 
duty. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That is it exactly. Why he must pay 
this tax while the rich corporation, the Standard Oil Company, gets its 
tin free? I want to know why any man who uses sheet-iron for any otf 
the purposes for which it is required, in his kitchen, in his house, or for 
any other purpose, can not have it free as well as the man who uses tin- 
plates for similar purposes? 

This is the inconsistency which I have been wanting explained, and 
this is the question that I want answered. And while I do not admit 
that a duty on sheet-iron makes it cost more, you claim that every duty 
is a tax, and if sheet-iron is to be taxed, why not tin-plates? Andif 
tin-plates are to be free, why not sheet-iron ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima question 
now he has finished ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. Are you a member of the National Iron Roofing 
Association ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I suppose I am. 

Mr. RAYNER. Iseethe name of Col. J. D. TAYLOR, of Cambridge, 
Ohio, as one of the executive committee of that association. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I was not at the meeting which ap- 
pointed me a member of the committee, but I see I was made a mem- 
ber. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.] The National Iron 
Roofing Association is a mere organization 

Mr. RAYNER. So far I have asked nothing further. I have asked 
whether you are a member of the association? I have not asked any 
other question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I say I am a member. 

Mr. RAYNER. Now I will ask you another question. Is not the 
National Iron Roofing Association in competition with this industry, 
and are you not here on this floor defending the protection of your own 
interests? [Applause and derisive laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. He laughs best who laughs last. The 
National Iron Roofing Association is an association which has nothing 
to do with prices, nothing to do with sales. It is an organization to 
prevent this House from bankrupting this industry. They called a 
meeting in the city of Cincinnati and formed some sort of an organi- 
zation looking to this end. I was not at the meeting. 

Mr. RAYNER. Your name is there. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ihave a little stock ina company that 
was represented there, and I was appointed on some committee. I 
have never been asked to do anything in regard to it inany way. The 
organization is only intended to simplify the methods of doing busi- 
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I have received a letter from one of the members v 


object of the organization. 

These organizations, Mr. Chairman, are not at 
now. They are all over the country. 
about to | 


ranizing ina way that will be effective. 


and especially laboring men, and you will hear from t 
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ber. Mark my words; you will hear from these o1 
that will not be soon forgotten. 
Mr. RAYNER (referring to a paper in his har 
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name, not only as a member of the association, but 
tion asking Congress not to take off the duty 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I never saw that 
it was printed. 

A MEMBER. He repudiates it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


responsibility for whatever has been done by that associati 
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The people whose in 


> meetin 


not know anything about the matter until I saw my 


the cireular, but it is all right. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
line. 
The motion was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Glue. 


Mr. WEBER. 


and 51? 
Mr. RAYNER. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Clerk will read the next 


New York [Mr. WEBER] that if the next line is reac 


be in order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
lating to glue be passed for the present. 
made the request. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. 
gether and that they be considered together. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
read and considered with line 50? 
will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Gelatine and all similar preparations. 
Mr. WEBER. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
and 51. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
New York [Mr. WEBER] on that motion. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
recognized on line 50. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
out lines 50 and 51. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
were reached. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 


Mr. BURROWS. 
tion as to why those lines should be stricken out. 
planation this side will not vote with you. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. WEBER. 
tectionist as to protect me in my rights. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man his rights under the rule. 

Mr. WEBER. I have 


waste time. 
out? 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
to move to strike out those two lines. 
Mr. WEBER. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
50 and 51. 
Mr. BURROWS. 


this regard. 
Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 

Michigan [Mr. Burrows] ? 
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the bill in this regard. 
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I ask unanimous consent that the paragraph 
[Cries of ** Why ?’’ | 
If there is any objection let it be stated. 
[ask that the two lines 50 and 51 be 1 


Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out bot! 


out 


The Chair has recognized the gentleman 


That had been determined upon before tl 
I was out of my seat at the time the lines were reached. 
Then it may be done by unanimous consent. 
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on 
oz 
The ( » W ind Means, in framing this bill, has thought 
1 t ¢ yark in the enter] prise of « reaung 

ind ‘ I if taxation, and they ther refore propose, as we do 
i 1 the revenue, to put tin-plates on the free-list. If we needed 
tl venue this would be a very appropriate place to impose a duty; 
but as we are trying to get rid of revenue, and as no existing industry 
is to bea ted by placing this article on the free-list, the proper thing 
to do is to trike down the tax. If lund rstand the th« ory of this bill, 
that is the reason for placing the article on the free-list 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will regai 1 
1 ro forma amendment as withdrawn. 

‘There was no objection. 

a J 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the motion which 





has been made to strike out these two lines; but I wish to understand 
on what ground it is proposed to take glue from the free-list and place 
it on the dutiable listand at the same time to place manufactured lum- 
ber, manufactured lime, and other products of that character upon the 
free-list. I find by the census that in 1830 the whole number of per- 
sons employed in the manufacture of glue was 2,601; that the wages 
paid were $600,018; that the value of the product was $4,324,072; and 
that only 15 per cent. of the value of the product of glue was repre- 
sented by wag Now, you propose to restore glue to the dutiable list 
when only 15 per cent. of the value of the product is wages, while you 
place upon the free-list manufactured lumber, in which the proportion 
of lal wnt 20 per cent., and manufactured lime, in which the proportion 
of labor is 28 percent, I should be pleased to ascertain the reason for 
this disc diuidion, 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] says that the pi ‘oposi- 
tions in this bill have been “ te mpered to the s shorn lamb.’’ Is there 
a ‘‘shorn lamb’’ in Chicago, where this industry exists, or rather a 
lamb to be shorn, and must it becared for? Isit true, as has been inti- 
mated by the newspapers, that glue has been taken from the free-list 
and restored to the dutiable list because the Representative from that 
district has suid that if glue should remain upon the free-list a Demo- 
crat would probably not be returned to the House, but a Republican 
instead? And is it true that in a tariff bill duties are being adjusted 
to bribe constituencies to elect members of a particular political com- 
plexion, in order that thus the control of the Government may be se- 
cured? 

Mr. Chairman, whatever principle is to be adopted with reference to a 
tariff bill, it is important that equality should be preserved, and that 
such a measure should not be used for the purpose of oppressing a con- 
stituency th: vl happens to have a Republican Representative on this 
floor, or for the purpose of procuring the re-election of a Democratic 
Representative. The purpose should be equal and exact justice to the 
people of this country and the industries which we stand here to repre- 
sent. To press through a tariff bill which pli oes the products of one 
industry on the free-list because the people who reside in the district 
or State where such industry is carried on are Republicans, and which 
places another industry in which the proportion of labor is less on the 
dutiable list to bribe the people in districts or States interested in that 
industry to elect Democrats, is to use the legislative power in a rep- 
rehensible manner. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to know whether the gentleman un- 
derstands that Mr. Edward Cooper, who was a member of the commit- 
tee on resolutions in the recent Democratic National Convention, is an 
extensive manufacturer of glue. 

ae DINGLEY, I understand he is. 

. PERKINS. I would ask whether that is the reason the other 
side sian to take this article out of the free-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And why the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WEBER] moved to strike it out; and why the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEyY] is in favor of the motion. 

Mr. PERKINS. And why gentlemen on the other side consent that 
it be done. 


7 








Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The gentleman from Maine favors the principle of 


protection, the principle of impesing duties on imported articles which 
can be made here to the extent of our wants to such an extent as will 
hold our own markets for our own industries, and he is ready to vote to 
apply this principle impartially to all industries of this character, in 
whatever part of the country located, and whatever may be the polit- 
ical affiliation of the people immediately interested. The gentleman 
from Tennessee favors free trade and opposes protection, yet he pro- 
poses to give the industries of his political friends protection and to 
apply free trade to his opponents. 

I have no information beyond what has appeared in the newspapers 
in reference to the reasons for this discrimination between glue, coal, 
wood-screws, sugar, and rice on the one hand, and manufactured lum- 
ber, grain-bags, and line on the other hand; but I want tocall the at- 
tention of the House and the country to the fact that for the first time 
in the history of a tariff bill it is proposed to frame such a measure to 
favor industries in Democratic districts and to injure industries in Re- 
publican districts. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I have not detained the House 
or the committee with any remarks on this question of the tariff dur- 








ing the present Congress, and I do not now intend to occupy more than 
a minute or two. When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoszerpH D 
TAYLOR] asked the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] why it 
was proposed to put tin-plate on the free-list and leave the duty on 
sheet-iron, it seems that the question was not thoroughly answers d 
from a political standpoint, as it can bein a few words. If gentlemen 
on both sides of the House will refer to the enunciations made in the 
platforms of their respective parties, they will find that in spirit, if not 
in letter, both cedion stand committed to the principle of putting on 
the free-list everything which we neither produce nor manufacture in 
this country, or in the production or manufacture of which we are not 
brought into competition with the labor of Europe. That proposition 
vill be conceded by gentlemen on both sides. Now, the reason given 
by gentlemen on this side and the reason which induced me, when this 
Committee of the Whole divided, to vote in favor of placing tin-plate 
upon the free-list, was that it is not now, and has not been claimed to 
be, an industry of this country. 

It isa product not manufactured in this country in any place that is 
accessible in any sufficient amount to supply the demand. It is an ar- 
ticle which it is admitted enters largely into the consumption of our 
people and that it is not produced here at all. Now, itis a doctrine of 
the Democratic party that articles that we neither produce nor manu- 
facture should be placed upon the free-list. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DINGLEY, by unanimous consent, withdrew his pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Imove tostrike out the last word. As 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] has made certain in- 
quiries in regard to my connection with the National Iron Roofing As- 


| sociation, and as my name has been signed toa circular distributed 


among the members of the House as a member of the tariff committee of 
that association, I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter 
which fully explains the character and object of the association. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAMBRIDGE, Ont0, May 31, 1888. 

DreAR Sin: * * * The object for which we came together [The National 
Roofing Association] was not to form a trust or even tomake any binding prices, 
All agreed that it would damage rather than benefit the business to force prices 
up beyond a living profit, as it would tend to turn the attention of the building 
public to other roofing material, and therefore every manufacturer was left as 
free as ever to make his own prices, The object of the association primarily 
was to formulate universal rules and methods of doing the business as much for 
the benefit of the buyer as the seller. Before the association was organized 
there was such diversity of ways in presenting their products among the differ- 
ent manufacturers that it was almost impossi ble for those w ishing to purchase 
roofing to make up their minds what company to patronize from “the fact that 
they could not tell from the different price-lists and catalogues whose price was 
the lowest or whose goods were the best. One company, quoting prices, would 
call iron weighing 70 to 75 pounds per square No. 26, another would call iron 
weighing 75 to 80 pounds No. 26. Both would quote thei ir iron roofing without 
giving the weight, and yet a difference in weight of from 5 to 10 pounds existed, 
making a difference in cost of from 20 to 40 cents per square. 

Some were allowing so much for lap, some nothing; some were including 
fixtures, others were not, in their quotations. The association has brought the 
manufacturers together, and all these different methods, in a great measure, 
have been done away with by coming to satisfactory understanding what No. 
26iron should weigh, how much to allow for laps, and how many fixtures should 
be included in quotations. Never in the history of the iron-roofing business 
has it been so satisfactory to the purchaser as now. When he places his order 
new he does it intelligently. He knows just how much iron and what quality, 
and how much he is going to get with it as fixtures. It simply reduces it toa 
matter of price which is shown plainly on the face of the price-list. It is a fact 
that no one is complaining any where about the price of iron roofing. No one 
is saying that the price of itis too high. Itis a surprise to many that it can be 
produced at such a small cost. I could write more on this subject, but have 
already said more than I expected to. I helped to organize the Iron Roofing 
Association, and have been in every meeting it ever held. 

Yours, truly, 















J. E, ANNIS, Secretary. 
Hon. J. D, TAYtor, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the extent of my in- 
terest in the National Iron Roofing Association is this: I own some 
stock in the Cambridge Roofing Compe iny, which is a member of this 
national association, and while I have owned this stock seven years | 
never have received a dollar of dividends or a cent of profit from my 
investment, and hence you can see how deeply I am interested. 

One word more. I do not wish to reply now to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] further than to say that so faras he bases his 
argument on the statement that no tin-plates have ever been made in 
this country he is mistaken. 

Tin-plates were made at several points, and would be made now if 
this industry was as well protected as pig-iron, scrap-iron, sheet-iron, 
and the other metals. Hence he is mistaken in claiming that we are 
trying to inaugurate an industry that never has had and never can 
have an existence in this country. No American industry is better 
suited to American labor than the manufacture of tin-plates, and no 
industry is more worthy of protection. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, ofIowa. Mr. Chairman, the question in reference 
to the pending amendment is interesting to me for the reason that it 
has given a turn to the debate which impresses me with the correct- 
ness of the position I take and have taken in reference to the dangeér- 
ous character of this policy which its friends call protection, but which, 
in my opinion, is simply anti-competition. Instead of being called 
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to say that that epithet is absolutely harmless and inoffensive when 
used by a coward, but it never finds a place in the vocabulary of a gen- 
tleman who has not the courage to sustain and defend it. The trouble 
with the gentleman from Maine 

A Member. He is not here. 

Mr. RAYNER. Let himcomein. I hope he will be here. I in- 
vite him in, and I will wait until he does come in if you will extend 
my time. 

Several MEMBERS. He will be here before the session is over. 

Mr. RAYNER. The gentieman does not seem to realize that a man 
can try to be funny without being insolent, and that he can even suc- 
ceed in being a clown without being vulgar and offensive. Now, sir, 
as far as | am concerned and as far as this side of the House is con- 
cerned the gentleman from Maine had no right to make any such state- 
ment as that. We may be wrong in the stand we are taking against 
these monopolies and these trust combinations that are depredating 
upon the people; but if we are wrong we are honest. So far as I am 
concerned every earnest impulse of my being is enlisted against these 
deadly alliances that I feel are doing an incalculable injury to the peo- 
ple I represent. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] may be right in the stand 
he has taken that there is no monopoly in this land; but I seriously 
question the integrity of his motives. In proof of the assertion I then 
made and in proof of theassertion I now make, thatthe leaders of the Re- 
publican party are in combination with the capitalists who are central- 
izing wealth in this country for the purpose of oppressing the people, 
I take the liberty now of placing before this House a very edifying ex- 
hibit, to which I respectfully invite your considerate attention. If 
what [ read is not true, some gentleman on the other side can rise to 
contradict it. Ifitis true it should bring a burning blush to every 
man connected with it. I read from a confidential circular which has 
been made public from Mr. Foster, the president of the Republican 
League, to the manufacturers of this country and an answer thereto. 
I read the reply of a Senator from Vermont, now in the Senate, in ref- 
erence to an assessment that Mr. Foster proposed to levy on him for 
the purpose of keeping up high duties in favor of the manufacturers of 
this country. 

I hope I shall have time to finish this article. I do not want to read 
any of it unless I can read it all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Go on with the reading. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will hasten as rapidly as possible. I think I am 
entitled to a few moments. 

I hope what I am about to read is not true, gentlemen; but it has 
been scattered broadcast in all parts of the country. 

EDMUNDS OR MORRILL, WHICH? 


Mr. James L. Foster, president of the Republican League of the United 
States, which is the organization formed at the national convention of the Re- 
publican clubs a few months ago, has recently issued a remarkable and “ con- 
fidential’’ circular. It has been sent to manufacturers all overthe country, and 
is ademand for money to carry on a campaign in their interest. President 
Foster's circular begins with the statement that ‘‘The Republican League of 
the United States desires to bring you face to face with the startling fact that 
the coming Presidential election is not to be fought on the old party lines which 
have heretofore divided Democrats and Republicans, but upon the direct issue 
of free trade versus protection. The league stands for protection, and is fighting 
in your interest. It is no Fourth-of-July organization for dress-parade, but it 
is an every-day working force of practical political workers, who have in four 
months enrolled an army of over four hundred thousand men.” 

After this vigorous introduction Mr. Foster proceeds with the usual clap-trap 
about “ British free trade’’ and *‘ British gold.’’ He lugubriously remarks that 
‘*the coming campaign will be fought for protection under disadvantages never 
before encountered. Ninety-nine per cent. of the Federal officials are Demo- 
crats, and will contribute financially to the hoped-for success of the free-traders, 
Never before has the Democratic free trade, or ‘ tariff-reform’ party, been in so 
fortunate a position.” Then President Foster, metaphorically throwing off his 
coat and rolling up his shirt-sleeves, gets down to real business. ‘* We will win 
this fight,” he says, “if you will do your share and help us to finish what we 
have begun. We want money, and want it at once. 

‘* We are overwhelmed with calls for tariff documents and for speakers and or- 
ganizers. We propose to organize and fight against free trade in every doubt- 
ful Congressional and legislative district in the United States. To-day there is 
but 1 majority in the Senate of the United States when the lines are drawn be- 
tween Democrats and Republicans, and unless much is done the next Congress 
will see a free-trade House, Senate, and President, and then good-bye to your 
prosperity.” 

That sounds very much like “‘ stand and deliver;" but it is not the most spicy 
part of President Foster’s confidential circular. He goes on to complain ‘that 
the manufacturers of the United States, who are most benefited by our tariff 
laws, have been the least willing to contribute to the success of the party which 
gave them protection and which is about to engage in a life-and-death struggle 
with free trade.” 


That is bad enough, but here is the part I want to direct particular 
attention to: 

Mr. Foster quotes ‘“‘a Republican United States Senator from a State which 
never had a Democratic Representative in either House of Congress.”’ This 
must be Vermont, and the Senator quoted must be either EDMUNDs or MORRILL. 

Mr. GROUT. That can not be Vermont, because Vermont has had 
a Democratic Representative here. 

Mr. RAYNER. Where is the Republican State that has never had 
a Democratic Senator? 

Mr. PERKINS. Kansas. 

Mr. RAYNER. Itis very funny. Here is a statement published 
right here under the eye of the Senator from Vermont, in a Washing- 
ton paper, and it has not been contradicted although it has been scat- 
tered broadcast. 

Mr. GROUT. It was contradicted. 





“ 


‘ 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Give us all of it. 

Mr. RAYNER. There has been plenty of time to show it is not 
true. If it does not refer to a Senator from Vermont then it refers to 
some other Senator from a State that never had a Democratic Senator. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the case with Kansas. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then it comes from your illustrious representative 
from Kansas. I am glad it does not come from either Mr. MoRRILL or 
the other Senator from Vermont, and I am glad itdoes come from your 
representative. 

Mr. PERKINS. Unfortunately for the gentleman and the State 
Kansas has been represented by a Democratic member of Congress. 
It never made the mistake but once, however. 

Mr. RAYNER. Do not get soworkedup. Wait until you hear the 
statement. I have no doubt every word of it is true. Here is the 
letter in quotation marks, published in a dozen different papers: 

“T was solicited,’”’ he says, ‘‘ to contribute to a protective tariff league, and I 
replied that if the manufacturers of the United States in their associated capac- 
ity were an eleemosynary institution that I would vote to give them a pension, 
but that I did not propose myself to contribute money to advance the interests 
of men who were getting practically the sole benefits, or at least’the most di- 
rectly important benefits, of the tariff laws. Iam in favor of protection, though 
not precisely the kind we are having, and I might be willing to keep even that 
rather than not to have any, butI am sure I can get along without any of it 
fully as well as the manufacturers can, and if they think the Republican party 
is going to maintain a high protective corps for their benefit, and the men who 
do the work in that party are going to keep up the expenses of a campaign out 
of their own pockets, leaving them to reap the fruits of the tariff policy with- 
out any deduction for political expenses, they are very greatly mistaken, I un- 
derstand that in a general way the manufacturers of New England— 


I submit this to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]— 


have been more liberal in their contribution than those of Pennsylvania. 


Why is that, Mr. O’ NEILL? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

[Cries of ‘Go on!” ‘Goon!’ ‘‘ We will give you a week!’’] 

Mr. RAYNER (continuing to read): 

“Tn fact, I have it from the best possible source that the manufacturers of Penn- 
sylvania, who are more highly protected than anybody else, and who make 
large fortunes every year when times are prosperous, practically give nothing 
towards the maintenance of the ascendency of the Republican party. Of course 
I shall not violate what I consider to be a proper principle of action; but if I 
had my way about it I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania under the 
fire and fry all the fat out of them. If the Mills tariff bill comes to the Senate 
there will be some votes cast there which will open the eyes of some of these 
people who have, while gathering thcir millions, treated the Republican party 
as their humble servant.”’ 

Now, this is either true or it is not true. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Who makes that assertion ? 

Mr. RAYNER. It is published in this paper, and it has been copied 
without denial or contradiction in a dozen different papers throughout 
the country as a letter written by Mr. Foster, president of the Repub- 
lican League, and the reply of a Republican Senator to that letter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read this simply as I find it. I am not 
here for the purpose of charging any individual upon the other side of 
the House as being in a combination of this sort, because I have too 
much respect for a great many of the gentlemen who compose the other 
side of this Hall, and too high an opinion of them, to make any such 
charge; but I do say that if this is true there isa criminal combination 
between some of the leaders of the Republican party and some one else 
to keep on protected duties and for the manufacturers to compensate 
for that by paying assessments for the purpose of carrying on the le- 
publican campaign, and I merely say that in the fight we are making 
against this sort of a fraudulent conspiracy 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAYNER. ask unanimous consent that I be allowed three 
minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAYNER. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this isa serious question, 
and it requires a great deal more than the bantering of a clown or the 
pranks of a buffoon to divert public attention from it. The man who 
arises upon the floor of this House, in view of what the country knows, 
and says that there is no monopoly in this land, while he himself is the 
howling dervish of the monopolists, may do very well to play the part 
of harlequin in a political menagerie, but he figures in a very poor light 
before the nation as the Delphic oracle of the Republican party. 

I tell you, gentlemen, that this issue is too important to be brushed 
aside by a boorish jest. You can notdestroyit. You can not bury it. 
The deeper its grave, the higher its revival and the greater its reas- 
cension. We will make you paint upon your banners, if you do not dis- 
claim the leadership of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], that 
there is no monopoly in this land, in hoc signo vincemus, and on that 
issue we will fight you from the mountains to the prairies, in every 
town and hamlet of this land, until your banner lies drooping in the 
dust, torn and tattered at your feet. [Applause on the Democratic 
side, and derisive cries and jeers on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is but fair to this debate and just to the 
committee in charge of this bill to say that glue could not have been 
taken from the free-list solely in the interest of this Chicago district, 
which is said to be Democratic, because I am quite sure that the dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent, which is a Republican district, has 
as large a glue interest, if not larger than that of Chicago. Surely 
when you combine the glue interest in my district with the large 
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leather-tanning industry, which is indirectly interested in glue, and ! uae, ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago the gentleman from 











the fish-glue and isinglass interests, the aggregate in men employed | io | Mr. BUTTER\ ru] threw down a challenge to the gentlemen 
and money used must be larger than the interest of that Chicago dis- | on 1 the other side to stand a civil-service examination on the industries 
trict. I know that the parties in my district who are interested in | of this country affected by the pending bill and on the relation of these 
glue and fish- glue have been earnest in their endeavors he re to havethose | industries one to another I think. Mr. Chairman. that I. for one. 
idles taken from the free-list, and, as representing them, it is but | honk: not be willing to accept that chalk Il have, however, made 
fair to say that I am glad, in whatever manner it may have come about, | a very slight and superticial study of the industries affected by the 
that the committee listened to those gentlemen, and that at least this | paragraph relating to crude glycerine, now under nsideration, and 
one industry is to be protected by the pending amendment, wh ch I | on their relations to one anoth [1 now to secure, if possible, 
hope will be adopted. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- | some information from the Committ n W i Mean » order 
man from West Virginia { Mr. GOFF }. | to enable me to pursue my st , + ; aes 
Mr. GOFF. Iam heartily in favor of the amendment proposed, and | tion 
as I was so unfortunate as not to hearthe explanation given by th In the pending paragraph we find crude o1 refined ithe 
gentleman from Tennessee Mr. McMILLIN]| of the reasons that moved | free-list Under the pro set's 4 tine tas ; tiabli 
him when he moved to str ke out these two lines, I will use the few mo- | at 2cents per pound. Crude glycerin used altogether fort 
ments that have been yielded to me to ask the gentleman to or the | facture of refined glycei Ret Lely 
committee now with a statement of his reasons for moving thisamend- | paragraph of this bill, dutiable at 3 cents per ] da 
ment. It is certainly rather a serious position for the gentleman from nder t existing tar t lut lea } 
Tennessee to take, because I have no doubt he feels that his party l rate of duty or le gly luced 2 cents p po nd rhe 
friends will have some use in the near future for the article of glue { rate of duty on refined glycerine is » reduced 2 cents per pound. 
the purpose of holding their platform and their voters together. [ Langh- | There is the same reduction in the two cas A man cturer of re 
ter. | I wish to remind the gentlem an from Tennessee also that when ned glycerine can not, perhaps, co lain of the chanve 
he makes this motion he is asking us to tear to pieces the Democratic Che effect of the change in the duty must be the same in bot sea. 
platform on which Grover Cleveland has been nominated, because in | If the reduction of the duty implies a corresponding change in the ' 
the St. Louis convention they adopted and indorsed the Mills bill. | ing price of the article, the manufacturer of retined cerine, who use 
It does seem to me there fore that there should besomestatenn nt given | crude glycerine as a material of his manufacture, can not complain 
to the country why this great Democratic policy as enunciated at St. | that the duty on his product and the duty on the material which 
Louis is to be attacked or abandoned thus early in the campaign. I | uses in his industry are red 1 at the same time and to the same ex- 
pause for the gentleman to give the explanation. tent. 
{Here the hammer fell. | But, Mr. Chairman, why regard the manufacturer of refined glycer 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, when I sought the attention of | ine? Why not put refined glycerine on the free-list in the interest of 


the Chair a few moments ago it was simply for the purpose of askinga | the consumer? {If protection is robbery, why protect this particular rob 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee; but so many other mem- | ber? There is only one answer: The Committee on Ways and Means 
bers have asked almost the same question that I think it hardly worth | hereadmit the principle of protection. The committee admit the princi 
whilenow to take up time in propounding it again. I know personally | ple that the duty on the finished product of an industry ou sht to be 
the gentleman from Tennessee, and have always believed that he acted | higher than the duty on the material out of which that finished prod- 





from pure and conscientious motives; and when, inresponse to the ques- | uct is made, Crude glycerine being the material of an American in- 
tion why he desired to take from the free-list of the Mills bill the |.dustry, and refined glycerine ae ig the product of that industry, the 
words ‘‘ glue, gelatine, and all similar preparations,’’ he said ‘‘ Because | committee omen that the duty on the latter ought to be highe r than 
it was right,’’ the thought which suggested itself to my mind, and | the duty on the former. 

which became a matter of remark on this side of the Chamber, ‘vas I take no exception, Mr. Chairman, to the principle or to its applica- 


that for four months this Mills bill has been under consideration, yet | tion; but, surely, if the principle is a sound one, it is as sound in its 
gentlemen on the other side did not find out that ‘‘it was right’’ to | application to other industries as it is in its application to the industry 
strike out these words until they found it necessary to manufac ture | of converting crude into refined glycerine. Let us see how the com- 
American, glue for its adhesive qualities in causing votes to ‘‘stick’’ to | mittee have applied it elsewhere. 
the Mills bill. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will yet explain in | Mr. Chairman, there is hardly a material thing which has been 
why ‘‘itis right’’ to protect ‘‘glue, gelatine, and all similar prepara- | touched by the hands of labor which is not at one and the same tim: 
tions’’ and not right to protect wool, not right to protect flaxseed, not | the product of one industry and the material of another industry. 
right to protect lumber. | This is true of the two substances to which I have referred, crade and 
I was amused at another thing. The gentleman from Iowa, with | refined glycerine. Refined glycerine, for instance, is not only the fin- 
that peculiar air ascribed to one of old, which says apparently, ‘‘I am | ished product of the business of refining crude glycerine; it is also the 
holier than my fellow-man,’’ took the gentleman from Maine to task, | material used in several other American industries. So of c1 rl 
because, forsooth, he questioned the motives of this proposition, and } erine. It is not only the material out of which refined glycerine is 
that in the interest of the farmer. I have observed, Mr. Chairman, | made; it is also one of the finished products of the soap-making indus- 
as to one item of this bill which strikes $12,000,000 from the hands of | try. 
the farmers, the gentleman from Iowa swallows it, to say nothing of If you take various sorts of animal or vegetable oils or fats and tr 
striking down the wool industry of the farmers. I do not understand | them with caustic soda you gain two finished products. The one is 
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that kind of argument which pleads for the farmer of the country, yet | ©! nde glyc erine; the other is soap. Soapand crude gly: ire there- 
5 I we I S*J 
advocates a bill which protects everything except the industry of jhe | fore the two main products of the soap-making bus in which 
farmer. caustic sole ietive main materiel. Of the iseweunieseeie ts of the soap- 
There was another matter which struck me as ve yeculi and it | making industry, one, namely, crude glycerine, we find here on t 
ry } uliar, and it 5 d ’ a S*. = 


reminded me of a little incident which I observed once on a railroad | free-list. A few lines further down we find the other placed on the 
journey. Traveling through the State of Pennsylvania, I looked out | free-list also. 





and saw a mild, quiet, refined looking man to whom a rough fellow Now, if the Committee on Ways and Means apply to the soap-making 
was applying, one after another, the most abusive epithets. The gen- | industry the same principle which they have applied to the glycerine- 
tleman who was thus abused returned to the car and resumed quietly refining industry, it is evident that the dutyon the fin products 

and with undisturbed dignity his seat, and remained unruffled until | namely, soap and crude glycerine, ought to be higher than the duty 
we had crossed Ohio into Indiana, and then he got very angry. We imposed upon caustic soda, the material out of which soap and crud: 
could not understand why it took him so long to get into a P iavion. glycerine are made 

I am reminded of that incident sometimes in this House, wher find If, however, the committee for any reason see fit to place soap ! 
gentlemen who listen to insinuations against them for three or fo ur crude glycerine on the free-list, the very least which the manufacture 

eae before they get angry. They remind meof that gentleman who | of these articles can demand is tes it. caustic soda, the principal material 
was disposed to make in Indiana the fight he ought to. have made in | out of which wag and crude glyce are made, should also be put on 


Pennsylvania. [Laughter. ] the free-list. A decent regard for consistency would compel the com 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] | mittee to concede it 
Mr. LAWLER. I move to amend by striking out the last two| Now, Mr. Chairman, you may examine the free t of this bill from 
words. Some reference has been made to the Represent: itive from the | end to end and you wil i not find caustic soda ther Look, however, 
Second district of Illinois | at the dutiable list of this bill. There yon find it dutiable at half a 
The CHAIRMAN. All debate on this paragraph is now closed by | cent per pound. How is this? In the businessof refining crude gl; 





unanimous consent. cerine one principle seems to have been adopted. In the business of 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WEBER to strike out | manufacturing crude glycerine another principle has been applied In 
lines 50 and 51 of the bill, embracing the words ‘‘glue, gelatine, and | the first case the duty on the finished product is higher th in the ty 
all similar preparations,’’ the motion was agreed to. : on the material out of which itis made. In the other case the duty on 
The Clerk read as follows: the material is higher than the duty on the finished product 
Glycerine, crude, brown, or yellow, of the specific gravity of 1.25 or less at a [Here the hammer fell. ] 


temperature of 60° Fahrenhe it, not purified by refining or distilling. Mr. McMILLIN. Read the next line. 
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Mr. AD [yx e to ike out the words “‘ by r« ng or « 
tu 

[r. Chairman, it seems that I have not succeeded by what I have 
said in « ting any valuable information from the ¢ on 
Ways and Means. I will make another attempt, and for that purp« 
I have offered a formal amendment. 

I ha i that the committee bat > applied one rule to the ind 
try of refining glycerine, and another and an entirely different rule to 
the busi of manufacturing crude glycerine. In the former they 
impose a h sr rate upon the finished product and a lower rate upon 
the mater out of which the finished product is made, while in the 
other « they adopt the opposite rule, and impose a higher rate upon 
the material of the industry than they impose upon the finished prod- 
uct. 

Now thi a question of practical concern to many of my constit- 
uents hey are interested in the soap and glycerine industry. In 
the soap works of Chicago there were employed last year about one 


thousand workingmen. ‘They 
soap. 

If a change in the tariff duty has an effect upon the selling price of 
the dutiable article, it isa matter of some concern to them that the 
Committee on Ways and Means have placed upon the free-list the two 
main products of the industry by which these workingmen gain their 
daily bread, and has at the same time left dutiable the main material, 
caustic soda, on which the cost of that industry depends. 

Yet they find that when we come to the very next stage of the pro- 
cess by which refined glycerine is produced the committee adopts the 
opposite rule, and places a higher rate of duty on the finished product, 
refined glycerine, than they place on the crude glycerine out of which 
itis made. In the one case the committee put the higher rate on the 
product and the lower rate on the material. In the other case, in 
which my constituents are directly concerned, the committee puts the 
completed product on the free -list, and imposes a duty on the mate- 
rial. 

Surely, Mr. Chairman, it is not unreasonable in me to ask the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means for some explanation of this which I can 
impart to my constituents. 

Mr, Chairman, when my friend from Ohio [Mr, BUTTERWORTH ] sug- 
gested that we ought to inform ourselves of the relations to each other 
of the American industries affected by this bill, so that we might act 
intelligently upon it, it occurred to me that I would try to trace a lit- 
tle further back the industrial processes on which the soap and glycer- 
ine industries depend, and see how they are affected by this bill. Crude 
glycerine, as I have said, is made by the application of caustic soda 
to animal and vegetable oils and fats. 

Now, what is caustic soda made from? Of iate years it is made 
almost altogether from salt or salt brine. You have put salt on the 
free-list. Will that diminish the cost of making salt? Not at all. 
Gentlemen will claim that it will make table salt cheaper; they say it 


manufacture crude glycerine as well as 


will cheapen imported salt to the extent of 1 cent per annum to each | 


inhabitant of the United States. But caustic soda is not likely to be 
made from imported salt to any considerable extent. It will be made 
at or near the salt-works at Syracuse, or at or near the salt-works in 
the Saginaw valley, if it is made at all in this country. 

That it is likely to be made at some place in this country the com- 
mittee seem to believe, because they have retained the protection duty. 
if they did not believe this, why did they retaintheduty? By putting 
salt on the free-list the committee, whatever they may a<pee of the 
effect on the price of salt on the seaboard, can not possibly « slaim that 
they have cheapened the cost of producing salt in the United States. 
Therefore they can hardly claim that they have cheapened the cost of 


making caustic soda, or the cost of making soap and glycerine, of which | 


canstio soda is so important a material. 

If, however, we follow the industrial process one step further back 
we shall find that the Committee on Ways and Means, according to the 
reasoning of several gentlemen on the otherside, have actually increased 
the cost of making salt, and therefore the cost of making caustic soda, 
and therefore the cost of making crude glycerine. They have put lum- 
ber on the free-list. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to say that lumber is one of the | 
materials out of which salt is made. All that I mean is that the lum- | 
ber industry is one of the agencies by which the cost of making salt is 


reduced in the Saginaw valley. To stop the Michigan lumber mills 
is to increase the cost of making salt in Michigan. 
The reason is this: Salt works in Michigan, as we have repeatedly 


. . | 
heard on this floor, are placed in close connection with the lumber mills. 


They thus get their fuel, not merely for nothing, but actually for less 
than nothing. They use as fuel the refuse of the lumber mills which 


otherwise the lumber mills would have to get rid of at a considerable | ¢ 


expense. 
if, then, by putting lumber on the free-list you stop the lumber- 
mills you add to the cost of producing salt. Will gentlemen on the 
other side contend that in voting to put lumber they did not vote to 
diminish the activity of the lumber mills? Certainly not all of them. 
Most of the gentlemen on the other side who spoke in favor of put- 
ting lumber on the free-list advocated it, as the gentleman from New 
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| duty on refined glycerine. 
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York [Mr. Cox] did, in order to preserve our forests from destruction. 
It is inconceivable that putting lumber on the free-list should have 
any tendency to preserve our lorest 











the lumber mills which were consuming I 
These gentlemen, therefore, in votiag to put lumber on the free-list 
as a means of preserving our forests. voted to diminish the s ipply of 








fuel to the salt works of the Saginaw valley. They therefore voted to 
g salt in the United States. They there- 
fore voted in favor of increasing the cost of making caustic soda in the 
United States. They also are bound by caucus decree to retain the 
duty on causticsoda. They therefore vote, according to their own rea- 
soning, in favor of increasing cost of making soap and crude glycer- 
ine in the Unit I 





increase the cost of makin 











ed States. Yetassoonas I shall} have finished my remarks 
they will probably vote with alacrity, if not with unde rstanding, in 
favor of putting soap and crude glycerine on the free-list. With equal 
alacrity and without the slightest regard for consistency, they will prob- 
ably, when we come to the dutiable list of this bill, vote to retain the 
In short, there is no consistency whatever 





in the pending bill. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the amount of revenue derived 
from this source is $204,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. What was the gentleman’s statement? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That this produced $204,000 of revenue. Of the 
crude glycerine used about 70 per cent. is imported. 

Mr. ADAMS. One-half. I think. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will find, I think, upon a closer 
examination that about 70 per cent. of it is imported. The balance of 
that which is consumed in this country is made as a by-product, by the 
candle factories in the main. 

Mr. BURROWS. By whom? 

Mr. McMILLIN. By the manufacturers of candles. 

There might be some ground for the claim of the gentleman from 
Illinois, that there was a want of consistency in this provision of the 
bill, where he speaks of glycerine for soap-manufacturing purposes, 
were it not for the fact tha ut t th at is not the only use to which glycerine 
is applied. And I want to remind him here, once for all, that he need 
not expect a bill which has to be made up on such anincongruous basis 
as the law under which we are now operating to be perfectly consist- 
ent in every respect. It has necessarily to be framed to meet the ex- 
isting law, and it is impossible that it could be otherwise. It has been 
shown by gentlemen on their own side of the debate to be the case, 
and the very hardships of which gentlemen have complained more than 
once daring the course of this debate are inflicted by the law unde 
which we are now operating. 

We are receiving very nearly a quarter of a million of*dollars on 
revenue not needed; and that is a sufiicient answer for the action of the 
committee, especially in view of the fact that that isa raw material in 
the manufacture of various other products. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this ques- 
tion for practical information: Will the reduction of duty on retined 
glycerine from 5 to 3 cents diminish the revenue? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The pone of this article on the free-list will 
diminish the cost of it, and that is the only thing to which am ad- 
dressing my remarks at the present time. When we reach that clause 
of the bill to which the gentleman’s question is applicable, then I will 
address myself to that. “If it does not reduce the revenue it gives a 
cheaper commodity to the people, and at the same time any of the re- 
ductions of the revenue which may follow legitimately from the result 
of cheapening the duties; and in view of the existing conditions of the 
Treasury, and of the manufacturing interests in this country, we be- 
lieve that the reduction proposed by the committee is right ‘and con- 
sistent in this regard. ‘The bill, taken as a whole, does very largely 
reduce the revenues, and that is a suflicient answer, I think. 

I now ask a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the pro forma amendment, and I desire to 
say that the mathematician or economist does not exist who can make 
anything like an accurate prediction as to the true answer to the ques- 
tion, W ill this bill increase or reduce the revenues ? 

The elements are not given upon which such a calc nlation can be 
based, because in many instances the reduction of duty is made in such 
a way as to invite immensely enhanced imports, which, with a lower 
rate of duty. will give an increased instead of a diminished revenue 

Now, there is no opportunity to allege that the duty proposed to be 
repealed is a prohibitory or an oppressiveone. We manufacture 9,000, - 
000 pounds of crude glycerine, and import 10,245,356 pounds, showing 
that we import between one-ninth and one-tenth more than the entire 
mount manufactured in this country. 

As has been shown by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], we 
have destroyed the usefulness of the slabs and dust that accumulate 
about saw-mills in the neighborhood of salt springs, and have prob- 
ably in some instances, if this bill should become law, closed up the 
salt works by destroying the production of free fuel for its manufacture. 
So now we are confronted with this proposition, which will bear like per- 
nicious fruits. Let ussee what are the ingredients of crude glycerine. 
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Here the hammer fell. | } ( t 
Mr. DALZELL. I t t ! 
permitted to continue for fi é \ 
The CHAIRMAN. Istl yn to tl 
sylvania proceeding for five minutes? , 
There was no objection. 3 ‘ ‘ 
Mr. KELLEY. Just as while we maintain by 1 ns of 
legislation the lumber trade in the salt regions Michigan a , ee ; 2 
where, we furnish, as I have intimated, in th« fuse slabs 1< . 
fuel for making salt and refining salt, hereby destroying the gly Sire ae ; 
manufacture. You propose to convert that which is the mat oe ; : 
for crude glycerine and then refined glycerine into off ea : a 
bly fatal nuisances, as the piles of slab and dust will bec ; ee 
neighborhood of saw-mills. You determine to make waste; ) 
grade in arts and productive power by reducing to waste t : 
science, capital, and energy have converted into commercial ae 3 s 
ties and utilized as sources of profitable employment to labor a , 
Just in proportion as the majority of this committee pu 
retrograde course they will reduce our country from its in : 
dependence and the positio ! t ni rf vi 
ing the largest « ip ty lor produ 1, with } indest 4 ‘ 
transportation, and the greatest power of consumption by its 
ing classes. The whole policy of this bill is to travel | . : 
barbarism by reducing from the elements of manufacture t t : 
that we now convert into utility of inestima alue. Yes; t ; 4 
test against striking this clause from the free-list can not be ma 
: the duty on crude glycerine is an embarrassment to free { ! 43 aot : 
} for. as I have said, we imported 1,245,356 pounds more in the | { i 
‘ yeal than we manufactured, though the duty was 2 « its pe 
z Why should that 2 cents be taken off? Why should we s 
: manutacturers of explosives, of an element in the preparation ¢ ‘ : " 
: ing tobacco, of an igrecient 1 I nal purposes, 1n an : 
: compounds by which fruits and meats are transported in safet 
‘ our continent, for color-making, for use in the n anufa ture of the tinest 
and firmest of our colors for textile 3, allthe coal-tar, colo and ‘ 7 . 
: that we will make waste of a material used profitably in all t , 
| ments of life? Why strive to reduce our country to colonial d Ps 
4 ence at a time when she is advancing far before next manu 
i ing nation of the world ? 
m | Here the hammer fell. ] 
5 The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment o d : 
* the gentleman from lilinois, suppo ing the pro forma amendm« t 
withdrawn 
The question having been put, the Chair was in doubt as to t 
lt. 
Mr. KELLEY. TI call fora divi L. 
The committee divided; and there were—aves 56, noes 59 ‘ , 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of the b ' 
The Clerk read as follows: 
, Fish-glue or isinglass. nee woe © 
3 Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the following amendment Soap st: 
g Page 3, strike out line 55 : sa hard ” 


Mr. BAYNE. I was about to make that motion. Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Cha 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iam glad I shall have the gentleman’s< era rard to crude gl ! { 
on. | tos y] 4 rt 
Mr. BAYNE. I knew, of course, this should be included with Almost an yt r M 
gelatine, and similar preparations; that they both came from thx MILLIN | has said 
ctory, and the only commentary I now have to make upon 
t was that glue, gelatine, and similar preparation 


i 


% sent lines 50 and 51, and that lines 52, 53, and 54 represent glycerine, e. the rer : from 1 vent ‘ 


is to ask how i 





3 crude, brown, and yellow. Then in line 55 we have fish-glue or isin Mr. KELLEY l to ernd ycering I ( 
glass. The only suggestion that want of juxtaposition makes to my | gentleman { ee [Mr. McMILEIN — 
mind i3 that the committee evidently did not understand at the time | isinglass. and gelatine. The arguments 1 
they prepared this bill that glue, gelatine, fish-glue, and isinglass all precisely sin t , ‘ 1 yan y 


came from the same factory, or they would not have interpolated | ipply to fish-g nd gelatin 


al hsn-gi an 




































































Yet the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and his col- 
leagues on the Ways and Means Committee will put fish-glue, isinglass, 
and gelatine on the dutiable list, while they put soap and glycerine on 
the free-list. 

The gentleman from Tennessee says that the substances used in th¢ 
manufacture of fish-glue and isinglass would not be used at all unless 
this duty is retained. The same is largely true of crude glycerine. 
For years in a large soap factory in my district it ran waste into the 
Chicago River. Now it is utilized, and the duty gives a motive to util- 
1Ze it 

The gentleman says the duty on fish-glue and isinglass is a moderate 
duty. So is the duty on crude glycerine and on plain soap. He 
claims that it is consistent in the Ways and Means Committee to re- 
tain a moderate duty on an article when there is some probability that 
the manufacture of that article will be maintained and increased. 

Then they ought to have retained the moderate duty on soap and 
crude glycerine, especially as they had determined to retain the duty 
on the caustic soda of which soap and crude glycerine are made. 

It is altogether useless for the gentleman from Tennessee to endeavor 
to justify the amendment which he himself has proposed striking fish, 
glue, isinglass, and gelatine from the free-list and at the same time to 
oppose either the amendment which I proposed a little while ago with 
regard to crude glycerine or the one which { now propose in regard to 
soap 

One thing further. In the existing law a distinction is made be- 
tween plain soaps, which may be reckoned among the necessaries of 
life, and toilet or fancy soaps, which are the luxuries of the rich and 
appertain to the toilets of the fashionable. 

In this bill all are included in one class and put on the free-list. In 
the existing law the provision reads as follows: 

Soaps, hard and soft, all which are not otherwise specially enumerated o 
provided for in this act, and castile soap 20 per cent. ad valorem, a 

Then comes another class, ‘‘ fancy, perfumed, and all descriptions 
of toilet soaps, 15 cents per pound.”’ 

But in this bill the luxuries and the necessaries all go together. 
They are all placed upon the free-list while the main material which 
is used in their manufacture is still kept on the dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. ADAMS. I moved, or intended to move, to strike out ‘‘ soaps.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

"sne Clerk read as follows: 

Sheep-dip. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like some gentleman to tell the commit- 
tee what ‘‘ sheep-dip ”’ is; and therefore I move to strike out this clause. 
I want to get precise information as to what the article is. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I can tell the gentleman what 
it 1s. 

Mr. KELLEY. Do you oppose my amendment ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I am opposed to the motion to 
strike out. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then the gentleman is in order to speak on the 
question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. It is a chemical preparation for 
the dipping or washing of sheep. The purpose of dipping them is to 
destroy parasites upon the skin, causing ‘‘scab,’’ and others which ad- 
here to the wool. This articleis one of the necessaries of a sheep ranch 
where large numbers of sheep are kept together. The most approved 
preparations are not made in this country. A considerable amount of 
it is imported, and the use of it isincreasing. In the list of the expenses 
of one of the large sheep ranches in Texas, on which five thousand sheep 
were kept, the expense for ‘‘sheep-dip’’ for one year was $150. It is 
essential to the health of large flocks, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania can not object to putting it on the free-list. 

Mr. DORSEY. What are the ingredients? 

Mr. MORSE, Itisa patent preparation. How does my colleague 
know the ingredients? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. The ingredients of ‘‘sheep-dip”’ 
are not known tome. It is a strongly concentrated preparation, com- 
paratively cheap, a great deal cheaper than any of the old-fashioned 
dips which were made by shepherds, It is mixed with about a hun- 
dred parts of water. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] in 
his speech referred to ‘‘sheep-dip’’ as a composition of tobacco, salt 
andsulphur. That was the composition of the dips which were formerly 
used, and are still made by small flock-masters, men who keep from 
fifty to onehundred sheep. But wherelarge numbers of sheep are kept, 
they have to be driven through a tank for the purpose of dipping them; 
and it is impossible to prepare suitable dips in the old-fashioned man- 
ner. Consequently, in the interest of the large ranches and the busi- 
ness of the production of wool, we should place sheep-dip on the free- 
list. There can not be the slightest objection to doing so. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, in moving to strike out this line, I 
had no special desire to see the motion agreed to, nor any hope, if such 
had been my desire, that we could do it. My object was to learn 
something about the constituents of ‘‘ sheep dip’’ and the mode of its 
manufacture, I have been informed that we get our ‘‘ sheep dip’’ 
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from a foreign ‘‘trust,’’ which consists of one man, the owner of a 
patent for its manufacture; and until American genius discovered a 
substitute for the foreign article, that ‘‘trust’’ furnished the supply 
of dip for our great flocks. 

Mr. RANDALL. It isa foreign patent which gentlemen propose to 
recognize in an American tariff 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. Now I have heard—some of my friends 
from Kentucky can probably tell me what is the fact—that a very 
worthy gentleman residing in Louisville or Covington, Ky., the pleas- 
ure of whose acquaintance I have had for some years, but whose name 
I can not recall at this moment, had discovered a process for removing 
nicotine from fine tobacco and has greatly improved the quality of our 
cigars and smoking tobacco by extracting the nicotine, and has, in doing 
this, absolutely established an American competitor with the European 
‘‘trust’’ in the matter of sheep dip. If this is so, of course he ought 
to be overthrown. ‘The foreign article must, of course, be a great deal 
better for American sheep than any which may be got from Kentucky. 
If I have been misinformed in this matter, 1 would be glad to hear a 
contradiction of the statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When the gentleman asserts that it is true, we 
will investigate the matter. Does he claim that itis true? As I un- 
derstand, he does not claim that he knows the man, or even his name. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; I do know the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not heard of any such “ trust,’’ nor has 
any other member of the committee. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr: McMILLIN. The gentleman will pardon me if I decline to 
yield at this moment. I suppose I would not exaggerate if I were to 
say there are thousands of preparations used for this purpose. Some 
parties make their own preparations; many of them, possibly most of 
them, do so. The gentleman on my left says that most of them do. 
The committee, while proposing to put wool on the free-list, thought 
that this, being a chemical product used extensively and necessarily 
by the owners of flocks, should also properly be placed on the free-list. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In the list prepared at the Treasury Department 
this preparation is called sheep-dip. Now it is really erysilic wash. 
It is, I understand, a patented article. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Doesnot the gentleman know there are very many 
different kinds of sheep-dip? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I merely wish to know whether this ‘‘sheep- 
dip’’ which gentlemen propose to put on the free-list covers all the 
preparations of sheep-dip, or does it merely admit free some particular 
foreign patented preparation ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that any commodity coming under the 
designation of ‘‘sheep-dip’’ would, under this clause, be admitted free; 
I should suppose so. There is no disposition on the part of the com- 
mittee to give an unequal advantage to any particular foreign article. 
The only object is to furnish as cheaply as possible to the owners of 
flocks whatever is necessary to their preservation. 

Mr. LODGE. In this valuable work prepared at the Treasury De- 
partment, of which I trust we shall soon all have a copy, I find sheep- 
dip described as ‘‘crysilic wash’’—nothing else. I understood the 
gentleman from Tennessee to say that the name covers a great many 
preparations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Istated that a number of different kinds of sheep- 
dip are used. This ismy information. Tobacco mingled with certain 
chemicals is extensively used for this purpose. There is no one com- 
modity exclusively used. That work is the work of the Treasury De- 
partment and 

Mr. LODGE. But I suppose is describes what is the dutiable arti- 
cle. It appears that the duty raised upon it amounted to last year 
$801.80. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

sy unanimous consent, formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the motion to strike out the last word, and 
I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. KELLEY] a question. I understood 
my colleague to say we are now manufacturing sheep-dip in this coun- 
try which answers the purpose very well, but before we got to manu- 
facturing it in this country we purchased from abroad because there 
seems to be one man who has an entire monopoly of this article if I un- 
derstood him correctly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; my authority is the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. BAYNE. He sustains that proposition, then. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Do you refer to me? 

Mr. KELLEY. You said the owners of small flocks, owners of few 
sheep, make their own wash. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Generally. 

Mr. KELLEY. But not so with owners of large ranges, who use 
the imported article. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. They use the imported dip. 

Mr. KELLEY. You could not tell the material, because it is pro- 
tected by a patent. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I did not say that; someone said 
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4 it was protects i by a patent I have seen several chemical combina M UCHANA It has t heen passed It is not! 
e tions. ‘They are not expensive. It is a great deal 1 rofitable t 1 t ul I " 
3 buy them than to make the dip for any large number of shee} ] et « x} tion upon the pre 
: Mr. KELLEY. Are those articles imported? ; 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I know of three of them which The CHAIRMAN. The Chait that d 
are imported. I have seen in use at least three. One has been n- | but will entertain t] ; 
tioned by one of the gentlemen on that side. There is anothe t I Mr. PARKER. I move to stt ‘ ie 
° ean not recall the name of it at this moment; I can not give the name nd other bark used for tanr 
ut the names are not des riptive. They are gen¢ rally u lon I t This, Mr. Cl rman. { * ‘ led 
a hundred parts of water, and they ¢ are exceedingly ¢ ynvenient for submitting that amendment | ne t 
‘Eve ry sheep m: in on this side and on that—and I know there are sh ep | is one of those singular but marl f 
men on that side as well as on this—will agree e they are used on ill sheep | those who control this billof taki re 
ranges and add greatly to the health of the flocks. } | ‘ 
Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say, with yor ur permission, now in an- e } 1 { 
swer tothe acting chairman of the committee and “‘o my friends in K Shay 
tucky, that a Mr. Robinson, of Kentucky, a cultivated and highly-bred eather-} t 

gentleman, spent nearly a long session here in endeavoring to secure < ext 
the passage of an act that would make free alcohol for use in the arts 1 Y d 

. that he might bring into favor his patent for improving tobacco, a by- ‘ W i ) 

product of which would be a sheep-dip superior to any known to the the poorer far \ 1 New 
shepherds of this country. insylvania. a n 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] was mistaken in saying | the competing bark sections, but that such iW 

: I did not know the man anc did not know his name. My memory for | making this extract free, while the milliona eat mak id 
names is singularly treacherous. This one has come back tome. His | dealers and the millionaire tanners would b efited by the propo 
name is a distin guished one in Kentucky, and the family name was | sition to make it fre¢ ore the duty was |} ut 

) applied to him. ul valorem; and what was the effect The last year—that du 

> He did not get the legislation he wanted, but I have had some let 1887—for that fiscal year the whole quantity of t cor 

> ters from him ‘thanking me for my efforts in his behalf. And when I | ported was valued at $51 only, and the duty derived { 1 it $10.20 

, was recently in Kentucky I grie ved to learn he was not there, because | Why? Because the duty was practically prohibi 
I heard from Mr. Harry Weissinger, of the great tobacco house in Louis- Now, in order to show the necessity for the protection 

. ville, and others that by his invention he had enhanced the price of | try I will read first the process of making th ; commodit 

“ Kentucky tobacco many per cent. and had at the same time given to Hemlock extract is the product obtained ‘ 

the flock-masters a better sheep-dip than any other, the chief e¢ ent | bark and reducing the liquor to about the consist isses by 

t of which was nicotine; which his process extracted from the les af. eed na eocere pS ST ee FO i} vn sp to 

So I did know what I was talking about, and did know whom I] , 4 fart] th on i ss 

was talking about. I was talking about that which I did know and Phen the further eee a ee wae 

. understand. A cord of bark,weighing 2,000 pounds, worth $1 to ¢ ene bret 
) Mr. BAYNE. I want now to occupy the balance of my time. Depending upon its distance from the market 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to make a personal explanation. I was | is peeled, dried, and hauled tothe factory, where it! 3 $ I nin 
8 ; merely calling attention to what the fact was, and had no other dispo- | *° 5 ee ; eae ; a. - 7 na acon 
. ¢ sition than to present the fact prope riv. While the gentleman from | , pt mark on th t is th lu f labor oe 

% Pennsylvania stated he heard there was a trust, as I understand it hedid si a ae Naa al alae . aD ia eh eee els / Bm 

a it not vouch for the existence of any such trust. I did not mean any re- ONE BD 5G SD See SAS Tee ene S lame ee, = tae 

cs flection on the gentleman from Pennsylvania at all. grom tanners and lumbermen int rested i n the lowering of t wy 

: [ Here the hammer fell. ] have sald to us in & memorial submit ed to Congr 

i j The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, formal amendments | ,, = en Tt yee — s . : a ee p 

f « will be withdrawn. larg st cctarantn tn © r mire. namely. el ad ier i ste at. ; 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. * ‘ : : ‘ 

a ig I wish to make one observation. If to put sheep-dip on the free-list respectfully ask to e it put on the free-list 

5 a benefits a trustin this country, it ought to be there in this bill, and ee ee — 

e ‘ it henefits a foreign trust, a fortiori, it ought to be there, because this bill hemlock extract 

7 seems to be in that direction for the benefit of the great monopolies owners of 1,500,004 s of Jand and f 

? and trusts in this country, and if it can not do it in this country it — = _ 

. reaches out to those in foreign countries. ont 500,000 5 d and te 23 t g 

i ‘ Mr. RAYNER. There is no foreign trust in it. I wish to say to orks, an lt employ 5,000 men part of the year 00 men all the 

“ a the gentleman I know all about it. a duct of North 

4 5 Mr. KELLEY. Goldsborough Robinson is the name of the Ken- - er] ae 

: 3 tacky gentleman to whom I have refe rred. Gentlemen from Kentucky hese forests and manufactories being in Canada, and they are used 

:_ : nust know him and his family and of his valuable discovery. ~ | for the benefit of Canadian produce: 3 and workmen. 

i 4 Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew the pro forma amendment for the pur- | __ '’ © tT told in the testimony take n belore tariff Com! on that 
pose of calling attention to the words uttered a few momentsago by the | “ey were then shipping a great deal of this bark extract from Canada. 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. mrt ig LIN], @ member of the Com- The question was asked 

- mittee on Ways and Means. He said, if I heard him corree tly, and I Q Det they ship it also in the form of gt l 
am satisfied I did, that the committee sem put wool upon the free ‘ S q a ; : a gio om ahaa th - = : ms ng td 
list, that they conceived they ought to put sheep-dip upon the free-list | very similar i appearance to molasses. They « 1 to get the strength of a 

d also. I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that the | ton of bark in an ordinary } oft i 

‘d duties upon sheep-dip amounted last year toabout $800, and the duties Another witness say 

“a upon wool re reached $6,390,054.73. Therefore the American f irmer gets Wawa tae @alensh woesten tn the Valted Stxtes 1 Seas tei Bane Dideinetan 

1- fe 6, 254.73 the worst of the bargain at the hands of the Commit ite e | and Canada a 

> 3 on Waysand Means. [Laughter and applause on the Republican si foshow you the quantity of bark used, I can remark that last year we peeled 

: £ I withdraw the pro forma amendment. " oe ng tee Sait coe a - ie name te a — Ki oa Se hid : 

- The Clerk read as follows: per pent in the United State :, mak ing 1 sn 060 aiden : Fae ae 2 scat 

7 j a. Se a = o cormined. . [ Here the } mmer fell. 7 - 

x apy oe wis 1 to move an amendment to line 61. Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
The CHAIRMAN. But that has been passed over. | tleman be extended 
Mr. PARKER. It was read, but the debate has been upon sheep- There was no objection 
= 7 dip, and there has been no opportunity to amend that line. Mr. PARKER. | irman. I wish now merely to emphasize the 
4 The C HAIR MAN. But it was open to amendment. position exhibited fact Hem! “4 ie aii 
i Mr. Bl CHANAN. The line was not more than half read when the | handled by small fa poore > country whe + 
™ 4 gentleman from | ennsylvania (Mr. K ELLEY } was on his feet and made | the men have hard rk get mone ssary cash ex- 
the amendment with reference to line 60. penses that come upon them. ‘They are s owners of the sm arms 
a The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will entertain the amendment. They can have their bark peeled at the proper season, and at t aeen cal 
¢é Mr. PARKER. I move to strike out line 61. the year when the: vy are not emp pjloved in milion wpa aan at ith r 
0- Mr. McMILLIN. What is the amendment? | crops they can go into the woods, | Dee Mice Ciath On the taomenien 
d 4 i aie mee gentleman moves to strike out line 61. | and by its sale obtain money to pay their taxes and to pay for the com- 
-McMILLIN. But that line has been passed over. modities that require payment in cash. I am ire this is not an in- 
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tel ‘ ne t t attracts either by 108 Magnitude 
the ittracted by s e of the reat industries n 
li ite the imagir n or touch the fancy; but I appeal 
t i t ; Or | ) i hewe and j ] au 
lal a i ts ol the country t it lie upon the borders of the eo { 
fore t} protection which is now allowed to them shall not be 
ta If the itlemen upon the other side of the House t 
t ( f tection which they | n in 
Line ‘ r eatt } | 1per oO ers \ ) r 
Lie i Lanada, the \ prov hat peen often 
lle 1 t t that ( ll I ts, m¢ 
oli 1 ) ti 1 He t ‘ ¢ I ol 
th y cone \] 
| | If the 1 will withd1 I nendm 

j i¢ 

i CiiAl VLA n I opp. tl é iment 

i I J [ j e to op] it by ad tin 
‘ d see to be the more los wa 

A PARKER [ will hdraw 1 ame! n 

M KELLEY lr \ me i I x tl eman 
chai bill to] what I have to sa: her this clause should 
be out n t, which I should be \ rry to 
mac I 1 1 th cy tle on Wi pet i 
when we get ne the id of t e-list Can .is to bea 1 
to provide trom her 1 ts our extract « | 1o0ck { e 1n tan! r 
and otl rpurp ce sii ild i | } t« ] § 
I do not that umac be put on the free-list. I y Ss one ol tho 
who placed it on the dutiable list, and maintained the duty when j 
we made that it should be put on the fr ist 

A good many years ago a distinguished gentleman from Virginia (M 
Ti cI d: ‘*I can not vindicate the maintenance of a dut ima 
logically in aecordance with my opinion, but I can app to m 








friend, who believesin thedoctrine of protection for protection’s sake, to 


1 


give to the poor old mammies and picaninnies of the hills of Virginia | 





( Ca lit the live or hundred thousand dollars that are 

d ed from their ¢ umac,’’ The sumac grows, it may be 
i jay on 1 and almost untaxed Jands, and the old 
colored ¥ d the young colored children at that time collected 





it all and brought it to cross-road stores in the sumac districts of those 
two States, from five to six hundred thousand dollars’ worth a year. 
The business has greatly increased. It is an immense source of income 

{that region of country; but you prop to strike 


down the production of extract of hemlock in favor of Canadian land 


to the poor people 


and forest owners. 

As the gentleman from the interior of New York [ Mr. PARKER] 
rightly told you, this industry is largely in the hands of the sma 
mers, the owners of bits of land on which hemlock treesare found. 
cut trees for winter fuel and the bark is sold to the neighboring stor 


kee} 





, who collect it for the currier, tanner, and manufacturer of 
eather. The two things,sumac and extract of hemlock,are allied in 
dustries. You should put them together on the dutiable or the fr 
list. Make the bill equitable. Remove the charge of sectionalism 
by letting the poor people of the wintery regions of the far north 

iis source of income as we have been allowing it to the mammies 
and picaninnies of Virginia and North Carolina to have sumac. Deal 
fairly with both sections of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion submitted by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike out line 61. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, except to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am not aware that any information has bee 








uy hed the Committee on Ways and Means upon this subject. The 
only information I have been able to secure is that furnished the Tarift 
Commission. 1 


I desire to send to the desk to have read (although it 
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He stated t rectly. Th portat | be 
the presen cally proh 0 ut t duty and 
fi the reg where their factories are already built and 
l been running for years, there will come in an amount which wi 
take the place of the whole sup} f bark produced in the Adirondac} 
ind e otl regio} that | e been mentioned. It is because th« 
| t duty is prohibitory that it should be kept unchanged, and it 
t] tisal to the class of poor men I have me 
‘ i was t 7 f { ind t Chair declarec 
iat the no lt 
Mr. FARQUHA lf ( 
he cor ee d lt é n i, 
t nend \ 
Che Clerk read fo 
I; é j 
on 
Mr. McMILULI corice-juic 
that the pul to on the duti List at re 
ef ier on 
HAIRMAN. Ift | 1, t it will 
l dt 
MI BU A \ ] «Lt 1 in this country ? n 
‘ the } ig 1 b I ) to ki t 
Mir. M LLIN lin this count \ part 
( t we use is p! l b part « from abroad 
tw eed t 
ine ¢ rs follo 
croton 
I seed a 
‘ ( 
oO 
‘lumina ] i m im i te of a lu 
minous cake id rystals 1 
fr. O NEILL, of Penns ni I mov » strike out 69, 70 
wie 
Mr. BLOUNT. Let them be reported, so that we may know what 
they are. 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 
Alumina lum, patentalum 1 substitut ly of alumin A, aT n 
inous cake, and alum in crystals or gro l 


Mr. O'NEILL, of 


ence I have had h 


rman, from the experi- 
in any way that does not 


uit the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, I rise with 





| some reluctance to offer this amendment; but I hope these lines will 


1 
} 


be struck out, upon the ground that in this country we are producing 
these articles to a great extent, and that the manufacture of them here 
can not be continued unless the present duty is retained. The meth- 
ods of making these articles are very expensive indeed. The machin- 
ery and the processes are costly, and our ability to compete with the 
foreign articles has been gained only after many trials. 

But now, sir, the American manufacturers have completed such ma- 
chinery and have developed such processes as they think will enable 
them to produce articles not merely equal, but superior to the foreign 
products, and they ask to have the duty remain as it is, because they 
have been at great expense in procuring machinery and bringing to per- 


| fection their methods of manufacture. I make this appeal to the com- 


mittee in behalf of what is not exactly an infant industry, but such ar 


industry as we ought to take care of if we desire to encourage our manu- 
factures. We are putting on the free-list a great many 





articles, man} 


| of which the friends of protection do not seek to have removed from 


| that list, but occasionally we come to some whic 


need not be printed in the RecorD) the passages I have marked touch- | 





j j showing how destructive it would be to place it on 

the list and how it will inure to the benefit of our Canadian friend 
rder. ‘This paper is from L. Crawford & Co., of Philadel 

pl 

[r. McMILLIN. Isimply want to say, in response to the remar] 

of th t] n from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY ] about the producers | 

of hemlock bark and the workers in the sumac industry, that the very 

{ ww under which we are now operating, the act of 1883, which was | 

engineered through the House by the distinguished gentleman from 

Pe lvania, has on the free-list both hemlock bark and sumac wood, 

dy It would seem, therefore, that the gentleman’s disposition in re- 

gard to these articles must have changed recently. 


t 
w, what is the question concerning the item under discussion? 
The present duty is only 20 per cent., and notwithstanding that fact 
I nported last year into the whole United States only $51 
worth of this article, the duty on which was $10.20. In view of this 
small amount of importation under a 20 per cent. duty, does any sane 
in believe that making this article free, as proposed by the committee 
will destroy the industry ? 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion to strike out. 
Mr. PARKER. I wish to answer directly the gentleman’s sti 
Mr, PARKER, vish to answer directly the gentleman’s question. 
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h ought to be stricken 
from it, and I hope this amendment will be agreed to, unless the ma 
iority of the Committee on Ways and Means can give some good re 





; . . oe 
son why this industry should be destroyed. 





I feel interested in this matter because in the locality from which ] 
come these things are manufactured largely. Indeed, many articles in 
the drug and chemical line are manufactured in the city of Philadel- 








| phia, and I have personal knowledge of the magnitude of those estab- 
I 


lishments and of the enormous outlay that has been incurred in build- 
ing them up and perfecting the methodsof manufacture. Ido not know 
what good reason there can be for striking down the industries which 
produce these articles here at home, and I therefore appeal to the com- 
mittee to strike out these lin 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on st 


cated. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I would like, for the information 








out the lines ind 


| of the committee, to state a few facts respecting the articles named 


this paragraph. In 1887 the amount imported into this country was 
198,419 tons; in the same year the quantity made here was 194,000 


tons; so that the importation and the home manufacture are about 
; } 


equal. The rate on alum in the existing tariff is six-tenths of a cen! 
per pound, and it is now proposed to put it on the free-list. The sam 
proposition is made in regard to sulphate of soda, 6n which the present 
duty is 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
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if the committee had been as familiar with the subject as circumstances have 
compelled me to be, they would have refrained from putting these products on 
the free-list 


he production of borax from the desert alkali lands of California, Nevada, 
j 


and Colorado has become quite an industry, and employs a good many peopl 

scattered all overthe country. Only inthe new States and Territories, however 
can the raw material be found. It seems desirable, therefore, to show as much 
favor as possible to this industry. Itis especially incumbent upon the Demo- 


cratic party 

But that is the least of the reasons why the business should not be meddled 
with. The history of the importation of borax into the United States, and of 
the various tariffs thereon, shows that legislation in favor of a single person or 
single house has been the constant rule since 1842, or at the latest since 1845. I 
had occasion to thoroughly examine and verify the accuracy of this statement, 
and in 1882 I earnestly urged on the members of the House Committee on Ways 
and Means whose attention I could get at least to do something for our own 
home industries, instead of building up the wealthy monopoly to which I have 
alluded, and which slyly procured legislation in its favor all these past years 
This combination had placed and kept boracie acid on the free-list, until in 
1882, when the tariff discussion revealed the game,and then only the inade- 
quate tariff of 4 cents was imposed. The last change procured was to have 
boracic acid put on the free-list. 

* * * * * ® * 

We had no relief until our borax producers began to compete with them. If 
this combination be permitted to do as it has been doing in the past since the 
tariff of 1882 it will destroy competition,and then go back to its old ways, our 
own producers will be ruined,and our consumers will then be worse off than 
under the present tariff. 

x * * te * 


W. 8S. ROSECRANS. 


Mr. MORROW. If necessary, Mr. Chairman, 1 will offer a formal 
amendment. The discovery of borax was first made in California in 
the year 1856. There was no production, however, of any consequence 
until the year 1865, when a few hundred tons were placed on the mar 
ket at about 25 cents per pound in San Francisco. At that time and 
for forty years previous an importing firm in New York, representing 
a prominent English house, controlled the market of this country, re- 
ceiving the supply either as refined borax or boracic acid, the latter be- 
ing the essential ingredient in the borax of commerce. 

It was not until 1872 that the production of borax on the Pacific coast 
was of sufficient magnitude to exert any influence upon the price in 
this country. Prior to that time the article ruled from 28 to 50 cents 


per pound. The production was about 1,000 tons in 1873 from the | 


States of California and Nevada. The tariff at that time was more 


than it is now, and encouraged our people who were engaged in explor- | 


ing for mines and minerals to search for borax deposits. 

In 1872 some important borax fields were discovered in the desert 
regions of California and Nevada from which borax was taken in con- 
siderable quantities. The result was, as I have just stated, that a large 
amount was placed on the market in 1873. This domestic product in- 
duced the foreign importer to come to Congress for a reduction of the 
tariff, in which he was successful; and in 1874 borate of lime, crude 
borax, and boracic acid were placed on the free-list. The effect of the 
removal of the duty was to discourage the producers, and the industry 
was accordingly restricted. 

It would probably have been abandoned had it not been that in 1883 
the matter was fully considered by Congress and the protective duty 
partially restored, as we find it in the present tariff. The act of 1883 
again gave encouragement to the producers, and the product has in- 
creased until some 5,000 tons of borax were placed on the market in 
1887, and the price last year in San Francisco for concentrated borax, 
a commercial grade, was less than 7 cents per pound, or a reduction of 
28 cents from 35 cents per pound when the domestic article entered the 
market in 1872. . 

But it must be remembered that at the time when the tariff of 1883 
went into effect the importer holding a monopoly of the foreign product 
imported an immense quantity of boracic acid. I believe the amount 
was 4,178,737 pounds, as I find it reported. This large importation 
was in anticipation of the action of Congress in placing borax on the 
dutiable list, and the effect has been such that the market has been 
carrying a iarge surplus ever since, or until quite recently. The do- 
mestic producer has been suffering from this unfortunate competition, 
designed as a means to secure his utter destruction. 

For the forty years prior to 1872, when the borax market was en- 
tirely in the hands of a foreign monopoly, the American consumers 
were never able to buy a pound of borax for less than 28 cents. The 
lessees of the Duke ce Lardrell, controlling the great Tuscany product, 
were able to fix the price to suit themselves. Boracic acid is nowhere 
found in a pure state in any quantity except at the koracic springs in 
Tuscany, owned by the titled gentleman just named. 

It is, however, manufactured from borate of lime, found in many 
parts of the worid, but especially in Asia Minor, where there is a deposit 
covering some 13,000 acres, or 20 square miles,and of remarkable rich- 
ness. It is well known that boracie acid produced at the springs in 
Tuscany and the borate of lime in Turkey are the result of very cheap 
labor. 

Formerly this article of boracic acid was admitted free of duty under 
the mistaken notion that it was a crude or unmanufactured product, 
and refined borax was taxed 10 cents per pound. Now, while it is true 
that boracic acid is converted by a chemical process into refined borax, 
it is by no means a crude article. It is in fact the product of labor, 
and cheap labor at that. With boracic acid on the free-list the foreign 
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importer will control the market more effectually than he could in an 
even competition with crude borax. There is no boracic acid produced 
in this country. 

We find the crude borax in the ground, and, as stated by my colleague 
{Mr. FELTON], its production is at a considerable disadvantage for the 


| reason that it is found largely in the desert regions. It requires expen- 


sive transportation to get it to market, and while perhaps that is not a 
sufficient reason for a protective duty, it is still an incident in the cost 
of production. The principal reason for retaining the present tariff is 


that it is the product of our own well-paid labor, that must find other 


employment if borax is placed on the free-list. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.MORROW. The real ground upon which this tariff should be 
continued, and why boracic acid and borax should not go upon the free- 
list, is the fact that we are employing the labor of this country at an 
advanced rate. We are paying more for our labor than is paid in Italy, 
Turkey, or elsewhere, and for that reason alone we think the industry 
is entitled to a continuation of the present rate of duty. 

Incidentally there is another feature of this industry which I pre- 
sume the gentleman from Kansas [|Mr. RYAN], who sits before me, 
knows something about, and that is, in one place at least, where this 
substance is found the producers employ the Indians in the borax 
fields. The employment of the Indians there has relieved the Govern- 
ment from maintaining that particular tribe or band of Indians, which 
would probably be required if the Indians had not this opportunity for 
employment. Now, if you will destroy this industry you must provide 


| for the support of these Indians at the Walker River Indian reservation 


in Nevada. Therefore, as a matter of economy in this direction, it would 
be well to encourage the industry, in order that the Indians may have 
suitable employment. 

The shadow of this bill, the prospect of its becoming a law, and the 
removal of the duty on borax, have already had a disastrous effect upon 
the borax industry in the United States; in one case at least it has con- 
tributed to the suspension of a large house in San Francisco, and threat- 
ens to destroy the business altogether in this country. 

Mr. RAYNER. What were our importations last year? 

Mr. MORROW. I believe I have not the figures at hand, but they 
were not very large, because, as I have said, in 1883 over 4,000,000 
pounds of boracic acid was imported in advance of the tariff going into 
effect, in order that the importer might have the advantage of the raise 
in the market, and that has affected the American market until quite 
recently. But it is very likely that the gentleman will find in the 
schedule which he holds in his handa report showing the amount of 
the importation of borax and boracic acid up to the present time. It is 
probable that the importation of boracic acid will be continued in com- 
petition with domestic borax, unless Congress is prepared to place still 
higher duties upon the acid and encourage the further development of 
the mineral resources of the United States in the article of borax. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another feature to which I wish to call atten- 
tion. The borax fields are located on lands designated in our land laws 


| as ‘‘mineral lands,’’ and the people who have taken up these fields 
| have done so in good faith, supposing that the industry had the friend- 


ship of the Government. They have gone on and expended their money, 
paying $2.50 an acre for the land; and the borax being a scattered prod- 
uct, they have found it necessary to take up quite a large quantity ot 
land otherwise worthless, for which they have paid the pric? for mineral 
land. Now, having made these purchases, I submit they had the right 
to suppose that the law would not be changed so as to destroy the value 
of their lands. 

It can not be too emphatically stated that the price of borax in all the 
markets of this country has been lower under the tariff of 1883 than was 
ever known before; that the supply has been constantly increasing and 
is now equal to the demand, thus insuring moderate prices to the con- 
sumer for many years to come, unless adverse legislation should cripple 
this new and important industry. Many an industry in this country 
has been warmed into life and built up by the fostering care of the Gov- 
ernment until it has attained strength and vigor to compete successfully 
with competition from any and every quarter, and has thus been the 
means of adding largely to the wealth of the country and the happiness 
of its people. 

When these borax producers shall have better and cheaper facilities by 
means of rail and other modes of conveyance to our leading marts, and 
are compelled to give all or nearly all of the output of their fields in 
exchange for freights, hauling by teams, and expensive supplies, it may 
then do possibly to talk of placing our borax deposits on an equai foot- 
ing with those worked by insufliciently paid labor, whether in Italy, 
Turkey, or elsewhere. 


The supply of borax materials, whether of boracic acid, borate of 


soda, borate of lime or tincal, outside of the United States lie almost 
wholly in the semi-civilized nations, none being found in any country 
of Europe, except Italy; consequently, in the working of these depos- 
its, we are brought in direct competition with the laborer of those coun- 
tries, whose position is often little better than a serf. The working of 
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our deposits where the grade of the material is low, compared with those | place, as a young industry with very large interests, it was too 
of Asia Minor and elsewhere, requires skilled and intelligent men and | and rash a step to take with reference to it 
the application of any new developments in science, no matter how ex M NUTTING The gentleman and | th ik exact y alike. | he 
pensive. To place our laborers by legislation in competition with the nlv fear I had was that this word + } ’ to includ tenn 
teeming hordes of Asia is not wise statesmanship. In my judgment | Tl are two sorts of 
there is not a single article upon the tariff-list to-day that so well jus ‘CKINR of A - | ae ner " 
tifies the tariff duty as these particular articles of boracic acid, refined ‘ we t - 
borax, and crude borax. t M 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] ; ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amend: oda-ash 61 ustic soda made from soda-: 
vill be considered as withdrawn, and the question will be put the — ents 
notion to strike out line 75 of the bill. 
The question was put; and the Chair being in doubt lit 5 Phe com e rose it : » mes 
called for. aA \ Wing tal At llr as Hpea 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 62. message from the Senat Mr. PLA ne 
Mr. MCKENNA. No quorum. that the Senate had passed a billand a joint reso 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California makes the point | UU in which the cor nee of the Hous 
of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 1 \ a . — }) providing for a bust of the late ¢ M 
California [Mr. MCKENNA] and the gentleman from Ten: Mr. a is \ te, to 1 t roo! the ‘ ( f 
McMILLIN. | the United 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, noes 50. oint.resolution (5. fe. J ting leave Lbse 
So the amendment was rejected. ons emproy* i n the service of t Unite LSt tes. 
The Clerk read as follows: the message aiso anno i that the Senat ud passed 
of the lowing title wit el me t n which the ) 
Copper, sulphate of, or blue vitriol. —s dire cot en a i 
Iron, sulphate of, or copperas. tl Hou ' eques 
Potash. crude, carbonate of, or fused and caustic potash A bill (Hi. R. 9345) making appropria 
Chlorate of potash and nitrate of potash, or saltpeter crude. Post-Office Devartment yt : <i me 
Sulphate of potash. a ge : ‘ 
Sulphate of soda, known as salt-cake, crude or refined, or niter-cak A bill (H. R. 10233) making appropriations 1 t ) ' t of 
refined, and Glauber’s salt A rriculture for the fiscal vear ending Jum ) I 
Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the following amendment poses 
Page 4, line $4, insert ‘‘ nitrite of soda.”’ TAI 
The amendment was agreed to. The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRIN : in th 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to offer the amendment which I send The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the nd: 
to the Clerk’s desk. the gentleman from New York [M EF JUHAI 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows The amendment was again r 
After the words ‘‘ nitrite of soda’’ insert ‘‘ hyperoxide of lead The amendment was rejected 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I have no remarks to make further than t! Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out lines83and 84 
The article is not manufactured in this country, and it is very material Mr. MCMILLIN. We have passed from those li: 
5 to the dyeing industry and all that class of work. The CHAIRMAN. The lines were read. and the gentl 1 from 
: Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out— Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] and the gentleman fi lennessee [M.. 
} The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment now pending The | MCMILLIN] rose at the same time to address the Chair, and the ¢ ir 
question is upon agreeing to the amendment submitted by tl nt] recognized the gentleman from Tennessee. The gentleman from Penn- 
3 man from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. sylvania, who rose to move to strike out these lines, was not t 
¥ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman states the | nized, so the Chair will recognize him now to make the mo 
2 article is not made in this country and offers it upon his own resp Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I make that m I ( l 
x sibility I have no objection to it. to what the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. B1 <INRII l 
j Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply say that if it is manufactured it must | getting information in regard to the schedule of drugs and « 


certainly be in very small quantities. It is a very material product. | If I had been consulted by the majority of the Committee on W 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would liketogive the sub- | and Means I could have advised them where to get informati 

ject more careful examination. Ithas never been brought before the | that subject. The manufacture of drugs and chemicals has he 

committee. Ifthe gentleman had brought it before the committee | ried on very largely for very many years in the locality wl 

we would have looked into it with a great deal of interest and care resent, and the perfection tl has been attained t in t nu- 





3 and under these conditions we would undoubtedly have accepted i facture of such articles is very great. I have 1 l to 
3 I would like to have an opportunity to look into the matter. I thin these lines } very large amounts of money |] been 
. the better course is to pass it for the present. those indu and the existing ta imply ubles the manufa 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas, to | ure » carry on the industri 
- % refresh his memory, that I did call his attention to it once befor In almost every instance the articles have been red 1 to t 
t : Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not question the staté est point of cost They are in competition with th 


} 
i 
o 





l vy ment of the gentleman, but the incident, if it occurred, has pa lout | of the same kind, and there can be no one see 
4 of my mind. articles upon the free-list except th pol Ido 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I merely mention it to refresh the gentleman’s | or not the Committee on Ways and } is | i 
5 recollection. who are erested in the American { fd d ¢ 
3 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to state in this con- | cals, but I do know, and I say Ln 
3 a nection that none of the provisions in this chemical schedule have been | that within the limits of the y in wl I ve the manuf $ 
1 } 1 ] 


i a agreed upon until after very careful conference with manufacturing \ an 
: & chemists. No gentleman on this floor on either side will pretend for a | cases where there h been tariff « sh to prote 
2 ; moment to be thoroughly and practically acquainted with the details | eign competit 


d . . . . ‘_~ . + - : get , , , , 
y 3 of this schedule. It is the most difficult of all the schedules in the in regard to the particular articles under consideration, I will say 
- 3 tariff list. I have not myself—and I think this has been the experi- | that those industries have been cherished there not y long, but 





y a ence of every member of the committee—ventured to take any step | carefully, and at very great outlay. They are articles which 
e until after careful conference with experts. Ido not like to depart | common use, al ts tl 
5 & from that rule. As long as we stand where we now stand I feel that | Now, I contend pon ee-li 

3 our position is safe on this list. which we can manufacture and do manufacture in this cour 
y 4 Mr. NUTTING. May I ask the gentleman a question ? such conditions, and I do hope that the committee w strike ¢ 
t 4 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. { lines. If any of the gentlemen of the committee desiri1 
1 Mr. NUTTING. I see you have just passed line 78, in which I find | on this general subject had let m« [ « l ha 


i . tHem if 
y a the words “‘caustic potash.’”? I want to know whether that would in- | communication with people who are entirely familiar with the wh 
- 4 clude soda ash? range of these subjects, the ple » | p the manufact 
; ; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It would not. We refused to uring establishme vho know cost of nu ring, the effé 


put soda ash on the free-list, although a very necessary article, very im- | of a fair duty upon the business, and the disastrous effects which would 


f : portant in many of the industries. We found soda ash in this country | result upon putting such articles on the free-list. 
t . was now being largely produced. There is a large amount of capital The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. O’ NEIL} 


; invested in it. It has only been produced with any degree of profit in | sylvania, and the Chair declared that the noes seemed to 1 
. the last five or six years. The rate of duty nowissmall. The ad va Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call for a di 
p i lorem equivalent is about 23 per cent. We consider that, in the first The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, noes 66. 


¥ 
f _ place, it could not now stand being put on the free-list; and, inthesecond | Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No quor 
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CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
t ( ld e t gentleman from Pennsylvania [{ Mr. 
oO’! nd the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. McMILLIN | to act 
| com tee divided: and thet rs reported ayes 41, noes 68 
O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think I must raise the question 
of ‘‘ no quorum I do not do this for the purpose of breaking up th 
1000 sion, Which must at all events close in a very few min- 
ut colleague | Mr. KELL who has left the Hall, would, I 
t to be | lon that qu on, and Ido not the matt 
} th j 1 1 an opportu 
| LBEE. Let I lar or 
CHAIRMA? Che 1 ilar o r is the taki th te on 
t ‘ ) Che tell vill resume their plac 
O ILL, of Pennsy ia Upon consultation with gentler 
] [ ! 1 to wit the point of no quorum 
CHAIRMAN. The yp aaa Thebes Gti ieeare 
1 en I { i 
( i ) 
I OUuSs ¢ ent tl { ( 
V ) vir ) h I wish to « I i ! 
to y ¢ 1 a n I rt t] 
‘ that 1 h tt ( 

N IN. I have declined similar request often that I 
do 1 how I can assent in this case, though I very much d ke to 
b et ( lige my friend from Ohi , 

FORAN lw yuld not make this req ut t but for t fact, as I] 
iat a gentleman came to my desk and was asking me a questi 
{ Clerk read the line. I think, under the circumstances, th 
un Tenne e ought not to offer objection to my request. 
CHAIRMAN A understands, objé ction is made. 
( k read a ( 
oil 1 ‘ 

I ORAN. Mr. Chairman, is objection made to my request? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihavedeclined to accede to every similar request. 
Mr. FORAN. It was through no negligence on my part that I lost 


opportunity to offer the amendment when the line was read. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that. 


Mr. FORAN. Well, if there are to be no courtesies here—if there 
is to bean iron rule—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would rather suffer an injury than have any 
gentleman suppose me capable of being discourteous. The gentleman 


can make his proposition, and if no one else objects, I shall not. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the amendment which the gentleman 
from Ohio desires to offer? 

Mr. FORAN. I move to strike out line 77, which reads: 

Iron, sulphate of, or copperas. 

M 
very few words. The manufacture of this product in the United States 
amounts to 22,000,000 pounds or about 11,000 tons per annum, aggre- 
gating, at $7 a ton, $77,000. Of this amount of copperas 40 per cent. 
is made in my district. There are people in my district who are com- 
pelled to make this copperas. The State laws of Ohio, sections 6921 
and 6924, imperatively compel the Rolling Mill Company of Cleveland, 


Ohio, to make copperas; in other words, that company, or any other | 


manufacturing establishment, is by law prevented from allowing any 
refuse matter to run into any stream, creek, or river. 

Copperas is made from sulphuric acid. When the law to which I 
have referred was passed, the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company de- 
signed to transport its sulphuric acid into a field somewhere, and in 
that way comply with the law. Thereupon, some of the employés of the 
company said, ‘‘If you give us this sulphuric acid, we will utilize it;’’ 


’ 


and it was given to them. About seventy-five men are employed in | 


making this copperas. The Cleveland Rolling Mill Company has no 
interest in the plant, and does not own a pound of the product. It is 
made by these sixty or seventy men. 


Now, the duty on copperas is $2aton. It can be landed on our sea- | 


board at $5 per ton. I1t can be made by our people for $7 a ton at the 
works. The duty yielded only $240 last year. If you take off this 
duty you do not affect the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company, but you 
do affect these sixty or seventy workingmen employed in this industry, 


because the Cleveland Rolling Mill will be compelled to make this cop- | 


peras; they must do it; and if they can not compete with the foreign 
manufacture the difference comes off the laborer, and will amount to 
50 cents a day. 

There being only $77,000 worth of this product made in this coun- 
try, it being all made by laboring men, the product being theirs, the 
margin being theirs, the profit being theirs, and as the removal of the 
duty would affect nobody and injure nobody except these working- 
men who are now making this copperas, I submit in all candor and 
sincerity that my amendment ought to be agreed to. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
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The question recurred on Mr. FORAN’sS amendment. 
Mr. FORAN asked for a division. 
rhe committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 53. 
Mr. FORAN. No quorum. 
fhe CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. FORAN aste 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 27, 
10eS }, 
‘Ta ORA ) 
Mr. M LILLE 11 e 7 1 committee do now rise 
The n ed 1 
Tl co ttee ac rdin yi ind Mr. DocKERY havi | 
the chair as Speaker pro ¢ , Mr. SPRINGER reported that > ( 
mitt »f the Whole House o1 st of the Union, having had und 
considerati the tariff bill, had to no resolution thereon. 
I RIATION BILI 
On m ‘ M BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Post-Office appropriation bill were ordered 
to be numbered, printed, and ed to the Committee on the P 
( ] Re 
oO i } rd th 
; ) 
ider the rule bills ¢ I tit] 1 
d referred as indicated belo 
By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. I f he 1 fo ( A 
¢ o the Committee on ; 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 10507) grantinga] mto J [. I 
Committee on Invalid Pe 
iy Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H 8) for tl fof the he 
Rk. W. Jemiso dec i—to 1 imittee on Ciau 
By Mr. BOWDEN \ bill (H. R. 10509) for th jiel i } 
N l to the Committee on W Ula 
By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 10510) for the relief of George W 
Hansard to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10511) for the relief of William 
[ack—to the Committee on ulid Pensions. 





N. H. } 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10512) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lizzie Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10513) to increase the pension « 
John B. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10514) for the relief of Thomas Lan 
nigan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10515) to increase the pensio: 
to William Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10516) increasing the pension of Edward William- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 10517) for the relief of A. J. 


| Fordham—to the Committee on War Claims. 


[r, Chairman, all I desire to say on this question may be said in a | 








Also, a bill (H. R. 10518) to increase the pension of Phillip Wiggi 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10519) tofix the salary of th: 
disbursing clerk in the War Department—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10520) to pay to Sarah E. Hall $100 bounty—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Ls 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Memorial of the yearly meeting of Friends 
of New York City, relative to the sale and importation of intoxicating 
spirits in Africa—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Alfred Jones and others, and of J. C. 
Hirsch and others, of the Twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, relative 
to the duty on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitionof Mary J. Mills, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of William Lackie, John L. Downes, and 
23 others, citizens of Jefferson County, Missouri, forthe passage of the 
tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of E. G. W. Hall, of Caleb O. Moberly, 
administrator of Jabez Dooley; of Thomas A. Jones, of Matilda M. 
Chiles, administratrix of William Chiles; of Harriet A. Penny, of Jo- 
seph Price, of Benjamin J. Taylor, of Mary H. Key, of Susan R. Slye, 
of R. D. P. Ratliffe, of Benedict L. Higdon, of Thomas Higdon, of Dan- 
iel T. Morgan, of Berry Rennoe, of Marcellus Thompson, of George T. 
Hitchens, of Louis C. Combs, of Mary T. Davis, of Frank P. Hamiiton. 
of William F. Brawner, of H. Clagett Page, of Elizabeth S. Bowie, ot 
Mary S. Dement, of Juliana E. Brawner, of Fannie M. Stone, and o! 


| Thomas Loker, of Maryland, for reference of their claims to the Court 
| of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Francis Williams, of William Vernon, 
of Joseph C. Williams, of Matthew Underwood, and of Nathaniel Porter, 
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y San Francisco, nd put it upon its passa 
; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Regular order. 
4 heaiadene : : 
Mr. MORROW. I hope the ntleman will permit th 
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" quests for unani ynsent. 
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Mr. RYAN. Does that require a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, but a majority only. Formerly the 
rule required a two-thirds vote, but that was changed by the Forty- 
ninth Congress, 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 50. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
has voted, merely for the sake of having tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. LANHAM were appointed tellers. 

The Honse again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 67. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The attendance is so thin this morning that I 
must insist, for the present, at least, on the point of no quorum, in order 
to test the sense of the House, which can be done readily by waiting for 
a few minutes until other members are in their seats. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will retain their places. 





REPRINT OF 
Pending the count by tellers, 
On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to have reprinted bills of the following titles, namely: 
A bill (S. 905) to incorporate’ the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway Company; and 


BILLS. 


I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that no quorum | 
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by unanimous consent pass a few small local bills while this count is 





going on? 

The SPEAKER. 
sent. 

Mr. NELSON. Up in my district they are very anxious to build a 
railroad through a little reservation 20 miles across. They are all 
ready to go to work. In view of that fact I now ask unanimous con- 
sent to consider the bill I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill now sent to the Clerk’s desk. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection to the read- 
ing of the bill; but consent is not given for the purpose of consideration. 

Several MEMBERS demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and we will pro- 
ceed with the count. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 72. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not proceed any further in demanding 
a quorum, but give notice that to-morrow morning I shall call up the 


The House can do anything by unanimous con- 


| Army appropriation biil. 


A bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele- | 


vator, and Railway Company. 
REFERENCE OF PRIVATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House to the fact that twenty-two private bills have been placed 
in the petition-box, under the rule of the House, without the name of 
any member upon them and without any indorsement indicating the 
committee to which they should go. The Clerk is of course unable to 
make any disposition of them. Gentlemen who have introduced bills 
can examine them at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. If they are not identified and referred, no action 
can be taken upon them. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing whatever can be done with them. 

Mr. BREWER. I will suggest that the titles be printed in the 
RECORD, so that gentlemen can see what the bills are. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the titles of these bills 
will be printed in the REcORD to-morrow morning, so that members 
can see what the bills are. 

They are as follows: 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel K. Sawyer, deceased; 

A bill for the removal of charge of desertion from record of John Ryan, 
Company H, Fortieth New York Volunteers; 

A bill granting to the Montezuma Canal Company the privilege of 
constructing a reservoir on certain public lands in Arizona, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles N. Lapham; 

A bill to place the name of Edwin L. Drake on the pension-roll; 


The Chair desires to call the attention of members | ; 
| not been dispensed with. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considerirg bills 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Pending that I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the morning hour has 


Mr. TAULBEE. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I now ask unanimous consent that members hav- 
ing reports to file may be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present a memorial from the American 
Medical Association in connection with a resolution requesting certain 
action. I ask that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which prevents 
the Chair from entertaining requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private 
Calendar. 

The question having been put, the Chair was in doubt as to the re- 


| sult. 


A bill granting a pension to Rose Goodwill, mother of Alexander | 
Goodwill, Company G, Eighteenth Regiment United States Volunteer 


Infantry; 
A bill granting a pension to Susan West, widow of Michael C. West, 
Company D, Eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
bill granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 
bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew Casey; 
bill for the relief of T. F. Riley; 
bill for the relief of Frederick Ford; 
bill for the relief of Willis N. Arnold; 
bill granting a pension to Carolina Thompson; 
bill granting a pension to Frederick P. Hardy; 
bill granting a pension to Martin Haas; 
bill granting a pension to Augustus G, Wyeth; 
bill granting a pension to James M. Page; 
bill granting a pension to William B. Bishop; 
bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey to Anson 
Rudd, of the State of Colorado, certain real estate in the county of Fre- 
mont, in said State; 
A bill granting a pension to Christian Kembeck; 
A bill granting a pension to Thomas B. Arnold; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines; and 
A bill for the relief of Napoleon B, Giddings. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places and continue 
the count. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
to come in I shall be content if the yeas and nays are called. 

The SPEAKER. If the yeas and nays are ordered and show no 
quorum present, and are entered on the Journal, it will break up the 
business for the day. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us go on with the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] that by insisting upon the point of no quorum he 
is delaying the business of the House. 

Mr. NELSON, I rise to ask a parliamentary question. 


Can we not 


In order that we may have time for members | 


Mr. LANHAM. I call for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 63, noes 14. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McCrREARY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk will report the first bill. 

ELLEN P. MALLOY. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, the sum of $700. 


With the following amendment: 

After the word “dollars” insert “in full for all demands against the United 
States,”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6348) 
for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P, Malloy, reported as follows: 

This claim was presented to the Forty-ninth Congress, and a report was made 
in regard to it by the Committee on War Claims. As the examination by your 
committee has let them to the same results with those arrived at by the com- 
mittee of the orty-ninth Congress, they do not think it necessary to recapitu- 
late the facts, but refer to that report,and herewith annex a copy for informa- 
tion. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and recommend that the 
bill referred to them do pass. 

[House Report No. 3037, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ecighth Congress, not being 
fully and clearly advised of all the facts in the case, referred it to the Court of 
Claims for a finding of the facts under the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in 
the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” approved 
March 3, 1883. 

Said claim has been returned by said Court of Claims with the following find- 
ings of fact, filed June 7, 1886, which findings have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims of the present Congress, to wit: 


Congressional Case No. 108. Mrs. E. P. Malloy vs. 
The United States. 
“FINDINGS OF FACT, FILED JUNE 7, 1886. 

“The claim in the above-entitled suit having been transmitted to this court by 
the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, on the 22d day 
of May, 1884, and the Attorney-General having appeared for the defendants, 
and the suit having been brought toa hearing on the 22d day of April, 1886, the 
court, upon the proofs and evidence, and after hearing Gilbert Moyers, esq., of 


“In the Court of Claims. 
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sh | over, retaining its place on the Calendar. Is there ob- 
yer l j Ch hears none, and it is so ordered 

Mir PRINGER., Now, I give notice that I shall obje to any 
I » more than one bill until every other member of the 
Committee of the Whole has had an opportunity to call up a bill. 

PEREZ DICKINSON 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9872, 
Forty-ninth Congre for the relief of Perez Dickinson ing part 
ner of Cowan & Dickinson. 

Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. HOUK asked for the consideration of the 


bill 
Mr. M 


CMILLIN. Inasmuch as there is on the Speaker’s table aSen- 
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| taken by the soldiers to fill their bunks; 
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parties to whom such cotton may have belonged, the amount taken from each 
party, their loyalty, and give proper vouchers therefor, according to the loyalty 
‘ h 

iwiier-General Tillson will re: r such assistance as may be in his power 
t r ef qnuartermast to « le hi 1 to carry out this order 

( m of Cac ol d, 

HENRY CUSTISS, 
A, A. G. 
( J. H. Dicktson 
Chief Quartermaster, Department of the O} 

At the same time,and in pursuance of said order, a military commission was 
organized, with General John Williams president and Capt. N.G. Franklin re- 
corder, to ascertain the ownership of the cotton and the loyalty of the claim- 

ts. After hearing, the commission made the following report: 

“The military commission on claims, to whom the claims for cotton taken for 
the use of the fortifications of Knoxville, Tenn., were referred, respectfully re- 


port that they have examined the account of Cowan & Dickinson for cotton thus 


that they are satisfied that the number of bales as specified (256) were 
taken from them. The average marketable weight of same was 501 pounds; 
that James H.Cowan and Perez Dickinson, composing the firm of Cowan & 
Dickinson, always have been, and are, consistent and strictly loyal citizens of 
the United States Government; that the said Cowan & Dickinson are entitled 
to payment for the cotton thus taken from them, 


taken; 


“JOHN WILLIAMS. 
“N. G. FRANKLIN 
“OCuplain and Recorder Claim Commission. 
‘Official 
“LL. A. GRAUTZ, 
** Major and A, A, A. General,” 
rv. 

The cotton was taken by General Burnside November 25, 1863, but the order of 
General Schofield to gather it up from the fortifications was not issued until F« 
Nearly four months elapsed from the first taking before this order 
was fully executed, The waste in the meanwhile was found tobelarge. Of the 
313 bales originally taken from all the citizens, only 218 bales were saved. What 
became of the 95 bales of deficiency does not definitely appear. Some had been 
some used to calk pontoons; some lost 


by pillage, and much worn out and used up in the work. Of the 218 bales re- 


| covered, 40 were used by the medical department, 158, stored by the quarter- 


ate bill similar in purport to this House bill, and appropriating, as I 
am informed, the same amount, I ask consent that the Senate bill be 
considered in lieu of the one of which the title has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be noobjection that will be done. The 
Chair hears no objection. The Clerk will read the Senate bill. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late firm 
of Cowan & Dickinson. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and directed to pay to Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late 
firm of Cowan & Dickinson, of Knoxville, Tenn., out of any money in the | 
Tre iry not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $96,192, being the amount 
found duc m by the Court of Claims for 256 bales of cotton taken by General 
Burnside and used in the construction of furtifications about Knoxville, in No- 
ver I ; 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) accompanying the House 
bill was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 6316) for 
the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, report 
as follows: 


| 


rhe Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, not being fully 
and clearly advised of all the facts in the case, referred it to the Court of ¢ 
for a finding of facts under the provisions of the act of March 


laims 
}, 1883, known as 


master near the railroad depot awaiting shipment, were accidentally set on fire 
by boys playing in its vicinity, and all, with the exception of about 20 bales,con- 
sumed. Twenty bales were shipped to the chief quartermaster at Louisville. 
What became of the other 20 bales does not appear, nor does it appear from 


| which one of the citizens the cotton lost, burned, sold, or used had been origi- 


the *‘ Bowman act 

said claim has been returned by said Court of Claims with the following find- 
ings of facts, to wit 
In the Court of Claims. Congressional case No. 357. Perez Dickinson, sur- 

viving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, vs. The United States. 
FINDING OF FACTS, FILED APRIL 5, 1886, 

This case, involving a ‘‘ claim for supplies or stores taken or furnished to the 
military forces of the United States for their use during the Jate war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion,’’ was referred to this court Mareh 3, 1885, by the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, under the provisions of 
the Bowman act (22 Stat., 485). 

QUESTION OF LOYALTY. 

The court, on a preliminary inquiry (both parties being represented by coun- 
Re found from the evidence that the claimant and his deceased partner were 
loyal to the Government of the United States throughout said war. 

FINDINGS OF FACTS, 

Subsequently, the case having been heard upon its merits, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, by his assistants, appearing ‘for the defense and protection of the interests 
of the United States,’ the court, from the evidence, finds the facts to be as fol 
lows 


I. 


The claimant and his deceased partner, James H. Cowan, resided during the 
warin Knoxville, Tenn,. and carried on a large business as merchants under the 
firm name of Cowan & Dickinson, 

IL. 


About the Ist of September, 1863, Knoxville was occupied by United States 
forces under the command of Maj. Gen. A. E. Burnside. 

In November following a Confederate army under the command of Genera! 
Longstreet was on a march to attack it. 

A large amount of military stores had in the mean while been deposited there, 
but no sufficient fortifications had as yet been constructed. 

In this emergency General Burnside took from the warehouse of the claim- 
ants 256 bales of cotton belonging to the claimants to be used in works of de- 
fense. He delivered to James Cowan, one of the members of said firm, the fol- 
lowing receipt: 

Received, Knoxville, Tenn., November %, 1863, of James H. Cowan, 256 bales 
of cotton, for use on fortifications, the correctness of the above estimate of num- 
ber of bales subject to the approval of Brig. Gen.S. P. Carter and Capt. 
——, provost-marshal, Second Division, Ninth Army Corps. 

“A. E, BURNSIDE, 
“ Major-General, Commanding.” 
or Provyost-MARSHAL-GENERAL OF East TENNESSEE, 
Knoxville, December 19, 1864. 

The within receipt of Major-General Burnside, given in the name of ‘‘ James 
H. Cowan,” is understood to be for cotton taken in November, 1863, from the 
firm of ‘*‘Cowan & Dickinson,” of this place, and is approved. 

S. P. CARTER, 


»st- Marshal-General of East Tennessee. 
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Brigadier-General and Prov 


He also took for the same purpose from other citizens small amounts of cotton, 


making in all about 57 bales. 
TIT. 


The cotton so taken was effectively used for the defense of the city. 

After the repulse of the enemy the claimants applied to General Schofield, 
who had succeeded General Burnside in command, for the return of their cotton. 
But instead of returning it, it was disposed of, as appears in Finding IV, under 
the following order: 

[Special Order No. 57.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE ONTO, 
Knoxville, February 26, 1864. 
. The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to collect 
all cotton that has been used in the construction of the fortification and for other 
purposes in the vicinity of Knoxville, not absolutely necessary for the public 
service, and ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the chief quarter- 
master there, to be disposed of for the benefit of the Government, according to 
existing regulations. He will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the 


5 8 ¢ *¢ 


nally taken. 

The two hundred and fifty-six bales of cotton furnished by or taken from the 
claimants were never returned to them, nor any part thereof; nor have they 
ever received any compensation therefor. 

The bales would average 501 pounds each. The market value of the cotton at 
that time and place was 75 cents a pound, amounting to $96,192. 

By the court. 

4 true transcript of record. 

Test: This 6th day of April, A. D. 1 

JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 

The committee report back the bill and recommend its passage with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out the word ‘‘Coman’”’ wherever it appears in 
the bill and insert in lieu thereof ‘* Cowan.” 


Mr. HOUK. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Are there not amendments to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereport which has been read is the report ac- 


| companying the House bill, and the amendments proposed are to that 


| 


bill, not to this Senate bill. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I am not sure that I caught cor- 
rectly the amount proposed to be appropriated by this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the amount is 
$96,192. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. From the reading of this report it seems to me 
that the questions of fact are not very definitely or clearly found. It 
does not appear what became of this cotton or of particular portions of 
it. It appears that a portion was burned by some accident in which 
some boys were concerned. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
of the Government. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. This case, so far as a portion of the cotton is 
concerned, appears to be very much like a case we had before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at a former stage of the session, in regard to cotton 
burned at Savannah- 

Mr. HOUK. Mobile. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Or at Mobile, the cotton in that case having 
been burned by accidental fire while in the custody of the United 
States and before it could be shipped to New York, which I think was 
intended to be its destination, under the arrangements then made for 
the disposition of captured or abandoned cotton. 

I do not wish to arrest the progress of the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar to-day, as I know there are a large number of claims 
which do not require prolonged debate, and which gentlemen are anx- 
ious to have passed. I think that under the circumstances this case 
ought to go over until we can have an opportunity to examine more 
carefully the matters of fact reported by the Court of Claims, and un- 
til the case can be considered in a full House. 

Mr. HOUK. This case has been pending for over twenty years, 
passing one House and failing in the other. There never was a juster 
case, and I hope the gentleman will not object, but will allow it to be 
passed, 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I propose to consider bills and 
pass upon them on their merits, and to take no notice of any action of 
former Congresses in eithef branch. We know in the pressure of busi- 


It was burned in a warehouse in charge 
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ness a gre $s pass through w imperie 
without ac inio ition as to tneir me : 

The point a large portion 
cerned is, tl the ne footing « 
presented by 1 Mississippi {| Mr. H 
destruction of } lt there can be a < é 
e between that ) lb presented. l 
a Mr. HOU] re isa netion, which I will pres 
: oo 
es tleman will allow me. 
a Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly. 
Mr. HOUK. It isin evidence that they went to this man 
rowed this cotton to make breastworks with, promising to re 
but they never did return it. It was rece ipted for, that it w 
for the purpose of constructing breastworks for the defen 
ville. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. The commanding o \ 
in this case—— 
Mr. HOUK. The com ro I » receipt f 
which was taken. ) 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Thecommanding officer, according to tl f 
in this case, took this property for military purposes, and aa 
ceipt to the owner that he had received it. T! s the who , . D 
tion. Itdoes not show whether the Government should a : 
or not, or whether the claimant was a loyal person o1 ig 
the legal rights of the owner. ae 
Mr. HOUK. If the gentleman will allow n I will sa , 
are many persons on this floor who will corroborate th 
testimony in this case that this man was a loyal man, as lo 0 
ham Lincoln himself. e 
Mr. BUCKALEW. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, tha a ee 2 
nothing more than an ordinary case of an appropriation of } me ! ‘ ‘ u 
within the theater of war. Here were actual breastwork eae 
federate forces were advance iwainst Knoxville ind t S$ col ; : 
taken and used for the purpose of military defense in time ¢ ' 
The country where the cotton was taken was both in tl ; 
a theater of war. . 
If we are to pay this claim we will pay for cotton incide ; : ; 
; stroyed when in possession of the United States author 1 y i ‘ \ ? 
4 will also pay for cotton used in actual conflict between the respective : 
: armies. If this bill should pass. both those propositions are involved, | © pel ng ; | 
a and as we are considering these bills by unanimous consent |] putt | 
4 sist that this bill shall go over for the present. : } 0 nee ee 
+ Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will allow me to make a state: f ’ 5° ve 7 » wt bi I 
3 I think he will withdraw his objection. It is not like any other cas r pera. er ; ca 
5 and I believe the gentleman himself voted for it in the Forty-first ¢ aa A AL UHC | mm t 
; gress. The military authorities at Knoxville took this cotton for br ( es len and t 
5 works to be used in defense of that city. Iwas there myself. My co are te t = prope »G rata 
mand was outside and I was inside. As the report shows, the eee ties taggin: b B d t > 
to the owner of this cotton and asked that it should be given fo vier : , — oe a : l 
purpose of making breastworks, promising that it would be retu ; sed O S i 
but it was never returned to him. In fact, they did not ret eee ’ 
him, but shipped it North, saying to him that he would get the bene- | * PIP'™’Y @ 
fit of it. They did not return it to the owner, but shipped it, and some ‘m 4 ‘ i 
ot it was destroyed. Ww * 
In the Forty-tirst Congres 3 the bill was passed by both Houses. The tp) ( ! I i o KnO l 
yyal man in the of 


gentleman himself, according to my recollection, voted for it on th cs : s ; a ; ; 3 ; 
floor of the Senate. The last night of the session, when the bill was ai a nots , ’ ; ? 


about being signed by the President, Secretary Fish, because of the | ‘7 !S‘ a 1 

matters growing out of the Geneva award, suggested to the President ar, Ee S 

in my presence that he would rather the President would not sign it, Mr. BUCKAI 

as it would complicate matters. If it had not been for that suggestion Court of ' “~ yt ” ; | ] 

on the part of the Secretary it would have become a law. : Mr - a a ao a ; 
General Hurlbut came over to see me, and said there was a hitch | "©'® 19 4° = ear ee 

about signing the bill, and I went over to the Senate with him. The | @' *70*‘!*6, 4enn., Ha oer “eee 1 

President was familiar with the case. He knew Mr. Dickinson. He | tt pom is is known histor ee! 

had staid in his house when in Knoxville. He wanted to sign the | P ~ oe . ; 7 oa ae 

bill, but was persuaded not to do it because at the time, as Secretary | | , ae aes oe re ve ; © +] : | . 


Fish said, it might complicate matters in reference to English claims iyi 
under the Geneva award. The Secretary said to the President, ‘1 Saad ae 


would rather you would not sign it.’’ Ifit had not been for that su ae , ; ' ; 
gestion it would have become a law in the Forty-first Congress DOLE PUR’ Where an —- f 

If the gentleman will examine the record I think he wili find tha See ve eee _ agg 
he himself voted for it. the rapid approa mof thes s 2 


Mr. SPINOLA. Read General Burnside’s receipt. wheosnage~" Sedov 
Mr. BUTLER. I call the particular attention of the gentleman from 









Pennsylvania to this, as appears in the findings of the Court of Claims: | ©°2@!"0". pias 
After the repulse of the enemy— , anger, aD : ac 
, . . ‘ . ] CO Oo 
And I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will please give mé¢ = , Ss 
his attention for a moment— 
After the repulse of the enemy, the claimants applied to General § field . 
who had succeeded General Burnside in command, for the return of his ) , 
ton. But instead of returning it, it was disposed of as appears in Finding VI odd u ing t 
under the following or ty } ‘ , 
Sper al Orders, No. 57. . . 
, line tl I 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE Ontt0 ( return ; ! 
Knoxville, February 26, 1564 : eee 0 return ) I 
“5, * * * The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to eol- | OF Which the en deprived, but pay o th : 
lect all cotton that has been used in the construction of fortification and for other ' the propert 
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It seems to me that the patriotism which, as is well known, charac 
terized this man, Perez Dickinson—and let me say here that heis not 


a constituent of mine; I live a very great distance from him—I say, in 
view of that patriotism, by reason of which he was entirely willing that 








the Government should have the use of t} $ property, which was prom- 
ised to be returned to him, but which, when the danger was over and 


he made application for it, was refused him, there can be no just ground 
for refusing to pay him for the loss, 

But instead of giving him the cotton, as demanded, the Government 

iid, ‘‘ We will keep the cotton; we will convert it to a different use 
from that originally intended;’’ and the Government kept it, and it 
was converted, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But for what? 

Mr. MestlLLIN. I will read the order under which it was done. 
Although this is reiteration, it is well for the facts in this case to be 
known, and [ will be pardoned for reading what has been read by my 
colleague from Tennessee. Here is the receipt: 


@ 


Received, Knoxville, Tenn., November 25, 1863, of James H. Cowan— 


He was the partner of the claimant now living— 


two Lundred and fifty-six bales of cotton, for use on fortifications, the correct- 
ness of the above estimate of number of bales subject to the approval of Brig. 
Gen, S. P. Carter and Capt. —— , provost-marshal, Second Division, 


Ninth Army Corps 
A. E. BURNSIDE, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
Now, the finding of the court said: After the repulse of the enemy 
nts applied to General Schofield, who had succeeded General 
Burnside in cominand, for the return of their cotton; asking nothing 
for its use; asking no damage for wear and tear or for the detriment it 
might have suifered by exposure. Instead of returning it, it was dis- 
posed of, as appears in Finding LV, under the following order: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OHIO, 
Knoxville, February 26, 1864. 
The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to collect 
all cotton that has been used in the construction of fortification, and for other 
purposes, in the vicinity of Knoxville, not absolutely necessary for the public 
service, and ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the chief quarter- 
master, there to be disposed of for the benefit of the Government, according to 
existing regulations. He will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the par- 
ties to whom such cotton may have belonged, the amount taken from each 
party, their loyalty, and give the proper vouchers therefor, according to the 


lovaity of each 


* * * 


irigadier-General Tillson will render such assistance as may be in his power 
to the chief quartermaster to enable him to carry out this order. 

By command of Major-General Schofield, 

HENRY CUSTISS, 
Assistant Adjutant-Gencral. 
Capt. J. H. Dickson, 
Chief Quartermaster, Department of the Ohio. 

Finding his loyalty unquestioned, the voucher was given to this 
party. Now, instead of returning this property to Messrs. Dickinson 
and Cowan, the Government kept it under this order, stated what it 
would do, and gave the voucher. The only question here is, whether 
under all the circumstances the Government can afford to refuse to pay 
the claim. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will you read the second voucher, 
the voucher given when the property was sold? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will read it. Do you want to ascertain as to 
the loyalty of these parties ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No; I do not care about that. You 
have read a voucher that this cotton was taken and used for breast- 
works. Iunderstand that. Now, ifany subsequent voucher wasgiven, 
I want to hear it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not remember to have seen it. 

Mr. BUTLER. There was an order by the quartermaster to give it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The receipt of the cotton by the Government is 
not denied, Its retention by the Government upon subsequent de- 
mand is not denied. Its use by the Army as a fortification is not de- 
nied. It performed a faithful service for the Government when so used. 
Thatisnotdenied. Thatthismanevergotonedollar’s worth, one pound, 
one ounce, or one fiber again is not claimed by any living man; not by 
any one. It wastaken from him by forceand kept. It does seem to me 
if therecan be any state of facts that would make an obligation upon the 
Government to pay a citizen, such a case is presented here. The Govy- 
ernment had more force than he had. His loyalty prevented him from 
complaining of anything theGovernmentdid. All he asked then was 
the return of his property when the Government no longer needed it 
for fortification. The Government failed to return it. All he asks now 
is, not the interest on his money, but the original price that he could 
have obtained for his cotton if it had not been taken or if it had been 
returned. 

Can we afford to decline to pay under the circumstances? We rep- 
resent sixty millions of as noble people as the sun shines on. If an in- 
dividual had taken this cotton for his individual use and at the end of 
twenty-odd years had refused to pay one dollar for that which had saved 
his life and his property, what would mankind say of that individual ? 
Can we afford to establish a system of morals for the citizen that is too 
rigorous for the Government? I hold we can not afford to fail to pay 
the citizen who is ready to sacrifice his life, his property, his all for the 
Government after his property has been teken and has saved the Gov- 
ernment in its dire extremity. 
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, my main purpose inrising is tosay 
something of the analogy, if any, between this case and the case that 
we had some time since with reference to cotton in the city of Mobile. 
I do not remember the name of the claimant in that vase, but I remem- 
ber taking partin the discussion. If I remember the substantial facts 
in that case, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, the cotton was in a city 
that was in the lines of the Confederacy. It was in a State that had 
seceded. This cotton was in a State that was not within the lines of 
the Confederacy and had not seceded. Inthe Alabama case—and I call 
this to the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW ]— 
one of the points was that the owner of the cotton claimed to be a citi- 
zen of Great Britain. He had remained in the city of Mobile during 
those trying days. He took no part in the war, as the evidence shows, 
but he was speculating on the misfortunes of those among whom he 
then resided. The port was blockaded. He purchased cotton and 
stored it in a warehouse at Mobile, Al: When General Canby took 
possession of Mobile allthe commanding officer did with reference to 
that cotton was to station guards around the warehouse for its better 
protection and preservation. White all the guards were so stationed 
this claimant claimed the cotton, producing no papers, no evidence. 
Either that night or within a short time thereafter the ammunition from 
some cause was exploded and destroyed the warehouse and the cotton. 
That was the claim presented to the Governmentinthe Mobilecase. The 
difference, it seems tome, is very plain In the present case we have 
a loyal citizen. The cotton was his property as much as if it had been 
a mule ora horse. It was taken by order of the commanding officer. 
It was used by order of that officer in building breastworks. 

That it was taken from the owner there is no question, and I submit 
to my friend from Pennsylvania that in no court would it be required 
for him to do anything further. The cotton was beyond his control. 

He was entitled to the value of the cotton when it was taken from 
him. They used this cotton in the breastworks. After the breast- 
works were abandoned the owner went to the commanding officer and 
asked for the return of his cotton, but instead of the cotton being re- 
turned an order was issued for the quartermaster to collect all of the 
cotton that had been taken from the parties and ship it to Louisville 
for the purpose of being sold, an account being kept of the owners and 
the value of the cotton. It further appears in this report that 40 bales 
of this cotton were used by the Government. Forwhat purpose? For 
hospital purposes in the hospital at Knoxville, Tenn. That certainly 
could not have been returned to him. A portion of this cotton also, 
while it was in use by the Government, had been abstracted from the 
bales by the soldiers (as is very apt to be the case under such circum- 
stances) for the purpose of making themselves better bunks than the 
‘soft side’’ of a white-oak board. Of course they were not to be 
blamed for that. ‘The cotton was beyond the owner’s control. He 
could neither assent to nor dissent from that use of it. After this had 
been done, then they took the remaining part of the cotton down to a 
warehouse for the purpose of shipping it to Louisville. While it was 
there it is said that some boys started a fire in the neighborhood, and 
the warehouse took fire and the cotton was burned. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Was not the liability of the Govern- 
ment just as great then as it would have been if that cotton had reached 
a warehouse in New York and been burned there? 

Mr. WARNER. Iam coming to that. I have stated that there is 
no question in my mind as to the duty of the Government in the first 
instance. They got it to this warehouse, and I submit that the liabil- 
ity of the Government was just as full and complete then as though 
they had put it aboard the boat and the boat had sunk upon the river, 
or as though they had gotten it to Louisville and it had been burned 
there. It seems to me that it is plainupon the evidence that this man 
is entitled to payment for his cotton; and I am willing to go further 
than many persons in cases of this kind, for I hold that it is the duty 
of the Government to protect the citizen who is loyal to his Govern- 
ment in his life and in his property, and when it takes the property of 
the citizen for its own uses, then whenever the Government is abun- 
dantly able to pay the citizen for that which it has taken from him, 
its duty is plain, more especially when the citizen is denied the right 
of going into court and enforcing his claim against the Government. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the payment of this claim. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it is well for us to 
keep certain general principles in view. If we do not we may make 
great mistakes in this and like cases, and as this case is a somewhat 
difficult one it is well to consider it carefully before we act. In the 
first place, let us eliminate from the case those matters which are un- 
important and which touch no principle. For instance, the receipt 
given for this cotton when it was originally taken by the commander 
of the United States forces cuts no figure. Ifthe United States were 
not liable that officer could not make them liable, and if they were 
liable he could not relieve them from their liability. Therefore, let 
us throw out of account the language of that receipt given by the com- 
manding officer. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. That would merely be evidence of the fact of 
the taking. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. As suggested by my learned friend 
on the right [Mr. BucKALEW], that would be mere evidence of the 

















the taking of the cotton, but it could not fix the ] We 
hen, to the question which first confronts us, to wit: Ifa 
co nand of the United States forces in the face of tl] 
property of an individual for the purpose of 1 r 
x army, are the United States liable theret } : 
ued that question. No authority has been cited t t 
| States would be liable in such a case, and o 
venture to assert that the United States would 
it to hold otherwise would lead to the most 
qu hces. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit a qui 
: Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 
w Mr. WASHINGTON. If they had used stone or timb 
terial that is ordinarily used for such purposes—if the ston 
had been left near there and the United States forces had 
the fortifications, perhaps there might be something in y noint: b 
in this case they used an article of merchandise, an article 
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value, 
it off to market. 


and after using it for defense they took it in char 


} nn 
ity? 


Does not that fix the liabil 














Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It is ; 1g to m 1p 
number of questions. Let us look at the questions in this case i 
order in which they arise. If the United States be liable for the t 
¢ of a bale of cotton to be used in a breastwork, the | 1 State 
ld be liable for taking a stick of timbe: a cord of st 
ime purpose. There is no difference of principle between 
cited; and no lawyer on the floor, I think, will say tl there 1 
difference of principle. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a 
ton 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If my time is not limited, I l Li- 
‘ ing to yield to any one; for if the Government of the United 
liable in this case I want to vote to make payment. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I want to suggest tothe gentleman that 
this bill presents no claim for liability on the part of the Gov 
wntil the cotton was placed in the Government warehouse. All t 
preliminary argument about the liability of the Government while the 
4 tton was in the fortification is not relevant, I submit to the g 
4 man. 
4 Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am following regularly in the 
‘ of argument of those who preceded mein favor of this bill. T! n 
; sisted that the United States is liable because of the use of the ton 
5 for a breastwork. 
$ Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But Idesire to point out to yo 
; line. 
‘e Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman allow me a auestio: 
i Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will yield for anybody's tion 
4 provided my time is not limited. 
3 Mr. SPINOLA. I will give you mytime. I wish to ask tl] u 
) x tion: If this property had been located in the city of New ) 
5: forcible possession had been taken of it by the Government for simi- 
‘ lar purposes, would the Government have been liable or not ? 
& Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all, if it was not t 1 posses 
¥ sion of for the purpose of defense against the enemies of the United 
¥ States, and I may add—for that was this case—in the face of the enemy. 
j Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, yes; if it was taken from loyal citizens. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This question stands in my judgment 
on just this principle: Suppose a fire were raging in the city of N« 
a York, and suppose it should be necessary for the purpose of arresting 
a the fire to blow up or destroy the buildings of A, B, C, or D, would there 
2 be any liability on the part of the State or municipal government, in 
: the absence of a statutory law creating such liability ? 


is Mr. SPINOLA. They had to make such payment in 1835. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The public safety is the supreme law 
4 of this land. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Right there let me make a suggestion to my 
4 friend. Suppose that his proposition is true, and that, in order to pro- 


a vide for the public safety, the Government has supreme power to tak« 
Be . without compensation, the property of its citizens. But suppose, afte 
the use for which the property is taken is completed, the individual 
‘ goes to the Government and says, ‘‘ Now you are through with my 
i property, and I want it back,’’ and suppose the Government should 
) 4 thereupon say, ‘‘ No, we will not return your property, but will sell it 
j and appropriate the proceeds for other uses,’’ does there not then ac- 
} q crue a liability which the Government can not evade? 
. Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If the gentleman had waited a mo- 
; 4 ment I would have reached that point. I shall be very glad to discuss 
: the question when I reachit. Perhaps the gentleman and myself will 
: 4 not differ upon it very much. But let me make myself understvod on 
; a the other point. If, as gentlemen here claim, the taking of this prop- 
5 ‘ erty for a breastwork made the Government of the United States lia- 
: a ble, then the Government is liable in every case where it digs up the 
earth for the purpose of throwing up an embankment or breastwork, 
f because that is an injury to your field or mine. The difference is one 
a of circumstances, not of principle. Liability in the one case necessarily 
[ implies liability in the other. , 


3 Mr. WARNER. Will you pardon me a question? If the Govern- 
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vi Wi ON, of M n ta er t me to sa t l t i 
ul}: sh than in th se to ¢ blish leg ] ty ont part o: 
he Governme t ia ist TY) \ 1 nd ¢ i 1 DO 
out in ti Mobile cas In that ca cott 1 tl 
of the Government, and yet t is no lia In th i 
putting of this property into t Gover t é 
created liability. But the report in t d t as 
to a part of this property, any h converst puid ¢ it a- 
bility on the part of the ¢ t tot oO 
Mr. ENLOE. But they declined to return to the ner of the 
cotton. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota You say it was converted not for mi 
tary purposes [ admit, if that be true, the Government is liab 
the money realiz d from the sale of it. What I say is, that thi wort 
does not show that the whole of it was so converted. 
Mr. SOWDEN Let me ask the gentleman from Min: ta é 


tion. 
Mr. WILSON 
Mr. SOWDEN. 


of Minnesota. Certainly. 


Supposing after this property had been ware} 
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| 
G ment it was destroved by being struck by’lightning; the | 
gentleman from Minnesota would not then hold the Government was 
e for the destruction of that property in such a case? 
M WILSON, of Minnesota. I say now to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the statement the single fact that it was in warehouse 


I ol 
of the Government is not sufficient for the purpose of showing that 


the Government is liable. More facts must be found in order to estab- | 
lish the liability of the Government. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Is it not the same when property is destroyed by 


explosion of a shell while being used as breastworks ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. SOWDEN, There would be no liability? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There would not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, there is the additional fact shown in this case 
that this eotton was in the warehouse of the Government, and while 
there was destroyed by fire caused by boys in the neighborhood, and 
does the gentleman say the Government was not liable to the owner of | 
this cotton for its destruction ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If it was in its possession for other 
than military purposes against the will of the owner, no matter how 
destroyed, the Government would be liable. 

Mr. WADE. If property is taken possession of by order of the chief | 
officer and that property is destroyed pending a battle and the battle | 
does not occur, if that property is destroyed while the battle is going 
on, is the Government responsible for that? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all, for property taken by the 
United States authorities for the purpose of resisting a hostile force 
and which is destroyed while being so used there is no liability, I 
think. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. When this property was taken by the Gov- 
ernment and warehoused to be shipped away, and the proceeds of the 
sale of that property turned into the Treasury—is not the Government | 
liable in such a case? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That would be satisfactory evidence 
of conversion. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘That is exactly the case here. They went 
as far as they could to convert it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Donot misunderstand me. That might 
be satisfactory evidence of conversion; but I want to know the facts in 
connection with that conversion; and whether they are sufficient on 
which to base the action sought here. If this property was converted 
by the Government to its own use, after it had been used for the mili- 
tary purpose designated I admit the liability. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘That is just the case here. 

ir. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is not soshown. But if used 
for other purposes than those of war, then the Government was liable, 
provided the owner was a loyal man. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, right there I want the gentleman to | 
examine the findings of the Court of Claims and the report, which show 
that after this cotton had been used for the purpose of the fortifications 
it was shipped by the Government to Louisville, Ky., was sold there 
by the Government and the proceeds applied to its own use, not for 
purposes of defense, but was turned into the Treasury. Therefore the 
Government is liable to that amount. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The report shows that to be true of | 
some of this cotton, but not of all; you must show the amount so taken | 
and sold. I do not mean the amount used in the fortifications, but the | 
amount that was taken and actually shipped and sold 

Mr. HOUK. ‘That has been established and shown by half a dozen | 
authorities. There is no question as to the amount of cotton that was | 
taken. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And let me say to the gentleman that if he 
will look at the concluding portions of the report in the findings of the 
committee, he will ascertain that they originally took 313 bales, of 
which quantity 218 bales were saved, which is the amount involved in 
this bill which the Government took possession of, shipped, and sold. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, That is the report. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have stated, as I believe, the legal 
principles which lie in the way of the passage of bills of this character, 
and have stated also the principle which would allow the owner to re- 
cover. That is my judgment at this time without having examined 
the law books upon the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. If you stand by that logic the report shows that 
the amount claimed by the bill is covered by the principle that you 
say should apply to this case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If it does show it then I will follow 
my logic to its legitimate consequences. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Thatis all right, and that is all that is asked 
in this case. Has the gentleman read the report? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have not readallofit. Ihave read | 
sufficient to show me that this bill should not pass for the amount 
claimed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state the case again so plainly that nobody | 
need to err if the gentleman will give me his attention. 

This cotton was seized and put into the fortifications at Knoxville. | 





| bales of it were burned. The balance, 
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| Afterwards the parties to whom it belonged went and asked its re- 


turn. It was not returned, but a direct refusal to return it was made, 
and an order issued that it should be turned over to the Quartermaster- 
General and shipped to Louisville under the Treasury regulations, and 
the gentleman knows what they were, that all cotton should be turned 
over to the Treasury authorities. 

After the Government seized it and took it from the fortifications 20 
256 bales. was saved, as the 
repori shows. Now the Court of Claims have held, and so also the 
committee of the Senate and of the House, as shown in the unanimous 
report made by both bodies, that the Government was liable for the 
256 bale Ss. 

Mr. HOUK. But not for the twenty. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Government had taken it from the fortifica- 
tions, and while in transit under the order for its shipment, and while 








| stored near the depot, some boys set a lot of cotton on fire, and they 


suppose that 20 of the 256 bales so stored was consumed. Remember 
that this was after the siege had been raised and the cotton was taken 
possession of by the Government. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to correct my colleague by a citation from the 
report. I think if he will examine, it will appear that all but 20 bales 
were consumed. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I think not. 

Mr. ENLOE. The report says: 


Of the 218 bales recovered,40 were used by the medical department; 158 


| stored by the quartermaster near the railroad depot awaiting shipment were 


accidentally set on fire by boys playing in the vicinity, and all with the excep- 
tion of about 20 bales were consumed. 


Mr. BUTLER. The report says ‘‘20 bales were shipped to the 
chief quartermaster at Louisville. What became of the other 20 does 
not appear,’’ ete. 

Now, the commission found that the receipt was for 256 bales and 


| that these were the 256 bales that the Government had gotten posses- 


sion of. This commission was organized by the commander of the 
division there, and they found the facts which are set forth in the re- 
port and which are familiar to the committee; and if the gentleman 
is to be governed by his own premises, which I do not think are cor- 
rect by any means, there can be no question as to the attitude he will 
pursue in this case. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if this character of claim is not to be paid by the 
Government, then the Government ought not to pay anybody. 

The gentleman has referred to the case of the destruction of build- 
ings in New York. Let meillustrate his own position. Suppose they 
blew up a building there under the circumstances he asserts, and the 


| doors and the sash and the windows were saved and afterwards the owner 
| came and said, ‘‘ let me have that part of the building back,’’ and was 


refused. According to the gentleman’s theory he could not recover. 


| But I understand that citizens did recover from citizens for property 


destroyed in that very conflagration. I appeal therefore to my friend 
from Pennsylvania to consent to allow this bill to be passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have read a message from President 
Grant of June 1, 1872, on a similar case. 

Mr. HOUK. It does not amount to anything at all in this connec- 


| tion. I know the case the gentleman refers to, the Best case. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I have examined the bill (S. No. 105) entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of J. Mil- 


| ton Best,’’ and, being unable to give it my approval, return the same to the 


Senate, the House in which it originated, without my signature. 

The bill appropriates the sum of $25,000 to compensate Dr, J. Milton Best for 
the destruction of his dwelling-house and its contents by order of the com- 
manding officer of the United States military forces at Paducah, Ky., on the 
26th day of March, 1864. It appears that this house was one of a considerable 
number destroyed for the purpose of giving open range to the guns of a United 
States fort. On the day preceding the destruction the houses had been used as 
a cover for rebel troops attacking the fort, and, apprehending a renewal of the 
attack, the commanding officer caused the destruction of the houses, This, 
then, is a claim for compensation on account of the ravages of war. It can not 
be denied that the payment of this claim would invite the presentation of de- 
mands for very large sums of money; and such is the supposed magnitude of 
the claims that may be made against the Government for necessary and una- 
voidable destruction of property by the Army that I deem it proper to return 
this bill for reconsideration. 

It is a general principle of both international and municipal law that all prop- 
erty is held subject, not only to be taken by the Government for public uses, in 
which case under the Constitution of the United States the owner is enti#ed to 
just compensation, but also subject to be temporarily occupied, or even accually 
destroyed,in times of great public danger, and when the public safety demands 
it, and in this latter case, governments do not admit a legal obligation on their 
part to compensate the owner. The temporary occupation of, injuries to, and 
destruction of property caused by actual and necessary military operations is 
generally considered to fall within the last-mentioned principle. Ifa govern- 
ment makes compensation under such cireumstances, it is a matter of bounty 
rather than of strict legal right. 

If it be deemed proper to make compensation for such losses, I suggest for the 
consideration of Congress whether it would not be better, by general legislation, 
to provide some means for the ascertainment of the damage in all similar cases, 
and thus save to claimants the expense, inconvenience, and delay of attendance 
upon Congress, and, at the same time, save the Government from the danger of 


| having imposed upon it fictitious or exaggerated claims supported wholly by 
| ex parte proof. If the claimant in this case ought to be paid, so ought all others 
similarly situated, and that there are many such can not be doubted. Besides, 
there are strong reasons for believing that the amount of damage in this case 
has been greatly overestimated. If this be truce, it furnishes an illustration of 
the danger of trusting entirely to cx parte testimony in such matters. 

U.S. GRANT. 
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gq Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will only saya single word rt 
x statement there is of just the principle that und l tl 
. A great many persons £0 wrong on this 1c¢ In ‘ 

4 the several States, or most of them, 1t 1s proviced t private } 

4 shall not be taken for public use without just compet 


said in my previous remarks, unless there is such a law, 
































: erty may be taken for public use, and there is no li wbilit 
Mr. HOUK. I simply want to call attention to t abs 
" analogy between this case and the bill vetoed by the m 
opposition tothiscase. Why, sir, we destroyed forts, h uses ( ‘ : 
; places where the enemy had secreted thems lves ler t 
& Federal forces, but who ever thought of paying em 
i than several dozen houses were burned in my town, but ] 
here. and this House, Congress after Congress, persist Q 
pay forthem. I be lieve in the very act of war the Govern! 
right to destroy that property in order to make it pos e tor th \ 
States lorces to resist the enemy. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. There w nearer twelve d 1 i 
stroyed. t 
Mr. HOUK. Yes. 
What els there in this matter? General Grant 
that you have a1 { to take private property, but there n \ i to 
compensa . Whatis this case? Let us look at it in { 
reason for a momen The Army needed this property. & 
seized it in the very actof prosecutinga battle and resist 
At such time they would have a right to seize it in the 
and no claim would lie against the Government for « 
But the very moment the war ended, the very moment t 
accomplished the end in the struggle between the two 
which the Government seized it, if the Government of th 
! States then converted it and diverted it from its owne1 
version in law for which the Government of the United Sta 
as I believe every good lawyer on this floor will say. 
Another thing. I would like to know if these gentlemen 
vote the other week to pay for a college over in Virg 
I would like to have an explanation of how they can I t l to 
i vote with their fight against this measure. 





; Mr. BUCKALEW. [| voted against that bill. 

Mr. HOUK. There is a difference between this case and the « 
ferred to by General Grant—the Paducah case. The Paducah « 3 
a sweet morsel the gentlemen who refuse to vote f } 


der their tongues. We always hear of that case, although it | ! t just pensa t 
more application than to the case of the man in the moon. What é 


the difference? That was a stationary piece of property. Ana Why, the ¢ 
battle was goingon. The property was destroyed by our forex ! 
eral Grant did exactly right in vetoing the bill. but in this ¢ th t is not Grot t Vatte t not int itir 
property was seized and used for the purpose intended. There ! the law of any civ ed « orld. \ 
necessity for destroying it. The United States, after it was throu The taking of p 
with it, refused to give it back to the owners, and started to transp yd 
it to market. Part of it was lost and part of it got there. I] ceed 
the Government has the money in the Treasury. licer when 

I want to say another thing. I have been as liberal on t 
and have tried to discriminate as fairly as possible; but if 
is going to reject this claim and pay for colleges in Virginia, wl 
we coming to? I repeat, Mr. Chairman, what I have said before. 1 prope 
would rather have the note of any pauper forty years of age in t t 
United States than a claim on the Government, unless it was in th ; 
shape of a bond, because there is always some one who must assume to sc 
% be the watch-dog of the Treasury and resist honest claims that come up | 1 
4 for payment. 

The committee then informally rose, and Mr. HoLMAN took the 
‘* chair as Speaker pro tempore. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, - , 1 ot P 

a A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
































sentatives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 5,000 : rhe damages or ¢ : 
copies of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations relating to “are tm ' = 
4 the fisheries treaty, :ogether with the views of the minority. oe ee 
: The message further announced that the Senate had pas ed bills « the purpose of erecting t var 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House y ut or 
quested: Bow-yp Dolly 
A bill (S. 3025) to provide for the reconstruction of the Go alien ed Pa 
4 dam at Rock Island arsenal, and for the immediate constru rh saa 
temporary dam to furnish water-power for said arsenal: and Ch ive seen the 5 I Age ( ( ) 
3 A bill (S. 2922) setting apart a tract of land to be used asa « io ee Chet a ( 
by the Alvarado Cemetery Association of Georgetown, Colo. a ade 1 
PEREZ DICKINSON. cosas onan = ( t does not en a cle « 
The committee resumed its session, Mr. McCREARY in the chair. | law or ant that veto except way of parenthesis, and tt 
| Mr. SPRINGER rose. the first 1 knew lawyers or judges to go to veto me 
eG Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me for one nt? | learn what t e land wa Laughter 
| i Mr. SPRINGER. I will. | Tread no Grot ’ 
d Mr. LANHAM. Irise to ask if it is not possible to limit debate upon | we; king may in two , 
this question? If we are to make any progress at all in the consider- | their right I shinen , 
ation of private business it does seem to me absolutely necesssary we | }}“*)"! aie : 
should fix some limits upon the discussion of this question. We have | out of i ee F 
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Now that is not what a judge of the Court of Claims says; it is a 
quotation from the text of Grotius; it is what you will find on every 
page of Vattel. You will find nothing to the contrary of this statement 
in either of those authorities. 

The state has an eminent right of property over the goods of the subjects, so 
that the state, or those that represent it may make use of them, and even de- 
stroy and alienate them, not only on extreme necessity, but for the public ben- 
efit, to which we must add that the state is obliged to repair the damayes suffered 
by any subject on that account out of the public stock. Neither shall the state 
be absolved from this obligation, though for the present not able to satisfy it 
but whenever the state is in a capacity this suspended obligation shall resume 
its force, 


In this article 

That is the article of the Constitution— 
itis declared that private property shall not be taken for public use without 
just compensation to the owner, 

Do you suppose, without looking the question up at all, that this 
provision has reference only to a time of peace? If yourdoctrine were 
good for anything the Government in the recent war need not have 
paid for a dollar’s worth of property at the North or anywhere else; it 
might simply have gone and taken possession of whatever it found 
necessary. This Constitution is for times of war as well as for times 
of peace, and I insist that the Government has no right, and no lawyer 
ought to say that it has, under the Constitution, to take the private 
property of a citizen without compensation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Whenever it will not interrupt the 
zentleman, I would like to ask him a question. I hope he will indi- 
cate his own time. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. All right; any time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask you this: Suppose the 
armies of the Government, finding it necessary, for the purpose of re- 
sisting the public enemy, should dig a man’s field for the purpose of 
throwing up breastworks, then, as soon as the war was over, would the 
Government be liable for the injury it had done in that way to the 
man’s field just as if it had been done by a private person ? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Iget your idea. You mean to ask me whether, in 
every case where the soil was disturbed during the recent great conflict 
by digging up a shovelful of dirt, the Government would be liable to 
the private owner of that soil ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Would it, or would it not? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Wait a minute. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will wait. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I never was wiser than the law. I do not make 
the law; and I do not get it out of vetoes, but I go to the recognized 
books for it. I say to the gentleman, ‘‘goand he diligent; gainsay the 
quotations I have made, if you can,”’ 

I would rather talk about the case I have before me than one which 
is not before me. Iam discussing the question of this cotton. I say 
it is the law to-day—and the gentleman would come to the same con- 
clusion if he would take the trouble to look into it—that if the Goy- 
crument took my property, I being a loyal citizen, put it ina breastwork 
and used it for the purpose of public defense, there is no law, human 
or divine, recognized in any civilized country, which would justify the 
Government in refusing to compensate me, if able to make compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You have not answered my question 
yet. You are answering one which you asked yourself. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I was answering the question which covers the 
case we were talking about. Ido not wish to have any conundrums 
about a case of this kind. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You will not answer my question. I 
thought you would not. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. It is a principle of law that a judge never answers 
conundrums. I never could get a judge to answer any of mine. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
which will come a little nearer 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Wait a little; not now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I thought not. 

Mr. LAIDLAW (reading): 

Whether or not a law authorizing the destruction of private property for 
publie benefit or safety is to be esteemed a taking of it for public use, such a 
law is nevertheless an exercise of the right of eminent domain. The right to 


take or destroy private property by an individual in self-defense, or for the pro- 
tection of life, liberty, or property, is of a widely different character. 





Then this authority goes on to show that the taking of property by 
the public is an exercise of the right of eminent domain, and does not 
fall at all within the other principle which has been referred to by the 
gentleman. 

Now, I would like to get the attention of my friend, Judge WiLson, 
to this proposition; this is a good conundrum for him to answer. 

A vessel may in time of war be taken from the owner when the interests of 
the Government demand it; or it may be destroyed to prevent its falling into 
the hands of an enemy, and thereby increase its power of aggression or resist- 
ance; and the owner would be entitled under the Constitution to be paid a just 
compensation. 

Do you agree to that (addressing Mr. WiLson, of Minnesota)? If 
you had a vessel lying in port down here on the Potomac and the Gov- 
ernment, being afraid that the vessel might fall into the possession of 
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the enemy, should order its destruction, would you be entitled to any 
| compensation ? 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. Thetimeof the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAIDLAW ] has expired. 
Mr. SPRINGER. As the gentleman seems to be in the midst of 
explaining a point, I will yield him five minutes further. 
| Mr. LAIDLAW (reading): 
Upon the authority of the cases cited and others that might be adducel, as 
well as on the principles which distinguish a case of public necessity, utility, 
or good, from the overruling necessity which regulates the law of individuals, 
we are of opinion that the rightful taking of private property for use or destric- 
|} tion when the public exigency demands it, by a military officer commanding 
| any part of the publie force, is an exercise of the right of eminent domain, and 
that such a case is not governed by the law applicable to individuals. 





The court holds, after full argument on the part of the Government, 
after full argument on the part of the claimant, that the taking of a 
private person’s property even destroyed comes within the right of emi- 
nent domain, and that clause of the Constitution which says, ‘* private 
property shall not be taken for public use.”’ 

The letter and spirit of the public law, and of the constitutional provision in 
this regard, require just compensation to be made in every ease when private 
property is rightfully taken for public use, whether it be by legislative author- 
ity or under the powers necessarily exercised by those commanding our land 
|} and naval forces in time of war or imminent public danger. 

Then it goes on and says it may—that by his commission and situa- 
tion of his case he may rightfully take it, and if he may rightfully 
| take it the Government must pay for it. 

Whenever the officer is justified the liability of the public is established. 


Now, I have no personal interest in this business, except I do not like 
to see so much of this kind of loose law knocking around. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Property is taken without legislative authority, but by official warrant, and 
under urgent necessity and for the general good. Courts approve the conduct 
of the officer and the Executive rewards him with promotion for faithful and 
efficient performance of duty. The exigencies of war forbid that the legislative 
authority should provide for the precise circumstances under which the eminent 
right of the state may be calledintoaction. The fundamental law provides that 
private property shall not be taken for public use without just compensation, Is 
this provision of the Constitution answered when compensation is made for 
property taken under legislative authority and denied when taken by military 
officers acting rightfully under the proper functions of their office? We think 
not. The obligation to make compensation is co-extensive with the right of the 
state to take private property for public use, and whenever it is taken by com- 
petent authority the obligation of the state can not be evaded. 


Iam not reading that to convince you, but to show what a judge 
that was who got it off. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCKALEW. What judge. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. ‘There seems to bea lot ofthem. The judge who 
delivered the opinion, I do not know him myself personally; Judge 
Wilmot. Watts & Dunnell—those are the attorneys. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There were two of these cases, and 
one of them was reversed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Do you know whether this is the one which was reversed by the Su- 
preme Court? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. You wiil know which one. This was never re- 
versed so far as I know. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question in the 
House. It has been up many times before. At the commencement 
of my Congressional service a similar case came up from Virginia. It 
was a meritorious case in many respects. It was in behalf of an edu- 
cational institution which appealed strongly to the feelings of the people 
of this country, who desired to preserve one of the oldest of the collegi- 
ate institutions established in the United States, that of William and 
Mary College, in Virginia. The bill was introduced in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, I think, for the purpose of appropriating some $65,000 to 
pay for the use of the college buildings, which had been destroyed while 
in the occupation of the United States. 

That bill, Mr. Chairman, was debated during two sessions of Con- 
gress, and the strongest arguments for and against it were made. It 
was one of the most thoroughly discussed cases in this House since I 
have been a member. I wish gentlemen would look up the debate in 
that case. It concluded January 10, 1879, when the question was taken 
in the House on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and the yeas and nays were ordered. The yeas were 87, nays 
127, and those not voting 75, nearly all of whom, I see, were paired one 
way or the other on the question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was for the use of a building and its de- 
struction during that use. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the bill: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the college of William and Mary, in Virginia, 
the sum of $65,000, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to reimburse said college for the destruction of its building and other 
property destroyed without authority by disorderly soldiers of the United 
States. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But that was an act of devastation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was a case of the destruction of private prop- 
erty growing out of its occupation by Federal troops, and that was the 
question discussed, and if gentlemen will examine the debate in ths 


House they will see. 
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Mr. ROWELL. But was there not a discussion growing out of some- | 


thing else than the legal attitude of the Government to the parties ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question discussed was as to the legal liabili- 
ties of the Government. 

Mr. ROWELL... But there were other questions discussed as bear- 
ing upon the claim. 'S 

Mr. SPRINGER. The debate is given here, and gentlemen can see 
for themselves the questions presented. — 

Mr. ROWELL. Butwasnotthe question there that this was: 
to be a propagating college for Confederate ideas ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think so. 


ned 
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Attorney-General and Cabinet against their opinions, and undertake to 
say that the opinion which I have quoted of President Grant was rec- 
ognized as the law at that time, and has been regarded as good law by 
the Government from that time to this. 

But there is another feature to which I wish to call attention. Presi- 


| dent Grant stated in this veto message as follows 








If it be deemed proper to make co sation for such losses, I suggest forthe 
consideration of Congress whether it would not be better, by general legisla- 
tion, to provide some means for the ascertainment of the damage in all similar 
cases, and thus save to claimants the expense, inconvenience, and delay of at- 
tendance upon Congress, and, at the same time, save the Government from the 

} danger of having imposed upon it fictitious or exaggerated claims supported 


Mr. ROWELL. I think the question presented was that this was a | 


rebel institution and was used for propagating such ideas. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That could not possibly be, because this i 
stitution was established during the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the question presented here refers to the posi- 
tion occupied by that institution during the late war. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me 


to ask him a question ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Was not the claim to which reference is made | ; : aes — 
| people. If the Government is liable, it is liable to all. Let us pro- 
| vide for all. Let us make a general law that will bring within its pro- 
| visions all the persons who are similarly situated; and in that general 


there one for rent and damage—use and occupation of the property ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill says what it was: 

To reimburse said college for the destruction of its building and other prop- 
erty destroyed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That was for the occupation of the building. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For damage growing out of occupation during a 
large portion of the war. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If it will not interrupt the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, I would be glad to ask him a question for information. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Have you anyauthority or decision of any court 


holding that the Government is not in all cases liable where it appro- | 


priates to its own uses the personal property of the citizen, whether 
such seizure be in time of war or in time of peace? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that when I come toit. Iam re- 
ferring now to the college of William and Mary, and do not desire to 
be diverted from the line of argument I wish to pursue. That ques- 
tion was discussed in its broadest aspect to determine the liability of 
the Government for property taken, damaged, or destroyed during the 
war, in the midst of hostilities, and the liabilities of the Government 
were decided in the negative by the vote upon the bill, and many lead- 


wholly by ex parte proof 

If you are to pay for such cases as this, why not establish a general 
principle and have some way by which all persons under like cireum- 
stances can present their claims against the United States and bave 
justice done to them ? 

This special iegislation, this selecting out favored individuals who 
may have friends in Congress to further their claims, this occupying the 
time of three hundred and twenty-five Representatives in the adjudi- 
cation of private claims, is not worthy of the Congress of the United 
States, and ought not to occupy the time of the Re 





presentatives of the 


law lay down the principles upon which the liability of the Govern- 
ment shall be ascertained. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Do I understand the facts stated in the report 
of the committee in this case are admitted to be true ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I read from the Senate report, beginning with 
the statement of the facts: 


It seems to be clearly established that when Knoxville was threatened this 





| property of a loyal citizen, in full sympathy, was taken, not by capture, but by 


ing members of Congress participated in the discussion. If gentlemen | 


will look at the yeas and nays upon that vote as recorded here, they 
will see amongst the names of the Representatives voting against it the 
great majority both upon that side of the House and upon this, or a 
large minority on this side of the House, at least, I may say. 

That is not exactly the case presented here and covered by this bill, 
but the principle involved is the same. So also with the case of Best, 
vetoed by President Grant. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
LAIDLAW | seems to think that a President of the United States knows 
nothing about law or anything else, and that lawyers and judges do 
not go to Presidents to find out anything about the law or facts in any 
given case. I think in writing this veto message President Grant was 
in all probability, in fact we may consider it as absolutely certain, ad- 
vised by his Attorney-General, and that this veto message was the act 
of his Administration, representing the policy which Grant’s Adminis- 
tration pursued or intended to pursue with regard to such cases. 

Now, the general principle as laid down by President Grant is a cor- 
rect one, and to that I want to call the attention of gentlemen on both 
sides of this House. It was admitted at that time not to be a settled 
question, and I undertake to say that the policy laid down by the 
President then has been the policy that has governed in regard to such 
cases from that time until the beginning of this Congress. The Presi- 
dent says: 

It is a general principle of both international and municipal law that all 
property is held subject not only to be taken by the Government for public 
uses, in which case, under the Constitution of the United States, the owner is 
entitled to just compensation, but also subject to be temporarily occupied or 
even actually destroyed in times of great public danger and when the public 


safety demands it, and in this latter case governments do not admit a legal ob- 
ligation on their part to compensate the owner. 


Mr. COBB. How did this destruction oceur ? 
Mr. BUTLER. Ina fight. 


Mr. SPRINGER. By order of a military officer, it being the de- | 


struction of certain houses within the range of the guns of the United 
States troops at Paducah, and they were destroyed to give a complete 
range to the Federal artillery. It was the destruction, in the face of 
the enemy, of property to carry on the operations of war. 

The temporary occupation of, injuries to, and destruction of, property caused 


by actual and necessary military operations,is generally considered to fall 
within the last-mentioned principle. 


he further says: 





agreement between the parties and a receipt given. 

Are those facts admitted ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was what was found and reported in the 
case. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Do you mean to say the cases you refer to are 
parallel to this ? 

Mr.SPRINGER. I mean to say that this property was taken in the 
very midst of war; that this property was used for the purpose of mak- 
ing breastworks to prevent the enemy from approaching the city of 


| Knoxville. If there ever was property taken in the midst of war for 


military purposes, this property was taken under those circumstances 
Mr. MACDONALD. If the Government had hought munitions of 
war in the city of New York and given a receipt for the same, would 


| there be any difference? 


If a Government makes compensation under such circumstances, itis a mat- | 


ter of bounty rather than of a strict legal right. 


Now I do not need or wish to discuss the question as to what opin- 
ion gentlemen may now entertain, but I place President Grant and his 





may have differed from President Grant on the subject 


i 


Mr. SPRINGER. The principle running through every adjudicated 
case shows the difference. 

Mr. MACDONALD. That is not an answer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman there is a difference. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Wherein? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is this: The Government of the United States 
is not liable for property taken in the midst of war. 

Mr. MACDONALD. They were not fighting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Here is what General Grant said was the law and 
it is the law 

Mr. MACDONALD. I admit it; but what he said is not applicable 
to this case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is applicable to this case. 

The temporary occupation of, injury to,and destruction of property caused 
by the actually necessary military operations of the war is such as not to create 
a legal obligation on the part of the Government. 

That is the law laid down by President Grant, and that is the case 
here. It was property taken while the war was in progress; while the 
enemy was approaching, while the armies were marshaled against 
each other. There can be no stronger case of actual hostilities than 
this. It is just as strong as the case at Paducah, where houses were 
leveled for the purpose of allowing a range of the guns of the forces. 
It is just as strong a case as the case of the William and Mary College, 
where property was occupied for months by the Government and in- 
jured in the occupation. 

A MemMBeER. That bill was passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; it was voted down by a very large major- 
ity. 

This is as strong a case as has been before Congress. I undertake to 
say that of all the cases of this kind where there has been full investi- 





| gation and discussion, none has been passed since the Best veto from 
The principle being that the Government is not liable to pay. And | 


President Grant. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Do you know what the report of the 
committee was on that veto? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not sure astowhat itwas. The committee 
But the bill 
was not passed over the veto, was it? 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. No. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then Congress acquiesced in the veto by refusing 
to pass the bill over the veto of the President. 

Mr. ROWELL, That veto was given without full knowledge of the 
facts as they were afterwards developed in the case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. General Grant stated enough facts to satisfy me 
as to what the law was, and to satisfy Congress at that time. 
as I know Mr. Best has never been paid the amount of his claim. 

Mr. HOUK. This Government does not pay anybody. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
money has been paid in a similar case after full and careful considera- 
tion. Some bill may iiave slipped through without being noticed. 

One fact farther. If this case had come within the provisions of the 
captured and abandoned property act, as some gentlemen claim, then 
the claimant had a forum, a place erected by the Government of the 
United States, where he could have gone and set up his claim. In 
that case, if he had proved his case, and that he was a loyal citizen, he 
could have recovered in the Courtof Claims the value of the property. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Government just as liable for the prop- 
erty taken from a loyal citizen and used as it would be if the property 
was sold and the money covered into the Treasury ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The liability of the Government was fixed and 
limited by the act known as the captured and abandoned property act. 
W heneve 


of the United States have adjudicated that the Government is liable. 


So far | 


Then I am justified in my statement that no | 
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This is not a question of further adjudication; it is the appropriation 
of an amount of money for this claim to be paid out of the Treasury on 
the assumption that the Government got the proceeds of that property, 


| although there is no proof whatever that the Government ever got a 


cent of it. 

Mr. LYNCH. Part of the property was destroyed by fire. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we would not be liable. Under the capt- 
ured and abandoned property act we are liable for nothing except the 
proceeds that have come into the Treasury of the United States. If 
gentlemen will show that any of the proceeds of this property went 
into the Treasury, then they will have some claim upon the Govern- 


| ment, but without it they have none. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ‘“ninety-six thousand one hundred and 
ninety-two dollars’’ and inserting ‘sixty-six thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-three dollars and fifty cents.”’ 

Mr. LANHAM. I believe we have under consideration by agree- 
ment the Senate bill, which proposes to appropriate in payment of this 
claim the sum of $96,192. It seems to be conceded by gentlemen who 
have expressed their legal views on this subject that the Government 


| is liable for so much of this property as was converted toits use after 


ra case comes within the provisions of that act all the courts | 
| the amendment which I have offered, this bill will conform to a bil 


if the case does not come within the provisions of thatact the Govern- | 
ment is not liable. 
r, BUTLER, General Grant recommended a commission. 
SPRINGER. No, sir; he recommended that Congress should 
pass a general law. 
r. BUTLER. The Bowman act does that. Is not this in compli- 


ance with the Bowman act? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The Bowman actsimply provided for asettlement 
of the claims transmitted to the Court of Claims for the ascertainment 
of the facts, and it especially provided that there was to be no assumed 
lialility on the part of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HOUK, What part of the act provided that? Tell me the 
page or the section. 

Ir. SPRINGER. If you will give me the act I will show it to you. 

Mr. HOUK, Iam not waiting on you now. But if you make an 
assertion you ought to be able to support it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WaArR- 
NE! | has the Bowman act in his hand, and I will ask him to read the 
provision presently. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is well understood that the Government ad- 
mitted no liability by the reference of these cases to the Court of Claims 
for the ascertainment of the facts. The court had no authority to en- 
ter judgment, and it does not express any opinion as to whether this 
claim should be paid or not. It simply reports the facts to Con- 
gress, 

Mr. WARNER. I have not the Bowman act in my hand, but I 
have the report upon the veto message of General Grant. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Who submitted that report? 

Mr. WARNER. No less a person than Senator Howe, probably one 
of the best lawyers in the United States Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He took issue with the President, did he not? 

Mr. WARNER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One more point, Mr. Chairman, and then I am 
through. If this property came within the provisions of the captured 
and abandoned property act, a forum was provided where the claimant 
could have obtained judgment against the Government for the value 
of the property; but it did not come within the provisions of that act. 
‘The facts reported by the Courtof Claims do not show that the proceeds 
of this property were ever covered into the Treasury of the United States: 

Mr. LYNCH. Was the property either captured or abandoned ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not, within the provisions of that act. It 
was simply taken in the midst of war. This report does not disclose 
where the property went, or what was done with it, or whether the pro- 
ceeds of it went into the Treasury of the United States, does it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes; itshows what was done with the property. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not show that the proceeds were ever cov- 
ered into the Treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Then unless it can be shown that it was paid into 
the Treasury there is no pretense, even, of a right of recovery against 
the United States. If the property was simply stolen or gotten out of 
the way by some mysterious jugglery and the Government did not 
come into the possession of it and the proceeds were not covered into 
the Treasury, and if the fact does not appear that the proceeds were 
covered into the Treasury, then I say there is no pretense, even, of a 
right of recovery against the United States. This is a bill for nearly 
$100,000. That is a large sum of money, and if the Treasury had re- 
ceived it the books of the Treasury would show that fact, and the claim- 
ant could point to the books and show that the money was in the Treas- 
ury. Ifhe could do that he would have some claim, but if he can not 
do that he has none, 





the necessity for its use for military purposes had ceased. By adopting 


i 
which was reported in the Forty-ninth Congress by a majority of th: 
Committee on War Claims. I find in their report this statement: 

Now, allowing to the claimants their portion of the amount saved, to wit, on: 
hundred and seventy-eight bales at the price fixed by the court, makes the sum 
which your committee think should be allowed the claimants, 

It seems that upon investigation the Committee on War Claims in 
the Forty-ninth Congress believed that the Government was liable for 
one hundred and seventy-eight bales of cotton, which, at the rate found 
by the Court of Claims, would make the sum of $66,883.50, the sum 
named in the amendment I have just sent to the desk. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire again to seek unanimous consent that 
debate be closed on this bill. 1f an agreement can not be reached by 
unanimous consent, I shall move that the committee rise in order that 
debate may be limited in the House. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like a few minutes to reply to the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in regard to the case of Dr. Best, 
from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman please indicate how much time 
he desires. 

Mr. WARNER. Say ten minutes, at the outside. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
this bill and the pending amendment be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Let there be ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam willing to accept that proposition. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Before that question is decided I wish 
to make astatement. I do not desire any time for myself; I have no 
wish to discuss the question further. In my opinion the proper course 
with reference to this bill (because the principles which underlie it are 
as important as any that will come before this House) would be to refer 
it to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to report it at 
an early day. In that way we should be able to settle definitely the 
law on this question which will reach a thousand other cases coming 
before this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is not necessary to make that proposition now. 
That can come in as a separate motion at a suitable time. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I understand that the gentleman’s am__dment 
rests on a calculation which takes for its basis 218 bales of cotton in- 
stead of 178. 

Mr. LANHAM. No, sir; 178 bales, which, estimating 501 pounds 
tothe bale, would make $66,883.50. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That was the amount named in the majority 
report in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I merely wish to say that I am in favor of pay- 
ing one or two items embraced in this claim, but I desire that the bill 
go over until we can ascertain exactly what should properly be paid. 
I do not object to the proposition to limit further debate to ten min- 
utes on a side, but I shall not consent that this bill be passed to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that debate 
on this bill and the pending amendment be closed in twenty minutes, 
ten minutes to be allowed on each side? The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER] to control the time. 

Mr. WARNER. Possibly we are both on the same side, although 
an imaginary line divides us. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is not material to me how the time is occupied ; 
but I want the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SToNE] to have five 
minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that some general law should be 











passed to meet all these cases. When I came into the Forty-ninth ¢ 
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was paid for. In 1784 a resolution was adopted, from which 
lowing is an extract: 









That it be referred to the several States, at their own expense, to g i 
3 relief to their citizens who may have been injured as aforesaid as 
i think requisite; and if it shall hereafter appear reasonable that the | 
z> should make any allowance to any particular State which may be burd 
iz much beyond others, that the allowance ought to be determined by Co: ‘ 
a In accordance with that resolution, when, in 1818, Mary Brower and others 


. petitioned for compensation to be made to them for property burned and de- 
f stroyed on Long Island by the American army on the advance of the British 
forces in August, 1776, the Committee on Revolutionary Ciaims of the House 
denied the prayer, not upon the ground that compensation should not be mad« 
a but upon the express ground that the sufferers ought to have appealed to th« 

; State of New York for such compensation. And notwithstanding the res 
tion of 1784 Congress did pass an act for the relief of an academy in Wilmi 
ton, of which the following is a copy : 

“That, as an indemnification to the corporation of trustees of the public gram- 
mar school and academy of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware, for the use 
and occupation of the said school, and the damages done to the same by the 
troops of the United States during the late war, there be granted to the said 
corporation of trustees a reasonable compensation, payable out of any unap- 
propriated money in the Treasury of the United States, which compensation 
shall be ascertained by the accounting officers of the Treasury.” 


Here is another case, on the Potomac: 
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; destroy the house and stores to prevent the latter from coming into :- 
a session of the enemy, the petitioner should be paid the value of his ! le 
was paid accordingly 
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Again he says: 

** When individuals are called upon to give up what is their own for the ad- 
vantage of the community, justice requires that they should be fairly compen- 
sated for it. Otherwise public burdens would be shared unequally.’’ 

Again he says: 

‘Public use does not require that the property taken shall be actually used. 
It may be disused, removed, or destroyed,and destruction of private property 
may be the best public use it can be put to. Suppose a bridge owned by a pri- 
vate corporation to be so located as to endanger our forts upon the banks of a 
river. ‘To demolish that bridge for military purposes would be to appropriate 
it to publie use,” 

Dr. Best’s house was 80 located as to endanger Fort Anderson. For that rea- 
son it was demolished by militaryauthority That demolition Mr. Whiting de- 
clares to have been a public use. If so, the Constitution imperatively requires 
that the public shall make compensation for it. Judicial authority is not less 
explicit than that of the text-writers. 

In Grant vs. the United States (1 N. & H. Reports) the court says: 

‘It may safely be assuined as the settled and fundamental law of Christian 
and civilized states that governments are bound to make just indemnity to the 
citizen or subject whenever private property is taken for the public good, con- 
venience, or safety.”’ 

In that case the United States was held to pay for the property destroyed in 
Arizona, merely to prevent it from falling into the hands of the enemy. 

In the case of Mitchell vs. Harmony, reported in 13 Howard, page 115, Chief- 
Justice Taney, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“There are, without doubt, occasions in which private property may occasion- 
ally be taken possession of or destroyed to prevent it from falling into the hands 
of the public enemy; and also where a military officer charged with a particu- 
lar duty may impress private property into the public service or take it for pub- 
lic use. Unquestionably, in such cases, the Government is bound to make full 
compensation to the owner.”’ 

If, as the above authorities declare, the state must pay for the property ofa 
citizen destroyed to prevent it from falling into the hands of an enemy, @ fortiori 
should the State pay for property destroyed to prevent a garrison from falling 
into the hands of an enemy. 

Justice Randolph, in the case of The American Print Works rs. Lawrence, 1 
Zabriskie, 248, says that in— 

‘Cases where the state, by virtue of its right of eminent domain, reserves the 
property of a citizen and appropriates it to the use of the public; or in prose- 
cuting some great public work, such as a canal or oulieael, even in its sover- 
eign capacity, or through the power delegated to an incorporated company, 
finds it necessary not merely to take the soil and property of the citizen, but to 
destroy his mill-seat, divert his water-course, or commit other irreparable dam- 
age to private rights in order to effect the great object in view, in such case not 
only must private rights yield to the interest and wishes of the state, but it is 
a positive evil suffered by an individual for the supposed gain of the whole 
community, at the will of that community,and upon every principle of justice 
the public should make compensation.” 

The uniform action of Congress has been in strict accord with the principles 
adjudicaicd by the courts and declared by the commentators. Congress has 
recognized the principle in a great variety of cases, and so far as can be discoy- 
ered has never denied it. The war of the Revolution was fought before we had 
any constitutional prohibition against taking private property for public use 
without compensation, The troops for that war were furnished by the several 
States. Congress did not assume the obligation of making compensation for 
property taken by the military authority; but it clearly recognized the princi- 
ple that compensation should be made. Accordingly, in 1784, a resolution was 
adopted from which the following is an extract: 

“That it be referred to the several States. at their own expense, to grant such 
relief to their citizens, who may have been injured as aforesaid, as they may 
think requisite, andif it shall hereafter appear reasonable that the United States 
should make —_ allowance to any particular State, which may be burdened 
much beyond others, that the allowance ought to be determined by Congress,” 

In accordance with that resolution, when, in 1818, Mary Brower and others 
petitioned for compensation to be made to them for ies burned and de- 
stroyed on Long Island by the American Army on the advance of the British 
forces in August, 1776, the Committee on Revolutionary Claims of the House de- 
nied the prayer, not upon the ground that compensation should not be made, 
but upon the express ground that the sufferers ought to have appealed to the 
State of New York for such compensation. And notwithstanding the resolu- 
tion of 1784 Congress did pass an act for the relief of an academy in Wilming- 
ton, of which the following is a copy: 

‘That, as an indemnification to the corporation of trustees of the public gram- 
mar school and academy of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware, for the use 
and occupation of the said school, and the damages done to the same by the 
troopsof the United States during the late war, there be granted to the said cor- 
poration of trustees a reasonable compensation, payable out of any unappro- 
priated money inthe Treasury of the United States, which compensation shall 
be ascertained by the accounting officers of the Treasury.”’ 

The relief granted by that resolution was recommended by Alexander Ham- 
ilton, then Secretary of the Treasury. 

Subsequent to the war with Great Britain of 1812, a large number of claims for 
similar injuries were compensated by Congress. Reference is made to a few. 

An appropriation was made to William H. Washington to compensate him 
for a house situate near the west end of the Potomac bridge, and which was 
‘destroyed by order of an officer of the United States.” The facts of the case, 
briefly stated, were that a corporal was placed in charge of the house, contain- 
ing a quantity of public stores, with directions from his superior officer to blow 
up the house in case of an attack by the enemy. Hearing guns fired on the 
opposite side of the river, he apprehended an attack, and accordingiy blew up 
the stores. The committee reported that, being of opinion “ the officer to whose 
care the public stores were committed thought it prudent and proper to de- 
stroy the house and stores, to prevent the latter from coming into the posses- 
sion of the enemy, the petitioner should be paid the value of his house.” He 
was paid accordingly. 

Jacob Shinnick was the owner of a rope-walk in Baltimore, It was destroyed 
by General Smith, commanding at that post. He states the circumstances at- 
tending its destruction as follows: 

‘* That rope-walk and two others were so close to the works that, had they re- 
mained, and an attack been made by the enemy, they would have afforded such 
a cover as would have enabled him to have approached close to the works un- 
discovered, It became necessary to destroy them. Nor did I give the discre- 
tionary power to General Forman until the attack of the enemy appeared cer- 
tain. Their destruction was postponed as long as prudence permitted, nor were 
they destroyed until it became absolutely and indispensably necessary.”’ 

The committee reported “that the destruction of the rope-walks was deemed 
by the commanding officer prudent and necessary in the defense of the city of 
Baltimore, then threatened to be invaded by a merciless and vindictive enemy. 
They are therefore of opinion that the public good, in his opinion, requiring 
their destruction, the owners of the property should be compensated to the 
amount of its value.”’ 

The principle applied in the case of Mr. Shinnick is precisely the principle em- 
ployed in the case of Mr. Best. An attack was believed to be imminent in Bal- 
timore, as an attack was believed to be imminent in Paducah. If an attack had 


been made in Baltimore the rope-walk would have supplied a cover to the 
enemy. If an attack had been made in Paducah, Best’s house would have fur- 
nished a cover tothe enemy. In order to deprive the enemy of that shelter, 
both the rope-walk and the house were destroyed. It is impossible to say that 
a house is not as much within the ——— of the Constitution as a rope-walk. 
It is impossible to say that Paducah is not as much within the protection of the 
Constitution as Baltimore. It is impossible to say that Dr. Best is not as much 
within the protection of the Constitution as Mr. Shinnick. Congress has re- 
peatedly recognized the same principle in acting upon claims growing out of 
the late war. 

In 1867 an act was passed to pay J.O. Armes for a house destroyed in Fairfax 
County, Virginia. That house was destroyed, as the committee reported, by 
military orders, and to prevent its being used by the enemy as a cover for at- 
oe: and also as a point for observation. That act was approved by President 

ohnson, 

In 1871 Congress passed an act making compensation to the Kentucky Uni- 
versity for buildings destroyed. The buildings were taken by military author- 
ity. They were destroyed by accident; but if the Government is required to 
make compensation for buildings taken and then destroyed by accident, it is 
difficult to see why it should not pay for buildings taken and then destroyed by 
design. That act was approved by President Grant. 

In 1870 Congress passed an act to pay Otis N. Cutler $50,000 for cotton taken 
by military authority to pack the machinery of the steamer Tigris, to enable 
her the more securely to run the rebel batteries at Vicksburg. The boat and 
the cotton were sunk on the trip. That cotton was taken by military authority. 
It was destroyed by the rebels. But if the Government must pay for property 
taken by its Army and then destroyed by the enemy, it would seem it ought to 
pay for property taken by its Army and then destroyed by itself. That act was 
approved by President Grant. The papers in the case show that he examined 
its merits while acting as Secretary of War, and that although he refused to pay 
the claim for want of authority, he prononnced it ‘‘ meritorious,’ and referred 
the claim to Congress. 

One other legislative precedent is worthy of notice. The case of Mitchell vs. 
Harmony has already been referred to. In that case the property of the plain- 
tiff was taken by militaryauthority. As a consequence of the taking, the goods 
fell into the hands ofthe enemy. The courts held that the taking was unnec- 
essary, and therefore required the officer in command to make compensation 
for the loss of the goods. But Congress held that inasmuch as the officer acted 
in good faith, and for what he believed to be the interests of the Govern- 
ment, the Government ought to protect him against the consequences of his 
mistake. Congress, therefore, assumed the defense of the officer before the Su- 
preme Court, and when judgment was finally rendered against him assumed 
the payment of it. 

To the foregoing precedents a great many might be added. Nota single case 
has been found in which Congress has denied the liability assumed inthe prece- 
dents cited. Not asingle authority has been found controverting the principle 
asserted by Grotius, by Vattel, by Whiting, by the Court of Claims, and by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

If the doctrine of the message be examined in the light of examples drawn 
from other countries, the contrast is still more violent. During the war of the 
Revolution most of the colonists who adhered to the Crown,and were there- 
fore known as loyalists, were made to suffer heavily because of their loyalty. 
The insargent authorities drove them from their homes and confiscated their 
estates. The war terminated in the triumph of the insurgents. At once the 
despoiled loyalists appealed to Parliament for indemnification for their losses, 
A commission was appointed to inquire into the extent of such losses, The 
‘claimants were required to state in proper form every species of loss which 
they had suffered, and for which they thought they had a right to receive com- 
pensation.” 

None of the injuries complained of were inflicted by the Government of Great 
Britain. They were inflicted by the action of its enemies, In principle their 
claims were precisely the same as the claims of our loyal citizens would be if 
they were to demand compensation of this Government for injuries sustained, 
not through its action, but through the action of its late enemies. Neverthe- 
less, for such claims Parliament undertook to make compensation, and after a 
long and careful examination of the claims, appropriated a sum for their settle- 
ment amounting, in the aggregate ,to more than $16,000,000. 

In September, 1871, immediately upon the close of the Franco-German war, 
France, although defeated and subjected to the payment of a fine of 3,000,000,000 
franes to her conquerors, did not ask to avoid the obligation of making com- 
pensation to her despoiled subjects, Accordingly the national assembly pro- 
vided not only for the payment of all private damages inflicted by the French 
authorities, but also for the repayment of all exactions made upon French sub- 
jects in the name of taxes by the German authorities. The same decree appro- 
priated 100,000,000 franes. to be placed at once in the hands of the ministers of 
the interior and of finance, to be apportioned between the most necessitous 
victims of the war, and appropriated a further sum of 6,000,000 francs to be 
distributed by the same ministers ‘‘among those who suffered the mostin the 
operations attending the attack made by the French army to gain entrance into 
Paris.” A translation of the whole decree is appended to this report. 

The President urges, in support of extreme caution, “thatthe payment of this 
claim would invite the presentation of demands for very large sums of money, 
and such is the supposed magnitude of the claims that may be made against the 
Government for necessary and unavoidable destruction of property by the 
Army that I deem it proper to return this bill for consideration.” 

To this it may be replied that the act passed for the relief of Dr. Best does not 
provide for the payment of preverty unavoidably destroyed. On the contrary, 
it clearly discriminates against and disclaims liability for such payment. The 
injury done to Best’s house by firing upon it while in possession of the enemy, 
was deemed to be unavoidable. lorsuch injury the Committee on Claims held 
the Government was not obliged to make compensation. What the committee 
deemed to be the amount of such damages it deducted from the claim, and only 
reported for payment that which was supposed to be equal to the value of the 
property which was deliberately destroyed by the military authorities to pro- 
mote the security of the garrison. 

It may be replied, secondly, that if the principle involved in the bill be just, 
and be, as has been seen, in accordance with the commands of all law and of all 
precedent, the Government can not be excused from making yeymen’ to Dr. 
Best because of the weight of the burdens such payments would impose upon 
the Treasury. If it took the last dollar of the Republic to pay such claims, not 
one of her citizens would be reduced thereby to more abject want than Dr. 
Best was by the destruction of his house and its contents. The testimony in 
the case shows that when his house was destroyed he was stripped of every- 
thing in the shape of property except the site on which it stood. 

Hugo Grotius wrote his treatise upon the “‘ Rights of War’’ amidst the unpar- 
alleled barbarities which attended the thirty-years’ war. It is doubtful if war 
between civilized nations ever before or ever since has been so cruel as that. 
In the single ‘‘ Duchy of Wurtemberg, history asserts that eight towns, forty-five 
villages, and thirty-six thousand houses had been laid in ashes, and seventy 
thousand hearth-fires completely extinguished; seven churches and four hun- 
dred and forty-four houses had been burned at Eichsted. Many towns that had 
escaped destruction were almost depopulated; three hundred houses stood 
empty at Nordheim; more than two hundred had been pulled down at Gottin- 
gen, merely to serve as fuel, The wealtby city of Augsburg, which contained 
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eighty thousand inhabitants before the war, had only ei 





- « i il i ‘ 
whenitelosed. * * In 1635 there were not hands enough t Schweid z 
to bury the dead, and the town of Ohlau had lost its last eit n * * * | 
ests sprang up during the contest and covered entire districts which had been 
in full eultivation before the war and wolves and other beasts of prey took pos- 


session of the deserted haunts of men 

Yet standing in the midst of such widespread, unsparing dey 
did not hesitate to affirm, in the language already quoted, the obligation of t 
»irall damages suffered by any subject by the destruction of 3 pr 
its use, and he added this most significant injunction Neither s 
the state be absolved from this obligation though for the present not able to sat 
isfy it. But whenever the state is in a capacity, this suspended oblig 

















resumes its force. 





In the light of such stern teachings, he who regards law or loves justi 
be reluctant to see a loyal citizen reduced by the deliberate act of his Gover 
ment to absolute destitution and then turned away from the full t of t 





Treasury which carry from year to year unused millions, a single year’s 
est on which would compensate for every injury coming within the p ‘ 
of Dr. Best’s claim. There is no warrant for believing that the pr I . 
nized by the returned bill would involve the Treasury in large disbursements 
It has already been seen that the bill establishes no new precedent Co ress 
has already paid several claims resting upon precisely the same principl 
has voted to pay every such claim which has been presented, 

From the foundations of the Government it can not be discovered that Con 
cress has ever refused to pay asimilarclaim. If,as some profess toapprehend 
similar claims for millions await payment, the question arises, Where are 











During the eleven years which have transpired since the late war commenced 





the whole amount of claims of every kind, recommended for payment by the 
Senate Committee on Claims, excluding those reported from th aims com 











mission, will fall eonsiderably below a mi n. Anexamination made upon 
this point in January, 1871, disclosed the fact that but $555,051.55 had at that dat 
been paid since the close of the war, Thatsum included $109,000 paid to one fir 
for property sold, the proceeds of which had been placed in the Tre ‘ 
it included $60,000 appropriated to another individual for legal-ten 
which had been destroyed. So at that date it appeared, and was stated on t 
floor of the Senate, that the Treasury had not been made poorer by the a 
of the Committee on Claims to an amount exceeding $400,000 

When we consider the magnitude and the duration of the war throug ‘ 
we have passed; when we consider the munificent appropriations 1 
France to her subjects, no one of whom could have suffered more from de 
tion of property than Dr. Best has suffered; when we consider that 
Britain appropriated to the few loyalists who adhered to her cause during t 
Revolution more than $16,000,000, the meager appropriations hitherto made 
Congress seem quite inconsiderable, and suggest an apprehension to the « 
did mind that the Government may have done less than justice instead of 
than justice, 


In conclusion, upon this point, the committee respectfully submit that no 





claim ever was or ever can be preferred against the Governinent resting upon 
more impregnable grounds All just claims against the Government must b 


urged upon one or more of three grounds—either that the claimant bas benefited 
the Government, or that he has been damaged by the Government, or that h 
has been promised mon by the Government. But a promise is of s ht 
validity if it be unsupported by a consideration, either of benefit tothe pron 
isor or of loss to the promisee. Where such consideration does exist, a promise 
adds nothing to the obligation to pay. In the ease of Dr. Best, his claim is sup- 
ported both by the consideration of loss to him and of benefit to the Govern- 
ment. He was injure d by being deprive d of he possesst d The Gove n 
ment was benefited by the additional security affored toa weak and imp 
garrison. No promise could add validity to sucha claim, 

The message suggests a doubt as to the reasonableness of the appropriatio 
made to Doctor Best, It furnishes no evidence upon that point. In estimat 
the value of the house destroyed, the committee were guided originally | 
testimony of those who built the house, Since the reference of the veto m 
sage, the claimant has submitted to the committee plans of the building, vy i 
fied by the affidavit of John V. Gould, city engineer of the city of Paducah 
The plans disclose a building 52 feet in width by 40 feet in depth and three 
stories in height, besidesthe attic; thatthe first story was 8 feet high, the second 
story 15 feet, and the third 13 feet ; that it was built upon stone foundations iin 
hydraulic cement, 4 feet deep and 2 fect thick; that it had twenty-six paneled 
dours, six of which were of large size; that it had twenty-six windows of t 
largest size, besides side-lights to the doorways; that it had twenty-six pa 
window-shutters, twelve fire-places with mantels and grates, cig! 
which were formed and laid of iron slabs, each slab being 4 feet wide by 
long: that it had four flights of stairs; that its roof was covered with coppe 
and sheet-iron, 

it seems to have been a large and substantial brick house, elegantly finished 
Six witnesses testify that the house, with its contents, was worth over £27.00) 
The character of the witnesses is attested by the collector of the port. Yet 





















the building was worth but half the sum at which the witnesses estimate its 
value, the appropriation of $25,000 now will searcely make the claimant whole 

Che committee, therefore, report back the bill, and recommend its passag: 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


[OMicial journal of the French Republic, Versailles, September 11, 1871 


The National Assembly has adopted. The president of the French Republic pro- 
mulgates the law, the tenor of which is as follows: 


Considering that, during the late war, the portion of the territory invaded by 
the enemy bore exactions and suffered devastations without number; that the 
sense of patriotism which animates the heart of the French people enjoins upon 
the government the duty of indemnifying those who have, ifthe common con 
flict, undergone these exceptional privations. The national assembly, without 
intending to depart from the principles laid down in the law of July 10, | 
and the decree of August 10, 1853, decree: ‘ 

ARTICLE 1. An indemnification will be allowed to all those who have born: 
during the invasion, the contributions of war, requisitions either in money or 
in kind, fines, and material damages. 

Art. 2. These contributions, requisitions, fines,and damages will be verified 
and estimated by the cantonal commissions who act for the time being und 
the direction of the minister of the interior. A departmental commission wi 
revise the labor of the cantonal commissions and fix the definite sum total! of 
the losses proven. This commission will be composed of the préfet, president 
four counsellors-general designated by the council-general, and of four repré 
sentatives of the ministers of the interior and finances. 

Arr. 3. When the extent of the losses shall have been thus verified, a law wil! 
fix the sum the state of the public treasury will permit to be appropriated for 
their indemnification, and determine the distribution of the same. 

A sum of one hundred millions will be immediately placed at the disposition 
ef the minister of the interior and of the minister of finances, and apportéoned 
between the departments pro rata, according to the losses respectively prove: 
ts be distributed by the préfet, assisted by a commission appointed by the coun 
cl-general and taken from its number, between the most necessitous victims of 
the war and the communes the mostinvolved in debt. This first allowance will 
be part of the sum total assigned to each department to be distributed among 
ail the claimants. 
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y Mr. Chair 1, Il did n to v 
D nd I suppos« will be ‘ f o 
say to this House that Lam notalawyer. But it does 1 to me that 
every time a lawyer here undertakes to oppose a claim he c¢ : it up 
with a mass of rubbish, and this case is now as effectually c d with 
rubbish as any one could possibly demand for the purpose of obscuring 
it. If gentlemen here can oppos« ise by bringing in someth ibou 
opening the flood-gates and establishing a precedent, then they have 
done something which they think will be gratifying to their constitu 
ents, and which will delay Congress in the consideration of measures 
of this kind; and whatever injustice it may do to individual claimants 
will, at all events, have the merit of saving the public, Tre iry and 
the Government from paying it lebts 
here is no precedent, sir, estal i by such a cas st It has 
not been argued by any person that there is a precedent established by 
it. should it become a law, which argument would have t effect of 
convincing anybody. But there are precedents in fuvor of its pay- 
} wee - ° ombttun Vit es 
ment You have paid hundreds of cases exactly like it 

It is a case pure and simple of stores andsupplies. You have passed 
them here by hundreds and paid for rails and trees and brush and ro 
that were taken and put into breastworks Chis cotton was t n and 
applied to the construction of breastworks. The cla S set th by 
the Court of Claims is for stores and supplies—engineer’s supplies to 
build breastworks. The claimant was willing to take his cotton ba 
after the necessity for 1ts use in the rtifications had ceased, ; full 
relu bursement, and asked the Government to £ eit to claiming 
nothing for its use, but the Governnient, as in the case of the rails and 
tim] towhich I have referred, and used for building fi ys 1 
places h ld by it, refused to return the cotton, it took charge of it 
preparatory to shipping it away. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that when we use the word ‘‘cot- 
ton’’ here in this House in reference to any pending claim, th ire 
some gentlemen who become just as much excited as a | does w i 
a red flag is shaken in his face. This claim does not differ in par- 


ticular from claims for rails and timber used in fortificatio 


stores and supplies and nothingelse. The Court of Cl 

zance and jurisdiction of the case as a case of stores at 

have so adjudicated it, and we have paid hundreds of just 
| and it is not a precedent, but it is following a precedent that 


been followed in many other cases by t 


Personally I care nothing whatever about it; I hav 

it, but when gentlemen talk about the time of the House } 

up in the consideration of private claims they are the very 

selves who have occupied time by fighting 
They are the men who are preventing any general law bei 


1 Governmen 





here, so that anybody who has a claim could file his claim 
court and have attention given to it and prompt action upon it I hope 
then that this rubbish will all be taken off, that we ill quit talking 





about captured and abandoned property, which has nothing to do with 
this case, and take the case up as it is, for stores and supplies clear and 
plain, and go on with something stead of tying up the claims of 

hundreds of other people who are justly and equitably entitled to relief. 

That is all there is in the case. Now, let the members of this House 
and of this committee look at the case in.its proper light. 

Talk about ‘‘ lobbies ’’ in claims cases; why, sir, Iam told that there 
has been a lobby here opposing this case, and it looks like it was going 
to be effectual—the object being to blackmail the claimant by hinder- 
ing the passage of this bill until a contract is made paying the lobby- 

| ists a large sum of money after the allowance of the claim. 








be 


aa 
a ae 


i 


yom 


Pry oe 


_ 
neo 


Aton ene th Abt RecA Fe 





Saeco emma 


est 


3298 


Mr. LANHAM. Now let us have a vote. 
Mr. SPRINGER Has th 


allowed for debate on this bill ex 











CHAIRMAN, ‘The time allowed in favor of the bill has ex- 
pired, but there remain ten minutes in opposition to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I did not intend to say anything further upon 
the question, but after the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
wl I presume, we intended to apply to me, it is proper that | 
should say a few words in addition to what I have already said. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I fired into the bush, and if the gentk 
man happened to get hit, itis allright. It is not my fault. 

Mr PRINGER. Exactly - 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to him, which I think may lead to an explanation which will be 
o! ice in considering this ca r 

. SPRINGER. Certainly 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave before me a case determined in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, decided in 13 Wallace, involving a question 
of the liability of the United States in cases such as this: a ease where 
the two armies were approaching each other, being divided by a river, 


and the authorities of the United States took poss: n of some vessel 


ic 
and used them for the transportation of the troops. The Supreme Court 


held that the Government was liable for the vessels. If the gentleman 
will allow me to have this read, I would like to have an explanation of 
the difference between that case and the one now pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, Iam very sorry the gentleman did not get 
his case in during the general debate 
Mr. BURROWS. Well, let me get it in now. 
an explanation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What case is that? 

Mr. BURROWS. The case of Russell vs. The United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What page? 

Mr. BURROWS. Page 629. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will take some other op- 
portunity of presenting that case. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is only six or eight lines. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it is satisfactory to the gentleman it is satis- 
factory tome. If it convinces him how he should vote that isall that 
is necessary. He has read it. I do not care to read it. 

Mr. BURROWS. If it is squarely against your position would you 
not like to know it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam satisfied on this question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that I may have one 
minute to read this decision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Go on. 

Mr. BURROWS. The court in that case say: 


I would like to have 


The taking of private property by the Government when the emergency of | 


the public service, in time of war or impending public danger, is too urgent to 
admit of delay, is everywhere regarded as justified, if the necessity forthe use of 
the property is imperative and immediate and the danger as heretofore de- 
scribed is impending; and it is equally clear that the taking of such property 
under such circumstances creates an obligation on the partof the Government 
to reimburse the owner to the full value of the service. Private rights under 
such extreme and imperious circumstances must give way for the time to the 
public good, but the Government must make full restitution for the sacrifice. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. That is sense. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the case? 

Mr. BURROWS. Russell vs. The United States, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Who gave the opinion? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Justice Clifford. 

Mr. WARNER. Chief-Justice Taney decided the same thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now the gentleman is through, I hope I will be 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I simply wanted that decision explained. 


is just as good as that, and which I have already cited, the decision of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. LYMAN. Thisis not arebelclaim. This claimant was : 
man. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen on the other side of the House | 
used such claims for party purposes ever since the war closed 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mom 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. 

Mr. WARNER. Just one moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ican not yield all my time. The gentleman 
so good-natured it would take adamant to resist him. But I must pr 
ceed. Ican not yield. I want to say to gentlemen on the othe 


that there has never been a case voted upon by Congress, nor has any 





body on this side ever proposed to pay a man aclaim where the record 
showed he was disloyal during the war. So that all the talk on ti 
other side of the House about rebel war claims goes for nothing. > 


man on this side of the House ever proposed to pay one ofthem. ‘Tl 


contention has always been in regard to claims that arose in the mid 
of the war. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman does this asa matter of fact for 
ical purposes, does he? 

Ir. SPRINGER. No, sir; I do not. But the gentlemen on 
other side hope we will pay this claim and similar claims so that 
political purposes they can make capital out of our action before t 
constituents, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is not fair. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Have you ever favored the passage of an) 











these war claims ? k 
Mr. SPRINGER. I have favored all those that come within t! 3 

terms of the law, where the Government liability was clear. ‘ 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have you mention one sin 

claim the passage of which you have favored. 


Mr. WADE. We will have the yeas and nays, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I will give vou the yeas and nays. There is no ! 
doubt but that this man was found to be loyal. There is no dispu 
about that. That is not the question at issue, and never has } 
The question here is as to whether the Government got the benetit 
this property. Is this a claim for property during the time of its us 
for breastworks? Itisnot. Noclaim is made for the use of the prop 
erty during that time. It is for taking the property and converting it 
to the use of the Government. Where is the evidence that it was so 
converted? There was no evidence reported to show that a dollar « 
the proceeds of this property ever went into the Treasury of the United 
States. The case does not come within the provisions of the act relat 
ing to captured and abandoned property. The Government has not 
received the proceeds. It is not shown how the Government is 1 
sponsible. Under the principle which has been recognized on both 
sides.of this House from the very close of the war to the present ti: 
this measure is eutirely inadmissible. 
Mr. LANHAM. Let us have a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate has expired. Th 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
The amendment was again read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to further amend by adding at the end o! 
the bill what I send to the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. Nothing is in order but an amendment to th ¥ 


——— ee 


|amendment. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 


HoLMAN | will be read, after which the Chair will pass upon it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, however, That before said money shall be paid it shall be proven to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury that the proceeds of the ssi 
cotton, tothe amount above named, were covered into the Treasury or account« 
for by the proper officer; but the sum paid said Perez Dickinson shall not « 
ceed the sum so paid into the Treasury or accounted for. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thatis not an amendment to the amendme 


offered by the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain by citing another decision, which | 


President Grant, acting for the Republican party and for the adminis-' | 
tration at that time, in which he said under similar circumstances the 


Government was not liable. ” 


Mr. BURROWS. I did not know an appeal lay from the Supreme 
Court to President Grant. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That decision has been followed by Congress ever 
since. It has been fortili 
upon similar cases. 

Mr. WARNER. Is this a party question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is nota party question. 

Mr. WARNER, Is it a legal question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a legal question, sir. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want gentlemen on the other side to under- 


+} 


stand this case asitis. If they propose to vote for this bill I want 


ed by a long series of decisions in this House | 


them to put themselves on record for it, so that when the campaign | 
opens they will not go before the people of the United States, lift up | 


their hands in holy horror, and say, ‘‘See what rebel claims these 
brigadier-general rebel Democrats are passing through Congress.’’ 

Mr. WARNER. We will do that for you. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is very proper for the gentlemen on the other 
side to fix up cases on which to make party capital. 


Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it is an amendment to come in at the en 


| of the bill. 


The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. LANIFAM, 
and it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by) 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN }. 

Mr. LYMAN. Is debate in order on that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. LYMAN. Isimply desire to say thatit is not claimed that th 
money went into the Treasury. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, and th 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 57. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No quorum. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that ther 
is not a quorum present, and I therefore ask unanimous consent tha 
this bill be laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. HOUK. Thereis. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest that we fix a day when there is a full 
House to vote upon this bill. 
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ter oi course. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. When the friends of this b whi 
head of the Calendar, refuse to have it passed without prejud . 
ing its place on the Calendar, | make no further concession. 

Mr. HOUK. I have not seen where the gentleman has made 
concession to-day. Ir. Chairman, I 1 to ask unaninw consent t 
this bill be voted on two weeks from to-day, immediately after 
ing of the Journal, and that the previous question be cons 1 
dered. 

Mr. LANE and Mr. BUCK ALEW objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will appoint to act as t 
tleman from Penusylvania [Mr. Buci EW ] and the gentleman 
Tennessee { Mr. Ho 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanim ( 
sent that this bill be passed over informally, retaining t 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That proposition has been s1 sted. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGES 
and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. BAKER] ask unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be passed over, not losing its place on the Calendai 
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Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, the next bill on the Calendar is 
very similar to the one which has just been under consideration, and 
in view of the opposition which seems to exist here to this class of 
claims, in view of the fact that there is no quorum in the House, and 

lso in view of the fact that we have now occupied about three hours 


in consideration of the case before us, I ask unanimous consent that it 
may be in order from now on until the time fixed foradjournment to- 
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alone.”’ All the proof required by the Supreme Court of the United States (page 
282, 92 Reports) of the claimant that the property “ came intothe hands of a Treas- 
ury agent; that it was sold; that the proceeds of the sale were paid into the 
Treasury of the United States; that he was the owner of the property and en- 
titled to the proceeds thereof,’ has been made to the satisfaction of the Court 
of Claims and of your committee. The money which claimant asks is not the 
property of the United States, but a trust fund held forhim. The United States 
occupies a strictly fiduciary relation to claimant, and never intended to divest 
him of his property, but by taking it constituted itself claimant’s trustee (13 
Wallace, page 12%), and from this trust fund the bill provides that he shall be 
paid 


There is, in the 


judgment of this committee, neither law, reason, justice, nor 
policy in withholding this money claimed from its rightful owner, and we there- 


fore urge the passage of the bill herewith reported, with an amendment as fol- 
lows: 

In line 8, strike out the words ‘‘said judgment,” and insert in lieu thereof, 
“the opinion of the court in rendering said judgment.” 

Mr. CROUSE. I wish to inquire, Mr. Chairman, whether there is 
@ minority report in this case. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is not. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “said judgment” and insert “‘the opinion of the court in 
rendering the said judgment.”’ 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend by adding to the bill the pro- 
viso which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That a greater amount of money shall not be paid in satisfaction of 
this claim than the amount received and paid into the Treasury as proceeds of 
the sale of the cotton alleged to have been taken. 

Mr. OATES. I suggest that the word ‘‘net’’ should be inserted in 
the gentleman’s amendment before the word ‘‘ proceeds.’’ 

Mr. CULBERSON, I modify my amendment in that way. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. ‘I wish to call the attention of the committee in 
the first place to the fact that this bill does not seek the payment from 
the Treasury of the United States of any fund belonging to the Govern- 
ment. It is simply an effort to restore to the claimant his own money, 
which was turned into the Treasury as proceeds of his cotton which was 
taken by the Government during the war and sold. It appears from 
the report in this case that Mr. John H. Newman, whose heirs are here 
as claimants, had taken from him 259 bales ofcotton. Proof was made to 
the satisfaction of the Court of Claims that the cotton was taken, was 
sold by the Government, and that its proceeds found their way into 
the Treasury. The judgment of the Court of Claims, as well as the re- 
port of the committee, is clear upon the point that the decedent, whose 
heirs appeared before the committee, was loyal to the Government 
throughout the war. Upon the facts as I have just stated them I think 
all gentlemen will agree. 

After the termination of the war Mr. Newman employed a Mr. 
Whitney, then an attorney representing such cases in Washington, to 
institute suit against the Government to recover the proceeds of this 
property. ‘The power of attorney given to Mr. Whitney expressly au- 
thorized him to institute suit for 250 bales of cotton, but by careless- 
ness on his part, absolutely inexcusable, and which has resulted in the 
greatest detriment to the claimant, suit was brought to recover the 
proceeds of only 50 bales, instead of 250 bales. When the case came 
on for hearing before the Court of Claims the court found as a matter 
of fact that the Government had seized and appropriated 250 bales of 
cotton, but held that inasmuch as the claimant had only sued for the 
proceeds of 50 bales, he was only entitled to recover the value of that 
number. In order that this point may be made perfectly clear I will 
read a few lines from the finding of the Court of Claims. The com- 
missioner to whom the matter had been referred said: 

I find from the evidence that 245 bales of the claimant's cotton went into the 
Vicksburg cotton, and that he should be charged one-fourth for ginning and 
baling the 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the claimant. 

But inasmuch as he has claimed only 50 bales in his petition, he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 baies. And therefore the claimant is entitled 


to judgment for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per bale, 
payable out of the first fund—50 bales of cotton, at $177.55} per bale, $8,877.50. 


When the claimant found that his attorney had negligently frittered 
away his rights before the court he moved that the proceedings be 
amended so as to make a claim for 250 bales instead of for 50 bales; 
but the court decided that came toolate. Gentlemen will recollect by 
the captured and abandoned property act it was provided these claims 
should be brought within two years. The court held that two years 
had already expired and the motion to amend the proceedings must be 
treated as an original suit brought after the time had expired, and re- 
fused to allow him to amend the proceedings, so that the claimant was 
barred by the statute of limitations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is this for? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. For the 200 bales which his attorney should 
have sued for; that is, for 250 bales in all, instead of for only 50 bales. 

Mr. HERMANN. Heasks for the payment for 250 bales on the 
game ground that payment was made for 50 bales? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Precisely. The attorney was directed to bring 
suit for 250 bales, but brought it only for 50 bales. When it came up 
for trial the Court of Claims decided 250 bales were taken, but as suit 
was brought for 50 bales instead of for 250, allowance could be made 
only for 50 bales, and this bill is introduced for the purpose of paying 
for the remaining 200 bales, 
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When the Court of Claims found this was the case, as I have already 
stated, the claimant made a motion to amend, but as it came after the 
expiration of the limitation provided by the law, he was barred. It 
is extraordinary, after paying for 50 bales, the Government should 
now refuse to pay for the remaining 200 bales, when its own Court of 
Claims has decided he was entitled to be paid for 250 bales. 

Mr. LANHAM. I would like toask the gentleman from Mississippi 
whether the price charged for this cotton is considered to be a fair one? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is $177.55 per bale, as that was the price the 
cotton sold for. Thatis what the Government got for it. You under- 
stand the claimant was obliged to show what became of the cotton, and 
in order to do that he.was obliged to follow the cotton until its pro- 
ceeds were placed in the Treasury; the price fixed is the price the Goy- 
ernment received for the cotton. 

Mr. HERMANN. This was the price the Court of Claims decided 
the cotton brought in the market and which the Government received 
for it? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I should like to inquire why this matter 
has been pending without settlement for so long a period of time? It 
has been fourteen years since the decision of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. As I have already stated, this matter has been 
pending for several Congresses. When the Court of Claims first decided 
he was paid for 50 bales only, because of the negligence of his attorney 
in bringing suit for 50 bales, and not for 250 as he ought to have done; 
and when the claimant moved to amend the proceedings the court held 
he was too late,and it was treated as an original claim which was barred 
by the statute of limitations. Mr. D. B. Whitney, a practicing attor- 
ney in this city, was employed to institute proceedings before the Court 
of Claims, but by a sort of carelessness which was unexplainable, he 
brought suit only for 50 bales instead of for 250 bales. Now the Goy- 
ernment has paid for 50 bales, and this claim is made for the payment 
of the remaining 200 bales. 

Mr. HERMANN. And upon precisely the same grounds? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir, and upon precisely the same ground 
decided by the Court of Claims as to the fifty. I say it isa just and 
equitable claim, and I hope we will have a vete. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr.CROUSE. Mr. Chairman, linquired a few moments ago whether 
there wasa minority report in this case, and was informed by the Chair- 
man that there was not. I wish to say when the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] reported this case, I have a distinct recol- 
lection that my colleague [Mr. THoMmAs] reserved the right to submit 
a minority report if on investigation he should become satisfied it was 
notajust claim. Neither of these two gentlemen is here, and there- 
fore I can not say to what extent my colleague has prosecuted his in- 
vestigation. I do know he was not clear in his mind how it could be 
possible for this claimant to claim for 250 bales of cotton after he had 
prosecuted his claim for 50 bales before the Court of Claims without 
having discovered the mistake until the final hearing. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was not his mistake; it was the mistake of 
his attorney, as I have already shown. 

Mr. CROUSE. It would seem if there was a mistake that the mis- 
take should have been discovered during the course of the triai and not 
on the final hearing, and then discovered for the first time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was not the mistake; the mistake was as 
to the number of bales for which claim was made. The counsel and 
court agreed in the belief the claim was for 250 bales, and proof was 
made as to the fact the Government did owe for 250 bales, but on the 
final hearing by the court it appeared that claim had been made for 
only 50 bales, and the court therefore, as I have already stated, gave 
judgment only for 50 bales. 

Mr. CROUSE. Was there not some lack of testimony or proof that 
the additional amount of cotton belonged to this party at all? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; if the gentleman will permit me I will 
read an extract from the findings of the commissioner, which findings 
were afterwards adopted as the judgment of the Court of Claims: 

I find from the evidence that 245 bales of the claimant's cotton went into the 
Vicksburgh cotton, and that he should be charged one-fourth for ginning and 
baling the 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the claimant. 

But inasmuch as he has claimed only 50 bales in his petition he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 bales. And, therefore, the claimant is en- 
titled to judgment for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per 
bale, payable out of the first fund—50 bales of cotton, at $177.55} per bale, 
$8,877.50. 

That was the only trouble; the attorney who prepared the case was 
under the impression, as well as the claimant himself, that the suit was 
brought for the 250 bales. I understand that at that time there was 
a great rush of claims of this character, and no doubt, owing to the 
multitude of such cases in his business the attorney supposed that the 
petition covered the whole amount of the cotton, whereas in fact it 
covered but the 50 bales. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Was any effort made to amend the petition ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; I will state to the gentleman that 
when it was discovered that the petition of the claimant embraced but 
50 bales of the cotton, application was at once made to have it so 
amended as to entitle the claimant to recover the whole amount of the 
proceeds of the 250 bales. But the act under which the court was per- 


mitted to take jurisdiction of the case at all provided that unless sucb 
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claims were presented within two years after the passage of the act 
they were barred. 

This had expired in July or August, 1868, when this error was dis- 
covered, so that at the time the judgment of the court was rendered 
the statute of limitation applied; and when the claimant asked per- 
mission to amend the petition he was met with the response that the 
court had not jurisdiction excepting of the 50 bales for which payment 
was demanded within the time fixed by the law, but that as to the 
900 bales the petition must be treated as if the suit was instituted only 
at the time the amended petition was presented. So, Mr. Chai: 
we have just this case presented here, and J suppose it is a case with- 
out a parallel in the history of claims. The court dec th 
petitioner had a valid claim for 250 bales of cotton upon the testimony 
presented, but that 50 bales only having been covered by the claim 
presented before the statute of limitation applied he could only re- 
ceive payment for that amount. 

That is the substance of the c: 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And the claimant, by his own negligence, or 
the negligence of his attorney, was barred from receiving the remainder. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. He was barred by the statute of limitations; 
but I do not think it was because of any laches on the part of the at- 
torney or the claimant himself. Of course we understand, while in 
point of fact the claimant is bound by the laches of his attorney, yet 
in dealing equitably with the claimant we must take into considéra- 
tion other causes which do not make him responsible for such neglect 
on the part of the attorney. I will state further that the claimant in 
this case resided in Mississippi, and very possibly he did not see the 
petition; but of that fact I have no personal knowledge, although in 
all probability if he had seen it he may not have understood its pur- 
port, it being strictly a legal document. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Idonotsuppose you mean to say that the claim- 
ant never saw the petition. Is it not necessary that he should sign it 
on oath? 


( 
a 4 
med 


se. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Possibly so. I confess my ignorance of how 
these claims were presented or what process was pursued; but I do 
know from the testimony taken, because I have examined it all care- 


fully, from beginning to end, that itshows beyond doubt that both the 
lawyer and the client wereable to establish the fact that the Government 
had received the whole of the proceeds of the cotton, and had turned 
ito the Treasury the proceeds of the 250 bales. 

Mr. CROUSE. Mr. THoMAs, of Wisconsin, has looked up all the 
facts of the case and has them in his possession, but he is absent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. They are embodied in the report of the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. CROUSE. But I know the objection raised to the consideration 
of the bill in committee was based on the fact that it seemed very 
strange that the parties in interest, as well as the attorney himself, 
should have overlooked, in writing a document of that character, so 
important an item as this omission, and should not have discovered it 
until after the statute of limitations had barred the case in court. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
my friend had had an opportunity of looking at the testimony he would 
find it to be justas I have stated, that during all the taking of that tes- 
timony it was to establish the fact that the Government had taken the 
250 bales of cotton, and I think he would not object now to the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. CROUSE. Do you claim that there is standing upon the books 
of the Treasury now this amount in the name of the claimant? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. /Yes,sir,I think so. I claim it to be a fact also 
that the Government received the 250 bales of cotton, and the proceeds 
of the sale of that amount. Fifty bales of this have been decreed by 
the judgment of the court to be the property of the claimant- 

Mr. CROUSE. But does the remainder stand to his credit? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is my understanding. I confess I have 
never looked at the books of the Treasury and I am not acquainted 
with their method of keeping accounts, but I believe that the proceeds 
of such property stand to the credit of the party from whom it is taken 
until the question of ownership is decided. 

Mr. CROUSE. I understand that the act known as the captured and 
abandoned property act required the officer of the Treasury to make a 
sale of the property and to place the sums realized in the Treasury tothe 
credit of the claimant. Now if that has been the procedure followed 
out in this case, then it will be a matter that can be easily established 
to the satisfaction of the committee that this additional amount stands 
in the name of the claimant on the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say in answer to the gentleman that I do 
not know, of course, how the books of the Treasury stand upon this 
question. There have been cases within my knowledge where cotton 
was sold belonging to one man and credited to another. So that the 
books of the Treasury are not really a criterion of what is due to any 
person. But in this case that question has been settled by the judg- 
ment of the court. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You say the Court of Claims hasallowed a judg- 
ment for 50 bales of this cotton, and by mistake the 200 were not con- 
sidered ? 





Will you permit me to ask a question? 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Have we not the powerin the 
case back to the Court of Claims and alk 


House to remit this 
yw them to pass upon the 200 
bales that were embodied in 


the petition on which they rendered judg 
ment ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We have that power, but here is the trouble 
about it: Efforts have been made repeate: within my knowledge— 
and my experience is quite limited in ¢ 3, this be ‘ Ly SEC 
ond term—to have bills passed giving the ( f ¢ $ jur tion 
over similar claims. hey have been invar voted do Lp to 
this time it has not been the temper or dispos 1 of ¢ ess to extend 
the jurisdiction of that court even insp Phe en 
to require them to come here and get their ¢ ns through ¢ ess 
I have seen several bills voted down which i it object in \ | 
do not think it would be of any value to make the effort, because Ido 
not think it would succeed 

Mr. HERMANN. Myfriend understands this claim amounts to ) 
bales; that the gross number of t bal controversy is ha 
that the Court of ¢ ums a lly 0 nd the i i up i es 

Mr. CROUSE. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. But that all the facts l the testimon 
memoranda which are before the committee show co sively ) es 
to be the amount. 

Mr. CROUSE. That testimony was produced in court. Iam not 
informed on that question. The report, I believe, so states. 


Mr. HERMANN. ‘Then permit me to ask my good friend from 


Ohio this further question: I understand the amount now claimed w 
found to be a proper and just amount when the claim was adju ! 
by the court. 

Mr. CROUSE. Iso understand. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I ask my friend if it would not be doing 
gross injustice to relegate the case now to the Court of Claims, since 


the matter is at this time 
not denied? 


before Congress, especially as the facts are 


Mr. CROUSE, I only rose because I thought this claim should not 
be passed in the absence of the member of the committee who reserved 


the right to make a minority report, or to state his reasons why he op- 
posed the passage of the bill when it should come up. As he is 
here, I rose. Iam not in possession of the facts he may have gathered 
for that purpose. Many of the questions that have been put to me I 
am not clear about in my mind. I did not charge my mind with the 


details. ButI have a distinct recollection that the gentleman reserved 


not 


| that right, and intended to look up the facts and submit them to the 


House when the bill came up for action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. CROUSE. Mr. Chairman, is it in orde 
ment to that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. An 
order. 

Mr. CROUSE. I offer an amendment to the effect that a greater 
amount shall not be paid than appears to the credit of this claimant on 
the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope my friend will not insist upon that 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 


report the amendment of the 


to submit an amend- 


amendment to the amendment will be in 


| writing and send it to the Clerk’s desk 


The amendment was reduced to writing and id by the Clerk, as 
follows: 
Provided, That no larger amount sliall be paid to this timant than appears 


to his credit on the books of the Treas 


TheCHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will be 
voted down, because if adopted the effect of it might be 
defeat the whole object of the bill. 
pears to the 


nis on the amendment to the amend- 


The questi 


absolutely to 
I do not know that anything ap- 
credit of this man on the books of the Treasury. I know 


it is very frequently the case that cotton taken by the Government 
during the war appears on the books credited to some person who was 
not the owner. I knowalso that in many cases cotton was taken an 
sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury when the proper was 
not credited to anybody at all 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. As I understand t bill, it proposes 


to afford the same remedy as to the 200 bales specified that have been 
given already as to the 
Mr. CATCHINGS. That is the 


whole of it. 





Mr. BAKER, of New York. And this amendment was not attached 
to the former bill ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No 

The CHAIRMA N. The question is on the amendment to the mend 
ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, all I wish to that this 
money does not appear to the credit of anybody in the Treasury, and 
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the effect of that amendment, if adopted, would be to defeat the object 
of the bill 

Mr. OATE It is quite clear that it would be unnecessary to take 
proof in any e to show that a claimant was entitled to recover, if 
that fact were n on the books of the Treasury. 


Mr. CULBEKSON. Ifthe committee will adopt my amendment, I 


think the rights of all persons interested in this fund will be protected. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I think 
Mr. CULBERSON. A it number of people are interested in this 
fund, and ali I desire is that no one shall get more th: 
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1an his sh 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hope the am 
will not be adopted, for the reason that if this is a just claim s 


provision in the bill would simply bar its payment. There are thou- 


ner ryt 
namen 


uch a 


sands of just claims of this character where there is nothing to the | 


credit of the claimant in the Treasury. For my own part I have not 
had time to inquire into the merits of the bill, but from the action of 
the court I have every reason to believe that this is a just claim and 
that it ought to be paid. 

Mr. BUTLER, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has anybody 
amendment of that sort except the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL- 
MAN]? [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
inquiry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 


The Chair does not think that is a parliamentary 


Mr. Chairman, I ask that both amend- 


ments be read, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas | 


{Mr. CULBERSON ] and the amendment to that amendment. 

The amendments were read. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope that will be voted down. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, betore the vote is taken on report- 
ing this bill to the House, I desire the Clerk to read a portion of the 
views of the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary on the claim 
of Samuel Noble, which is here for consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The policy of the Government with respect to claims of this character was 
fixed 1 than twenty years ago. In 1863 Congress, we have stated, made 
laws for the collection of abandoned and captured property within the insur- 
rectiouary districts, and for covering the proceeds, upon sale, into the United 
States Treasury. At thesame time provision was made to secure to the owners 
of such property their rights. 
the owner of abandoned orcaptured property was authorized to prefer hisclaim 
to the proceeds thereof,in the Court of Claims, at any time within two years 
after the suppressing of the rebellion. 

We are not aware that there has been any change in this legislation since it 
was made in 1863, The general law upon the subject remains as it was enacted 
lwenty years ago. Whether or not Congress has by special act authorized a 
particular owner of captured or abandoned property to assert his claim to the 
proceeds covered into the Treasury,in the Court of Claims or elsewhere, at a 
— later than two years after the rebellion was suppressed, we are not in- 
ormed, 

In the absenc 


iore 


e of such information it is to be presumed that Congress has 


ndhered to the policy adopted in 1863. With this policy we arecontent. The 
- : interests demanded no change, If it is to be changed the change should 
1 made by a general law. 


Special legislation with respect to claims of this character should be dis- 
couraged, In the judgment of the minority of the committee this settled policy 
of the Government should not be disturbed by either special or general legisla- 
lion 

We know of no reason why the two years’ limitation in the act of March 3 


18 hould be modified or repealed. 





lo authorize, by a special act of Congress, Mr. Noble to sue for the proceeds 
of his cotton cighteen years after he knew of its seizure and sale by the Govern- 
ment would be, for obvious reasons, unwise. After he knew of its seizure and 


ile he had the right under the general law of March 3, 1863, to sue and make 








good his claim to the proceeds of his property. This right existed fortwo years 
fro ind after August, 1866. For some unexplained reason he did not avail 
himself of his legal rights within the time limited bylaw. Now they are barred, 
and this bar he would have Congress remove. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The report in this case contains the following 
statement in regard to the claim now pending: 

The money which claimant asks is not the property of the United States, but 
a trust fund held for him. The United States occupies strictly a fiduciary rela- 
tion to the claimant, and never intended to divest him of his property; but by 
taking it constituted itself claimant’s trustee. (13 Wallace,138.) From this trust 
fynd the bill provides that he shall be paid. 

J take the statement as true. 
the bill, but the point 1 want to make is this: There is in the Treas- 
ury at this time a sum amounting to eight or ten million dollars which 
is known as the proceeds of captured and abandoned property. That 
money has been covered into the Treasury and is a part of the general 
fund, but it is the proceeds of captured and abandoned property, and 
it is held gen that the Government holds this fund in trust for 
the benefit of the owners of that property. Now, if that be true, I 
hold that the Government can discharge that trust in one way only, 
that is, by providing a tribunal into which all these claimants may go 
and have their rights ascertained, all beingon an equal footing, so that 
the Government can receive them all together, and, after the time has 
expired for filing claims under this act, and all claims filed have been 


rally 





I have not examined the details of 
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on this floor the right to offer an | 


Under these laws a person claiming to have been | 


| ommend 


| sion from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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considered and adjudicated, then, if it should appear that claims have 
been proven greater in amount than the trust fand can respond to it 
will be the duty of the Government to reduce-the claims all pro rata, 


to make the trust fund suflicient to discharge them all. If that 
is pot the proper way to adjudicate a matter of that kind, I wish some 
gentleman would tell me why it is proper to take A, B, and C, and 
pass special laws allowing them to come in and prove their claims, 
vhile you deny to all other claimants the privilege of even a hearing. 

Mr. HOOKER. The act in e to these claims required that 
suit should be brought in two years. In this case, by mistake, suit 
was brought and judgment obtained for 50 bales of cotton, instead of 


sO 4S 


reieren¢ 


250. Now the position of the gentleman from Dlinois can not possi- 
bly be correct, because if the claimants claim more than the aggre- 
gate fund in the Treasury, and there is to be a pro rata distribution, 


those who have hitherto recovered ought to refund theirmoney, so that 
an equitable dividend may be made amongst all the claimants. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the contrary, the very precedent which the 
The Gov- 
ernmentin the first instance did just what I have suggested should be 
done now, if we are going to meet claims of this description. It pro- 
vided a general law with a statute of limitations; it fixed a time within 
which all parties should come in and prove their claims. The time 
allowed in which to bring suit was two years. Under that law a vast 
number of parties went into court and proved theirclaims. That havy- 


| ing been done, no persons after the expiration of the prescribed time 


had a right under the law to set up a claim to any part of the fund. 
Everybody who had not brought suit within the time prescribed was 
barred from setting upanyclaim. It was therefore the duty of the Gov- 


| ernment to pay out the amount of the judgments that had been ob- 
The question is on the amendment to the amend- | 


or 


tained against the fund in pursuance of the act of Congress. 
Years passed on. Congresses passed on; and after twenty-five years 


| have rolled around Mr. Newman comes in and says, ‘‘ During the two 
| years in which I was allowed to sue I ought to have sued for 250 bales 


of cotton; but by mistake of my attorney I sued for only 50 bales. 
Now I want Congress to reopen this whole business, and allow me to 
sue for the remainder of my claim.’’ 

Why, sir, there are thousands of persons in the country who have 
not had any part of their claims paid. In this case 50 bales have been 
paid for. ‘There are thousands of persons who, up to this time, have 
never received anything, and the Government has never offered them 
a forum in which to prove their claims at all. 

Now, I contend that the rule which the Government established in 
the first instance is the correct one—allow either all or none of these 
claims. If the Government owes all this money to private persons, 
let it invite all to come in; if the Government owes nothing, let it de- 
clare that the statute of limitations shall stand, and no one hereafter 
shall come in. In other words, lam opposed to this special legisla- 
tion which allows a favored few to come in and prove their cases, while 
all others are denied the same privilege. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CAtcu- 
INGS] moves that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, I object; let a vote be taken. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, it was 
agreed to. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the ree- 
tion that it do pass. 


SAMUEL NOBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. OATEs) 
was the bill (H. R. 53) for the relief of Samuel Noble. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, this bill was reported early in the ses- 
Subsequently the Senate 
passed a bill based upon the same facts—Senate bill No. 2202. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be now considered in lieu of 
the House bill, for the reason that if the House bill should pass and 
go to the Senate, there would simply result a committee of conference. 
As the Senate has already passed a bill in substance the same as this, 
except as to the method of settlement, I ask that the Senate bill be 
now substituted for the House bill and considered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to hear the Senate bill read. My 
understanding is, that the House bill refers this claim to the Court of 
Claims, while the Senate bill makes an absolute appropriation. 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the substitution at any rate. In the 
absence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], who made the mi- 
nority report in this case, I feel it my duty to enter the objection which 
he would make if here. 

Mr. OATES. I do not think he would object, if present, to this re- 
quest. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
Senate bill in lieu of the House bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; I object to the substitution of the Sen- 


| ate bill. 


| 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the House bill. 
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proceeds of cotton which had been captured previous to the 30th day of June, 
1865. That requirement should no longer be invoked in any case. This claim- 
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blockade lines, and safe conduct within our lines, while the same is moving in 
compliance with regulations of the Secretary, and for the fulfillment of said con- 


ant, however, is entirely willing that his right to recover the proceeds of his | tract with the agent of the Government, 


cotton which was seized and sold bg the United States shall be made to depend 
upon his ability to prove the fact that he did not voluntarily give aid or comfort 
to the late rebellion. The Court of Claims has already found that the military 
authorities of the United States seized at Savannah, in the winter of 1864 and 
1865, cotton belonging to the claimant, which aggregated in quantity 802 bales, of 
which 427 bales were sea-island and 375 bales were upland cotton; and that the 
whole quantity seized ‘‘ was by the United States mingled with other captured 
cotton, and the mass transported to New York and there sold, and the net pro- 
ceeds thereof paid into the Treasury.” 

This case has been pending before the different Houses of Congress for about 
twelve years, but no action has been had thereon which has produced any 
benefit to the claimant. The delay and inaction seem to be of unusual hard- 
ship and the claim entirely meritorious, not only by reason of the personal 
loyalty of the claimant, but by reason of the fact that he entered upon the ful- 
fillment of a contract with the United States, which he had aright to assume 
was valid and binding upon the United States, because the President had 

i given him an order for safe conduct out of the Union lines and into the lines 
; of the Confederate authorities for the purpose of fulfilling the terms of that 
contract on his part. The claimant had aright to assume that this order for 
safe conduct would protect him and the property which he was to deliver 
HG under the said contract from seizure and practical confiscation by those au- 
; thorities to whom his order far safe conduct was directed. 
The only question to be considered is whether the claimant was guilty of 
j laches by his failure to bring his suit in the Court of Claims under the abandoned 
and captured property act. It is very clear that until the decision in Lane’s 
case (8 Wall., 185) the claimant had the right to assume that this remedy was 
upon his contract and not under the abandoned and captured property act. 
The Court of Claims had so decided both in Lane’s case (2 Court of Claims, 184) 
and in Burnside’s case (3 Court of Claims, 367). It was the settled law of that 
court, until the decision of the Supreme Court in Lane’s case,that a claimant 
having such a contract as that which the claimant made with Risley could 
maintain in the Court of Claims an action upon such contract, and that his 
rights under it were ex contractu and not statutory. The claimant under that 
decision had six years in which to institute his suit in the Court of Claims, be- 
cause that was the limitation prescribed in the tenth section of the act of Con- 
vag gress approved March 3, 1863, now section 1063 of the Revised Statutes, 


eet een nee 


ae The claimant's cause of action accrued when the United States in March, 1865, 
4 seized the cotton which the claimant supposed was protected by President Lin- 
ih coln’s order for safe conduct to him, and the property which he sought to ap- 
x propriate to the purposes of the contract made with him by the Treasury agent. 
1 ‘The claimant was not required to assume or to act upon the assumption that the 


decision of the Court of Claims, which recognized the validity of such contracts 

would be reversed in the Supreme Court. The decision of the Supreme Court 

in Lane’s case was not made until the 29th day of November, 1867. The right 

of the claimant to proceed under the statutory remedy provided by the third 

section of the act of March 12, 1863, expired on the 20th of August, 1868, (United 

States vs. Anderson, 9 Wall., 58; Haycraft vs. United States, 22 Wall., 81.) The 

claimant could not then change his remedy, because the statutory right as well 

as the remedy for its enforcement had been lost by the expiration of the “ two 

years after the suppression of the rebellion,” within which time the statutory 

right was required ts be asserted by the institution of a suit in the Court of 

Claims. It was not laches in any known legal sense for the claimant to abide 

by the decision of the Court of Claims in regard to his rights under his contract. 

; He was not required, in order to escape the accusation of negligence, to insti- 

: tute his 6uit in the Court of Claims previous to the decision of the Supreme 

Court m Lane’s case, and when that decision was made the claimant had lost 

his statutory remedy justas completely as he lost his remedy ex contractu by the 

decision of the Court of Claims. The claimant ought not to be denied relief, 

therefore, on the ground of laches. He accepted the decisions of the court ap- 

pointed to determine his rights as conclusive, and when they were reversed 

the claimant was without any remedy except such as Congress should provide, 

We therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the amendment re- 

ported, removing or suspending the statute of limitations, and allowing the pe- 
litioner, Samuel Noble, to prosecute his claim before the Courtof Claims. 


Mr. OATES. I would like to have the report of the minority of 
the committee read. Mr. SENEY, who made the minority report, re- 
quested me, when he was going away, not to call this bill up out of its 
order. As it comes up now in its regular order, I will be glad to have 
the minority report also read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the 
petition of Samuel Noble, submit the following views: 

it appears that Samuel Noble in 1865, and for ten years prior thereto, was a 
citizen of Rome, in the State of Georgia, and was loyal to the Government of 
the United States. 

It further appears that in December, 1864, he came to Washington with letters 
of introduction and commendation to President Lincoln. After an interview 
wiih the President, H. A. Risley, special agent of the Treasury Department, 
was direeted by the President to enter into a contract with him (Noble), as au- 
thorized by the eighth section of the act of Congress, approved July 2, 1864, reg- 
ulating commercial intercourse between loyal and insurrectionary States and 
to provide for the collection of captured and abandoned property, ete. (13 Stat- 
utes, 375); that in pursuance of such directions, Risley, acting for and on be- 
half of the United States, on the 6th day of January, 1865, entered into a con- 
tract with Noble, wherein Mr. Noble undertook and agreed to deliver to Risley, 
as agent of the United States, on or before January 1, 1866, 250,000 bales of cot- 
ton, which was to be delivered at Fernandina, Pensacola, Port Royal, Mobile, 
Huntsville, Jackson, Savannah, Brunswick, Chattanooga, and New Orleans, and 
which was to be forwarded to the city of New York and there sold, and ont of 
the proceeds of sale, after paying all expenses, costs, charges, and Government 
dues, one-fourth thereof was to be retained by Risley for the United States, and 
the remaining three-fourths to be paid to Noble. 

That on the 6th day of January, 1865, President Lincoln, at the request of Ris- 
ley, issued and indorsed upon the contract the following order for the safe con- 
duct and protection of Noble, in the execution of the contract, namely: 


Fived tote 


errs hw 


‘““ EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 6, 1865. 


“An authorized agent of the Treasury Department having, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, contracted for the cotton above mentioned, and 
the party having agreed to sell and deliver the same to such agent, it is ordered 
that the cotton moving in compliance with and for the fulfillment of said con- 
tract, and being transported to said agent or under his direction, shall be free from 
seizure and detention by any officer of the Government; and commandants of 
military departments, districts, posts, and detachments, naval stations, flotillas, 
gunboats, and fleets will observe this order and give the said Noble, his agents, 
transports, and means of transportation, free and unobstructed passage for the 
purpose of getting said cotton, or any part of it, through the lines, other than 
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“ABRAHAM LINCOLN.” 


Mr. Noble, at the time he » » le the contract, owned 256 bales of upland cot- 
ton and 162 bales of sea-islun i cotton, which was stored in warehouses in the 
city of Savannah, Ga., and aiter making the contract he purchased 265 bales of 
sea-island cotton and 119 bales of upland cotton, which was also stored in Sa- 
vannah, 

That all of the cotton so purchased and owned by Noble, amounting to 802 
bales, being 427 bales of sea-island and 375 bales of upland cotton, was seized by 
the United States civil and military officers subsequent to the capture of Sa- 
vannah in December, 1864; and that after such seizure the said cotton was 
shipped to Simeon Draper, United States cotton agent in the city of New York, 
by whom it was received and sold; and the net proceeds thereof have been 
paid into the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the fund derived 
from the sales of abandoned or captured property under the provisions of the 
act of March 12, 1863. 

We understand the proceeds of this cotton to be as follows: For the 418 bales 
on hand at the time the contract was made, $82,434.76, and for the 365 bales pur- 
chased after the contract was made, $62,488.09. So that the total proceeds of the 
cotton received at the Treasury are $144,922.85. 

We are not informed as to the precise time this cotton was seized by the United 
States forces, nor the precise time it was sold and the proceeds covered into the 
United States Treasury. 

From the best information we have it is safe to state that both the seizures 
and sale were made in 1865, Then, in 1865, Noble was in condition to demand 
relief. The act of March 12, 1863 (12 Statutes, 820), authorized him to commence 
a suit in the Court of Claims to recover the proceeds of the cotton. This suit, 
by the terms of the act, he was obliged to bring within two years after the sup- 
pression of the rebellion. Incontemplation of law the rebellion was suppressed 
August 20, 1866, so that Noble’s right to sue in the Court of Claims expired by 
limitation in August, 1868, 

Why he did not seek the proceeds of his property in the Court of Claims we 
are notinformed. Thisneglect is not explained. 

In less then two years after his right to sue for the proceeds of the cotton in 
the Court of Claims was barred by law he brought a suit in that court against 
the United States to recover $309,795.67 damages for an alleged breach of the con- 
tract. This suit was brought June 15, 1870, and the breach assigned was the 
forcible and unlawful seizure of the cotton, and other wrongs done, which pre- 
vented his performance of the contract. 

This suit the Court of Claims, in 1875, dismissed, holding the contract void, 
because it did not conform to the regulations prescribed by the Treasury De- 
partment to carry into effect the eighth section of the act of July 2, 1864. The 
case is reported in Court of Claims Reports, volume Ll, page 608. 

Thus it will be seen that Noble neglected to sue for the proceeds of his cotton 
under the captured and abandoned property act, and was defeated in his suit 
upon his contract when he sought to recover damages in a sum more than 
double the proceeds of his property. 

The matter now before the committee arises upon the petition of Noble ask- 
ing Congress for relief. He asks for the introduction and passage of a bill au- 
thorizing him to bring a suit against the United States in the Court of Claims to 
recover the proceeds ($144,922.15) of the cotton now in the Treasury. 

The policy of the Government with respect to claims of this character was 
fixed more than twenty years ago. In 1863,Congress,we have stated, made 
laws for the collection of abandoned and captured property within the insur- 
rectionary districts, and for covering the proceeds, upon sale, into the United 
States Treasury. 

At the same time provision was made to secure to the owners of such prop- 
erty their rights. 

Under these laws a person claiming to have been the owner of abandoned or 
captured property was authorized to prefer his claims to the proceeds thereof, 
in the Court of Claims,at any time within two years after the suppression of 
the rebellion. 

We are not aware that there has been any change in this legislation since it 
was made in 1863. The general law upon the subject remainsas it was enacted 
twenty years ago. Whether or not Congress has by special act authorized a 
particular owner of captured or abandoned property to assert his claim to the 
proceeds covered into the Treasury, in the Court of Claims or elsewhere, at a 
aceeeeee than two years after the rebellion was suppressed, we are not in- 
formed. 

In the absence of such information it is to be presumed that Congress has ad- 
hered to the policy adopted in 1863, With this policy we are content. The pub- 
lic interests demanded no change. If itis to be changed, the change should be 
made by a general law. 

Special legislation with respect to claims of this character should be discour- 
aged. In the judgment of the minority of the committee this settled policy of 
the Government should not be disturbed by either special or general legisla- 
tion. 

We know of no reason why the two years’ limitation in the act of March 3, 
1863, should be modified or repealed. 

To authorize, by a special act of Congress, Mr. Noble to sue for the proceeds 
of his cotton eighteen years after he kne® of its seizure and sale by the Gov- 
ernment would be, for obvious reasons, unwise. After he knew of its seizure 
and sale he had the right under the general law of March 3, 1863, to sue and 
make good his claim to the proceeds of his property. This right existed for 
two years from and after August, 1866. For some unexplained reason he did 
not avail himself of his legal rights within the time limited by law. Now they 
are barred, and this bar he would have Congress remove. 

For aught that appears, Noble thought that a suit under the abandoned or 
captured property act to recover the proceeds of his cotton would not sufficiently 
reimburse him forthe loss he had sustained. That he sought more than the 
proceeds of his cotton is apparent from the fact that shortly after his right to 
sue for the proceeds was barred he brought suit upon his contract. 

In this suit he, in effect, sued for the 418 bales of cotton he had on hand when 
he made the contract for the 365 bales he subsequently purchased, and for the 
219,198 bales that he neither delivered, purchased, nor owned. The damages 
claimed in this suit were $309,795.67, more than double the sum for which the 
cotton was sold. 

If Noble elected between his claim upon his contract for damages, amounting 
to $309,795.67 and his claim under the act referred to for the proceeds of the cot- 
ton, amounting to $144,922.85, we think he ought to be concluded by his election 
and make no further complaint. 

GEORGE E. SENEY. 

Before the Clerk had concluded the reading of the foregoing report, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said: If the gentleman from Alabama does not de- 
sire the remainder of that report to be read in his time I will proceed 
to make a few observations on the bill myself. 

Mr. OATES. Let the minority report be printed in its entirety in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course, and I will move that be done. 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I knew nothing about the mat- 
ter until a few moments ago, when this bill came up. 

Mr. OATES. Let the informal amendments be voted on before the 
gentleman enters into the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
ments but go to substantial matters. I think the committee should 
understand these matters before they are voted upon. 

Let me read that amendment: 

That Samuel Noble, a citizen of the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding 
the bar of the statute of limitation, or other legal ir it hitherto existing, 
prosecute his claim to the net proceeds of the sale of 502 bales of cotton, alleged 
to have been captured by the United States military authorities at Savannah 
Ga., in December, 13864, before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of this 


act and “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned or captured pr 
erty and the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the | 
States,” approved March 12, 1863 

The committee have recommended that all after the enacting clanse 
be stricken out and what I have read be inserted instead of the original 
bill; and I call attention to the words ‘‘ may, notwithstanding the bar 
of the statute of limitation, or other legal impediment hitherto ex 
isting, prosecute his claim.”’ 

This is a substantial amendment, and I do not know that I have any 
objection to the billif it can be amended as I shall provide, in this form, 
which is the amendment I propose to offer: 

But no judgment shall pass in favor of said Samuel Noble until his loyalty 
during the late war shall have been established to the satisfaction of the said 
court, and he shall have further proved that during said war he did not in any 
way afford aid and comfort to the late rebellion. 

Now, I do not understand the reason which influenced this commit 
tee to recommend the «lange which this bill effects in existing law. 
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| there were a few actions brought under the act wit! 
I understand they are not merely formal amend- | 
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It was a part of the law, and it began torun from the 20th of August 
1866, the date at which the President of the United States published 
his proclamation declaring the war to have closed. Hence the 20th of 
August, 1868, was the date of the expiration of the two years. Now, 
iin that tims 
ie existence of this statute began 


Parties as soon as they ascertained tl 
to prosecute their claims. Some case was brought in which the ques- 
tion of loyalty was raised, and when it reached th« Supreme Court that 
court held that the President's proclamation of amnesty and pardon 





had eliminated from the act that requirement, so that to-d hether 
a man was loyal or disloyal is of no consequence, and d t now in 
the least affect his status before any of the courts of this country 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have you that decision? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes. And the Congress, after this decision w 
made, attached to an appropriation bill a proviso that no « sho 
plead the President’s proclamation is to prevent the effect of 


but the Supreme Court in another case declared that to be unconst 


tional and void, because the President had the power under tie Con 


stitution to publish | proclamations of amnesty, and they were ¢ 
} fective. 
Now I will call the attention of the gentleman from N Jersey 


They may not have inteuded to provide against the presentation of any | 
| 


further proof of loyalty, but it certainly has that effect. 
be questioned that the claimant is loyal. 

Indeed, as I understand it, the minority of the committee in the 
views submitted by them make no question as to his loyalty; but there 
is no reason to absolve him from proof of loyalty, if necessary, which 


It may not 


| are met with the objection and are required to put 


must be furnished by any other claimant at the bar of the Court of | 


Claims. This claim may be a perfectly proper one, and one which 


should be passed upon by the Committee of the Whole, but I presume | 


that the Committee of the Whole should be informed of the substantial 
features of the amendment proposed by the committee. 

I have therefore moved to amend the amendment by adding the 
words which I have just quoted, and which I now send to the desk. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, it is my fortune to have charge of this 
bill, as it was referred to’me, and as I have charge of it I propose to 
Jo justice to this claimant, although his political record is just the 
reverse of my own. 

The point made, in the first place, by the gentleman from New Jersey 
on the proposed amendment did not occur to any member of the com- 
mittee, although the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] was as much 
opposed to the bill as any man could be or as is at all necessary; be- 
cause in the papers and the decision already published, made by the 
Court of Claims, the proof of his loyalty is overwhelming beyond all 
question as a matter of record. 

It seems to me that it ought to have been sufficiently satisfactory to 
the gentleman from New Jersey when he read in this report, both in 
the report of the committee and in the views of the minority, that this 
claimant had a paper from President Lincoln guarantying him a safe 
conduct through the lines of the Union Army. He had a paper also in 
writing from the Treasury agent, Risley, for the purpose of going back 
into the South and buying cotton and bringing it through the lines. 
So abundantly do the papers in this case and the record in the case de- 
cided establish this fact that the bill I asked unanimous consent to 
consider here to-day was passed by the Senate but a few days ago with- 
out referring the case to the Court of Claims at all, but directing the 
Treasury officials to pay the amount of the claim. 

Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen do not seem to understand the atti- 
tude in which this captured and abandoned property fund stands. The 
Supreme Court of the United States in several decisions has held that 
the Government of the United States did not claim a dollar of it. 
There are now about $6,000,000 of that fund in the Treasury, which 
the Government says it does not own, and why? When gentlemen 
look back to the law providing for the seizure of captured and aban- 
doned property, and the sale of that property captured by the United 
States forces during the war, they will see that the purpose was to 
sell it and preserve the proceeds for the loyal citizens of the United 
States. 

Now as this property was captured, or found abandoned, and sold 
after paying theexpenses the net proceeds were paid into the Treasury. 
From time to time there has been some special legislation paying 
parties out of this fund. But allow me to go back and call attention to 
the nature of the act itself. It provided that proof might be made of 
the ownership of the property sold, and the proceeds of which could 
be traced into the Treasury, and the loyalty of the party from whom 
taken; and thereupon the United States would restore such fund to 
such party or parties. The two years limit was not in effect a statute 
of limitations 


| real purpose in better and more concise language. 
ject. It would not give any trouble whatever to this claimant to 


| of English I will accept the revised copy. 





| 
| 
| 
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[Mr. BUCHANAN] to the true condition of such claims 





were disloyal can go before the courts as well as the men who were 
loyal; and the question of loyalty now cuts no figure at all in respect 
to the status of a claimant or plaintiff before any of the courts of the 
United States. But the law expired by its own limitation, and 
the Court of Claims, like all other courts of the United States, can only 
proceed by virtute of statute, there is simply no law which allows any 
man, be he loyal or disloyal, to prosecute his claim. 


The reason that this fund still remains in the hands of the Govern- 
ment as a trustee—for the Government never took it otherwise than in 
trust—is that whenever we bring forward a general bill allowing claim- 
ants to go before the court and make proof of their claims, claimants 
who own the money, as the Supreme Court has held time and again, we 
into the enactment 
that the claimant must prove his loyalty. This requirement has been 
legally dispensed with by legal authority, an dunder the existing law 
1othing of the kind can be required. But in order that the door may 


T 
| be opened to any man to come in and prosecute it has generally been 
I 


equired by the other side of this House that he shall prove his loy- 
alty. The question of loyalty cuts no particular figure in this case be- 
cause, as I have before remarked, this claimant has overwhelmingly 
proved that fact. The whole record bristles with that proof. 

In the opinion of the Judiciary Committee the form in which it is 
proposed to put the bill by amendment is simply an expression of the 
That is the sole ob- 


prove his loyalty, and therefore it would not be very material in this 
It would not be imposing any burden upon him whatever. But 
in the opinion of the committee the amendment proposed does not dis- 
pense W ith that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
he will permit. 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If his loyalty isso unquestioned, why not accept 
my amendment to the amendment of the committee ? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not think your amendment is in quite 
form as I would like to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman will reduce it to a better form 
I only want the substance. 

Mr. OATES. I have said all I care tosay about theamendment. I 
wish to submit a few other remarks about the merits of the claim. 

Now, sir, although during that bloody conflict Mr. Noble was not in 
accord with myself (it is shown that he was a Union man), although 
I am not in accord in polities with him to-day, yet I would not do him 
injustice for thatreason. According to the evidence and under the rule 
of practice that has been adhered to by Congress and the courts he is 

early entitled to the money for the 802 bales of cotton, and I hope 
the committee will favorably report the bill. 

Let me recapitulate briefly. Mr. Noble was a citizen of Rome, in 
the State of Georgia. He remained there quietly until an enforcement 
of the conscript act caused him to flee, to pass through the lines and 
come to Washington. Here he made it known that he owned cotton 
and could purchase a large amount of cotton. It seems the policy of 
the Union favored the introduction of as much cotton within the Union 
lines from the then Southern Confederacy as possible. Consequently a 
Treasury agent entered into a written contract with him. Upon that 
contract President Lincoln gave him a paper securing to him safe con- 
duct through the Union lines for the cotton he might obtain. Eight 
hundred and two bales of that cotton were taken by the Union forces at 
Savannah in 1865. 

The cotton was sold and the proceeds covered into the Treasury. 
Noble came before the Court of Claims soon after the war and insti- 
tuted a suit for breach of contract and to recover damages. ‘The Court 
of Claims decided against him on the ground that the contract made 
with Risley, the Treasury agent, ratified by Mr. Lincoln, was illegal 


case. 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question, if 
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because it was not in accord with the eighth section of the captured and 


abandoned property act. ‘Therefore he lost his case before the Court 
of Ciaims. 

When that decision was rendered the time mentioned in this law for 
the prosecution of such claims under the captured and abandoned prop- 
erty act had expired. ‘The decision was made longafter the 20th of Au 


t, 186 

‘This man has never had a forum in which he could prosecute his claim, 
and therefore the objection made in the views of the minority is not at 
all well taken, nor is the objection made by the gentleman from Ili 
nois, that claims to a greater amount may be proven against this cap 
tured and abandoned property fund than there is money to pay. ‘The 
law requires, and the court requires, that a claimant shall prove he had 
the property, and that it was captured. He must trace it; show that 
it was sold, and trace the proceeds into the Treasury. When he does 
that the money is there to pay the claim. ‘The fact that there may h« 
claims set up improperly is no argument atall, because every claimant 
must prove the Joss of the property and sale of the property and trace the 
proceeds to the Treasury. Otherwise he can not obtain the proceeds. 
The fact that there are others who set up such claims is no argument, 
because they evidently will fail. There can not be a greater number 
of claims proven against that fund than the fund itself amounts to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman yield the floor to me after 
awhile? 

Mr. OATES. I will yield the floor to you now. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent to offer as a substitute 
for the pending bill the one which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. For the pending bill and all other bills 
touching this individual fund ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etce., That the right of action in the Court of Claims, under the 
provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, be, and the same hereby 
is, revived and extended for one year from and after the passage of this act, in- 
cluding all cases of seizures under said acts, or under color thereof, cither be- 
fore or after June 30, 1865, without regard to any statute of limitations; and all 
claims for such property not filed in said court within that period shall be for- 
ever barred: Provided, however, ‘That where any of such claims have been filed 
before the Secretary of the Treasury, and proof taken in relation thereto, under 
the provisions of the fifth section of the act of May 18, 1872, the proof so taken, 
whether upon the part of the Government or the claimant, where it is made to 
appear by affidavit that the witnesses are dead or can not be found, shall be 
used in evidence in the said Court of Claims as though taken in pursuance of 
the rules of said court; and that the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the cal! of 
said court, on the motion of either party, shall transmit said proofs and all the 
papers in the ease to the said Court of Gyims; and all judgments rendered in 
favor of the claimants shall be paid out of the captured and abandoned property 
fund, as provided by section 3689 of the Revised Statutes. 

Spc. 2. That in the trial of causes before the Court of Claims no person shall be 
excluded as a witness because he isa party to or interested in the same; and 
any claimant or party in interest in any suit may be examined as a witness on 
the part of the Government, and when refusing so to testify, or willfully testify- 
ing falsely, shall not be entitled to relief; and the testimony of such witness 
may be used by either party. 

Src. 3. Thatif it shall appear tothe court, in any case, that testimony has been 
duly taken by either party prior tothe passage of this act, or that testimony 
taken in any other case under the rules of the court is pertinent to the issues in- 
volved, the same, so far as relevant, may be used in other cases pending in said 
court, 

Gy { 


c. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pealed. 


Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question oforder. I 
understand that unanimous consent has been asked, but has not yet 
been granted, to offer the bill which has just been read as a substitute 
for the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I must object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I offeran amendment to the pending bill, 
which I send to theClerk’sdesk. Iwould like, however, to have made 
‘atement before the gentleman objected. 


rhe amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That a greater amount of money shall not be paid in satisfaction of 
this claim than the amount received into the Treasury as said proceeds of the 
sale of the cotton alleged to have been taken, 

Mr. OATES. That amendment is acceptable. 

| Mr. CULBERSON withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 
Mr. McCULLOGH., I desire to ask the gentleman whether the bill 
which he proposes to offer as a substitute has been passed upon by any 
committee ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir; it has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I believe, with but two dissenting voices. It 
was reported from the Judiciary Committee in the last Congress unani- 
mously, and I think it would have passed the House in that Congress 
if it had not been for my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who 
was very much in favor of the bill, but yet happened to secure an ad- 
journment pending its consideration. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania withdraws his objection to the substitute I have 
offered. 
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The CHAIRMAN, Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw 
his point of order? : 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMA The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] 
isks unanimous consent to offer as a substitute for the pending bill the 
bill which has been read. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mir. CULBERSON, I yield back the floor to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now ison the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Isimply wish to say to the gentleman from 
Texas and to other gentlemen on that side that my reason for object- 
ing was that it seemed to me we were proposing to enter into general 
legislation upon the basis of a special bill, but when I was satisfied by 
my friend from New Jersey and other gentlemen that the proposed 
substitute had been considered by a committee, my objection ceased. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to read a paragraph from the syllabus of the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the 
United States rs. Klein, 13 Wallace, 128: 

Che actof March 12, 1863 (12 Statutes at Large, §20), to provide for the collection 
of abandoned and captured property in insurrectionary districts within the 
United States, does not confiscate or in any case absolutely divest the property 
of the original owner, even though disloyal. By the seizure the Government 
constituted itself a trustee for those who were entitled or whom it should there- 
after recognize as entitled. 

This is the same case in which the Supreme Court held that the 
proviso to the appropriation act of July 12, 1870, denying to suitors 
the benefit of the President’s proclamation of pardon, was unconstitu- 
tional and void. 

I hope that the gentleman from New Jersey is sufficiently satisfied 
by this time as to the loyalty of this claimant, and will not insist on 
his amendment. The fact of the claimant’s loyalty has been proved, 
as the Court of Claims has already held. I can furnish the decision 
to the gentlemanif he wantstoexamineit. The committee was unan- 
imous—there was no dissent at all—upon the question of the claim- 
ant’s loyalty. The substitute was adopted in committee because it 
was thought it would improve the verbiage of the bill. 

This is a just bill, and there being no doubt about the question of 
loyalty, it is not necessary to require the claimant to make proof again 
of that fact. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I understand that the effect of this bill 
is to allow a suit to be brought, although it has been barred by statute 
for twenty years. 

Mr. OATES. But the suit was brought when the claimant sup- 
posed that he had the right to recover damages for the violation of his 
contract. When that suit was decided, the bar, as youmay call it, had 
become complete, and there has not been since any law allowing him 
to go before the court. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
this case? 

Mr. OATES. Many. ‘This claim has been before Congressa number 
of years. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Has it ever before been reported fayor- 
ably? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; always favorably. I have never known of 
an adverse report being made. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I intended to inquire whether there 
had been any adverse report. 

Mr. OATES. There have been minority reports; there has been 
some dissent, but I believe in every case the majority of the committee 
have reported favorably. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to occupy about ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole to the dissenting opinion in the case of The United States 
vs. Klein, to which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates] has 
already referred. 

A MEMBER. Who were the dissenting judges ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Justice Miller delivered a dissenting opin- 
ion, in which Mr. Justice Bradley concurred. The opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in this case was to the effect stated by the gentleman 
from Alabama. ‘The court also held that the proviso in the appropria- 
tion act of July 12, 1870, was in conflict with the views expressed in 
the syllabus and therefore unconstitutional and void. This proviso 
was in effect— 

That no pardon or amnesty granted by the President shall be admissible in 
evidence on the part of any claimant in the Court of Claims as evidence in sup- 


port of any claim against the United States, or to establish the standing of any 
claimant in said court or his right to bring or maintain suit therein. 


Have there been any other reports on 


This proviso being declared unconstitutional and void, the effect of 
the decision was that a claimant might plead the proclamation of am- 
nesty or pardon as an answer to the charge of disloyalty against him. 
In other words, the court decided that this property was held in trust 
for the original owner, although he might be disloyal, and all that was 
necessary in order to entitle him to claim the property was to show that 
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Mr. OATES. If my friend will permit me I would sug 
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amount to $20,000. Where such a state of things exists there must be 
more than one claimant. Now, in this case the amount of the claims 
far exceeds the fund, and unless all of the parties are brought in when 
judgment is rendered, you have not a final settlement. 

Mr. COBB. But the statement is made that this money is not in 
the Treasury in solido. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But it is in solido. 

Mr. COBL. ‘That the books of the Treasury show distinctly to what 
particular class so many dollars of this money belongs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. McRAE. ‘The gentleman is mistaken in that. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iam glad to have the suggestion of 


the gentleman from Alabama, because I know that while he and I 
may differ as to the facts, we will not differ as to the law of the case. 
I understand that money is in the Treasury now pertaining to a given 
lot of bales of cotton. If this money was placed in the ‘Treasury for 
A B that would be easy; but that is not the case. The owners of the 
property are not shown by the Treasury books ; that is a fact to be es- 
tablished by the judgment of the court which will finally settle the 
ownership, and when they are brought in in that manner and inter- 
plead you can do absolute justice to all, which otherwise could not be 
done. 

I do not want to insist on the bar of the statute of limitations. It 
is beneath the dignity of a great Government to say that when we have 
money inthe Treasury which belongs to a man we will keep it there 
because for some reason he did not institute his claim within a given 
time. Let the judgment in all such cases be an equitable judgment, 
and an estoppel of all such claims in the future. 

Mr. JosePH D. TAYLOR rose. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me to move that the 
committee now rise ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not wish to be discourteous to 
the gentleman from Ohio, and if the gentleman from Texas, who wishes 
to move that the committee rise, will give me time I will answer with 
pleasure. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before that is done I wish to ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. Permit me to ask a parliamentary question. If the 
House reaches the consideration of the Private Calendar again, this bill 
will be first in order, will it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be the unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that by unanimous consent several bills were passed over, not to 
lose their places on the Calendar. Consequently this bill will not nec- 
essarily be the first bill that comes up. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this will be unfinished business. [Cries 
of ‘No! “‘No!”? 

Mr. LANHAM. I withdraw my motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. OATES. I move that the bill be reported favorably to the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There are amendments pending. 

Mr. OATES. I will accept the amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let them be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will put the amendments to the committee, 
if it is desired. The question is first upon the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, my amendmentis to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ipropose to amend the amendment recommended 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is then on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I call for a division. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee as amended. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
this amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. How long do you desire to be heard ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I do not know how long. 

Mr. OATES. Then we will not have time to get the bill through. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCCREARY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, had directed him to report favorably the bill (H. R. 6348) for 
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the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, and the bill (H. R. 834) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of John Newman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
first bill. 

HANNAH J. JONES, EXECUTRIX. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a bill which has come over 
from a preceding session. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask unanimous consent that that bill go over. 
I do so for this reason: since the committee reported I have discovered 
from the rebel archives that Mr. Jones was one of the first subscribers 
to the Confederate loan. 

Mr. OATES. That was an unpardonable sin. 

Mr. HOOKER. I doubtvery much the accuracy of the information, 
by reason of letters I have recently received from Alabama since this 
case was under discussion, and which I will be prepared to submit to 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The bill will be passed over for the present. 

The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 

MRS. ELLEN P. MALLOY. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, with amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to,and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there is objection, House bill 
9647, of the same title, will be laid upon the table. That is the bill 
which came over from the Forty-ninth Congress and was put on the 
Calendar. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill. 

HEIRS OF JOHN H. NEWMAN, DECEASED. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, deceased, 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask for adivision. This is just such a case as we 
have had under discussion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 7. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion is, Shall the bill be read 
the third time and passed ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division. 

The House accordingly divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 9. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask that the House order the printing 
of certain findings of the Court of Claims in cases which have been re- 
ported by that court to this House, sent to the Committee on War 
Claims, and reported back. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DEATH OF EMPEROR FREDERICK. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a dispatch from Minister Pendle- 
ton to Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, Secretary of State, announced the 
death at 11.15 this morning of the Emperor of Germany. I now send 
to the Clerk’s desk a resolution which I ask may be considered im- 
mediately. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That we 
have heard with profound sorrow of the death of the Emperor Frederick, of 
Germany and he was distinguished asa soldier, having been made a field-marshal 
for his conspicuous services in the Austro-Prussian and the Franco-Prussian 
wars, and he was the fricndand advocate of a conservative and liberal policy in 
Germany, and we express our respectful sympathy to the German nation in the 
loss of their great and renowned ruler. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. MACDONALD was recognized. , 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, according to its pre- 
vious order, took a recess until 8 p. m. 
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The claimant is represented to your committee as a man of integrity and 
truth. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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J LA t date of ¥ | pri 
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festimony First Lieut, Charles L. Davis, Un 1 Stat Infantry 
cate of disability 
he ir rece ed by Private Shannon, onthe 4th of July last.wa d 
by his endeavors to k from the hands of a citizen in Rio Grande City 
of powde t was about to explode. Private Shannon was ‘on pass”’ at the 
Lime 

»F r con tt in reviewing this case, readily understand that it does not 
come under the provisions of the pension laws, as the injury was not sustained 
in the line of duty, and y it seems that this man should have relief. He was 
a soldier, in the service, ande sd in patriotic work on the nation’s anni- 
versary, and he performed an act of mercy, receiving an irreparable injury in 
t} ss of his right han Under the circumstances of the case,we conclude to 
grant his prayer, a1 il to reggmmend the pa sage of the bill (HM. R. 124) granting 
a pension to Thomas Sh nu.” 

There bei no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

FREDERICK W. TRAVIS. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. Rick) was the bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Travis. 

The bill was read, as follo. 

i enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick W. Travis, formerly ot 








Company D, First R ment United States Infantry, in the war with the Florida 
Indians, and pay bim a pension from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. Ii. 2531) grant- 


ing a pension to Fredgrick W. Travis, having considered the same, beg leave to 
make the following r€port: 

The claimant was a private soldier in Company D, First United States In- 
fantry, from the 10th day of November, 1840, until the 10th day of November, 
1845, when honorably discharged. In his declaration before the Pension Bu- 
reau, filed November 7, 1879, he claims that while on an expedition against hos- 
tile Indians in the Florida war, on the 6th or 7th day of July, 1841, in boats, there 
came upa terrible storm, and the boat in which he was was struck by lightning, 
and Lieutenant Lancaster, who had charge of the boat, was killed, and claimant 
shocked and stunned and rendered nearly blind; that thereafter he was affected 
by a disease of the eyes, from which he has not recovered to this day, and he 
claims pension therefor. 

His claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau in April, 1882, on the ground 
of no record of the alleged disability, and no satisfactory evidence of its incur- 
rence in service and line of duty. 

A careful examination of the testimony in the claim and before your com- 
mittee satisfies us that the claimant's disease of eyes was incurred ashe alleged, 
and that his rights should not be prejudiced by the fact that the records of the 
hospitals in which he is shown to have been treated while in service have been 
lost, and are not on file for reference thereto. 

The Adjutant-General, United States Army, states: 

‘*Jt appears from the records of this office that Second Lieut. J. R. H. Lancas- 
ter, First Infantry, was killed by lightning July 5, 1841, while on duty with an 
exploring and seouting party on Christol River, East Florida. It further ap- 
pears that three of the enlisted men of the party ‘ were knocked overboard’ by 
the streke of lightning which killed Lieutenant Lancaster. Their names, how- 
ever, afte not shown by the records.” 

The record further shows that claimant was with his company in East Florida 
at the date mentioned, There are no records on file of the hospital at Fort 
Snelling, Minn., for the summer of 1844, when claimant was treated there for 
disease of eyes 

Alfred B. Robinson, of Minnetonka, Minn., who served in the same company 
and regiment with claimant, testifies that the soldier, Travis, was disabled by 
the stroke of lightning which killed Lieutenant Lancaster, and that his eyes 
were injured and remained so during the remainder of his service, and he was 
treated therefor in hospital at Fort Snelling, Minn., toward the end of his service. 

rhomas Ode!}), another comrade, testifies that he knows thatthe soldier, Travis, 
was treated at Fort Snelling for disease of eyes and was disabled by said dis- 
ease for quite a period of time, and attributed the existence of the same to his 
service in the Florida war. This witness also states that the officers and sur- 

ons who were there are dead, so far as he has been able to learn. 

R. P. Russell r’s clerk at Fort Snelling, Minn., in 1842 and subsequently, 
testifies that claimant was under treatment in the post hospital there by Dr. 
rurner for some disease or injury of the eyes, which, it is said, had been in- 
eurred in the Florida war. 

The claimant states that he 
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can not at this day find other witnesses who knew 
of his disability in service; that Dr. Turner, who treated him there, is dead, as 
he learns; and that, living in the backwoods, he did not know of his right to 
claim pension for disease until recent years. The claimant is unable to write, 
and in an almost blind and pitiable condition. 
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The committee add, as a part « 
F, Cheatham, who commanded th 
The committee report 
of opinion that it should pass, 
STATE OF TENNESSEE, County of Davidson, 

Personally appeared before me this Lilth« 
ham, city postmaster of Nashville, Tenn., and 
ment of Tennessee Infantry Volunteers in the 
sworn, deposes and says: 

That he knows W. H. Porter, now residing in Madisonville, Hopkins County, 
Ky., to be the identical person who served with the company commanded by 
Captain Leftwitch in said Tennessee Volunteers, in Mexico, as heretofore stated 
by this aftiant in the application of said Porter for a land-warrant; which fact 
t over! of the State of Tennessee, 
1 also by W. L. Horn, a private in 


l 1885, Benjamin F. Cheat - 
lonelof the Third Reg 


an war, who, being duly 
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who was a lieutenant in said 
same regiment, in Company H. 
And affiant stat ; his belief that if the rolls of said company do not show 
the service rendered by said W.H. Porter it is probably owing to clerical neg- 

r, a colored boy, well known to 
officers and privates, who certainly participated in all the hardships and dan- 
gers of the command, subject to military orders the same as other members of 
the organization. And afliant further declares that he has no personal interest 
in the claim of W.H. Porter for a land-warrant. Mr. Porter is a colored man 
(free born), and was a musician of his company and : 
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Las such. 
F. CHEATHAM, 


lonel Third Regiment Tennessce Volunteers, 





Late ¢ 
Sworn to and subsribed before me. 


Witness my hand and seal of office at Nashville this 13th day of April, 1886. 


R. C. SHELLY, 
Depity Clerk County Court, 

Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill in lines 
6 and 7 by-striking out the words ‘‘ to date from the 29th day of Jan- 
uary, 1887,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words “‘ subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAFFOON. Ialso move to amend by striking out the word 
*‘parol,’’ in line 10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN F. G 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. HEMPHILL) was the bill (H. Rt. 6434) granting a 


MITTAG,. 


| pension to J. I’. G. Mittag. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tne Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John F. G. Mittag, of Lancaster 
County, South Carolina, late a soldier in the war with the Seminole Indians. 

The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6434) grant- 
ing a pension to John F. G. Mittag, would report: 

The records show that the claimant enlisted as a private in Capt. Samuel R. 
Gibson’s Company, South Carclina Volunteers, at Savannah, Ga., February 26, 
1836, and was mustered into the service by Capt. J. Page, Fourth United States 
Infantry. He was discharged at Jacksonville, Fla., May 6,1836. The claimant 
is now about eighty-five years of age, and without means of support, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
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Pension Bureau, in order to determine these matters, but without result. There | 
is on file in this « in affidavit of the soldier himself, in which he states that: 

“The company in which he marched was organized in Batavia, Genesee 
County, New York, and mustered into the service of the United States at Ba- 
tavia, Genesee Ce State of New York, and the place where he was dis- 
charged from ser is Lewiston, N. Y., and the distance from Lewiston to Ba- 
tavia, where the company was organized, is 60 miles or over.”’ 

It is satisfactorily shown that the distance from Lewiston to Batavia, N. Y., 
is more than 60 miles. If it shall be excepted as a fact that Captain Dunham’s 
company was mustered at Batavia and discharged at Lewiston, the soldier was 
clearly entitled to travel pay for at least three days, allowing, as is the practice 
now and was tion, 20 miles per day, thus making his term of service fourteen 
days, and entitlhnug the claimant to pension under act of March 9, 1878. 

Your committee believe that in view of the silence of the records of the Gov- | 
ernment, also of the statement made by the soldier himself, under oath, as to 
the place of enlistment and of discharge, that sid statement should be accepted 


as of great wer 
effect is therefore made 

It is proper to state that in passing upon the soldier's claim for bounty-land 
warrant, the Bureau of Pensions allowed him three days for travel, thus mak- 
ing his term of service fourteen days. 


ht, and that the bill should pass, and a recommendation to that 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


HIRAM CHILSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Bur- 
LER) was the bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorize and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the 
the war of 1512 

The report (by Mr. BurLER) was read, as follows: 

The claimant is ninety-two years of age and in needy circumstances. He de- 
clares under oath that on the invasion of Plattsburgh by the British in the war 
of 1812, he volunteered with others into a company organized to meet the in- 
vaders; that he participated in the said battle, ‘and was knocked down during 
the engagement by the force of a passing shell which exploded near him, and 
that he remained in service twenty days, until discharged. 

He is unable at this late day to recall the names of the captain and colonel 
under whom he served, and the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department, 
owing to insufficient data, fails to find his name upon the incomplete rolls on 
file in that office. 

Mandana Case, a sister of the claimant, who is reported as of undoubted 
veracity, testifies that she well remembers that her brother participated as a 
soldier in the eugagement at Plattsburgh; that she was at home and saw him 
return; that he hung up his gun and knapsack and remarked, ‘‘Thank God, 
the British are whipped!” 

There is otherevidence before your committee which shows that the claimant 
has always been reputed to be a veteran of that war, and a petition from the 
prominent men of his community shows him to be a man of probity, and greatly 
esteemed, even though a subject for charity. 

Your committee are satisfied from all the testimony before them that the bill 
should pass, and return it to the House with the recommendation that such 
action be take: 





The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELISHA WILKINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Strv- 
BLE) was the bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension-roll Elisha Wilkins, of Crawfordsville, lowa, 
late a private soldier in the company of Capt. Jacob Peak, and in the regiment 
of Col. Josleph Byrd, in the war with the Seminole Indians in Florida, in 1836, 
and pay him a pension, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws. 

The report (by Mr. SrRUBLE) was read, as fellows: 

The claimant was enlisted as a private in Capt. Joseph Byrd’s (subsequently 
Capt. Jacob Peak’s) company, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volun- 
teers, Creek war, June 25, 1836, and was discharged July 12, 1837. 

The claimant is now seventy-two years of age, and is unableto perform man- 
uallabor. His family consists of himself and an aged wife. Evidence has been 
filed which fully establishes the fact that he is wholly unable to perform man- 
ual labor, and that he is wholly without any means of support. This evidence 
consists of the affidavits of the claimant, William. H. Moore, and Martha 8S. 
Moore, of Crawfordsville, lowa, and those of J. D. Kimball and William Lemon, 
of Winfield, Iowa. 

The committee report the bill favorably, and recommend the passage of the 
same, with the following amendments: Strike out the word “ Josleph,”’ where 
it occurs in the sixth line of said bill, and substitute therefor the word *‘ Joseph ;”’ 
also, strike out the word “Seminole,” where it occurs in the seventh line of 
said bill, and substitute therefor the word *‘ Creek.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the closing 

ragraph of the report were read and agreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move further to amend the bili by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘ pension-roll,’’ in line 4, the words ‘‘ the name of.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL F. C, GARRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Mor- 
RILL) was the bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C. Gar- 
rison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place the 
name of Samuel F.. C, Garrison, late chaplain Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volun- 


teers, now a resident of El Dorado, Kans., on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| tracted in the service. 


name of Hiram Chilson, a soldier of 
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The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 

This soldier enlisted in Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteers August 12, 1862, 
On June 10,1864, he was promoted to chaplain, in which capacity he served until 
discharged, August 2, 1865. In 1879 he filed an application for pension, alleging 
general debility and mental derangement, resulting from malarial fever, con- 
The ground of rejection is based on prior unsoundness, 

The regimental surgeon, Dr. J. W. Morgan, testifies that in March, 1865, he 
treated claimant for malarial fever and brain complication, resulting in partial 
paralysis of left sile and insanity. 

Captain Ridlen und two comrades .estify to same illness, describing it as brain 
fever. Two physicians and several neighbors testify to the continuance of the 
disability since discharge. The only question as to the merit of the case seems 
to hang upon the peint of whether the claimant was of unsound mindat enlist- 


|; ment. 


Your committee feel that a service of three years in the Army during the war 
ought to place beyond cavil the question of soundness at enlistment, but waiv- 
ing that consideration, the evidence of unsoundness is utterly unsatisfactory; 
at the most it only shows that soldicr was a nervous, excitable person, called 
by his neighbors peculiar and cranky. The examiner of the western division, 
in his protest against the action of the board of review in rejecting this case, 
very well says: 

“he review of this case, as stated in slip of Mr. Langston, is not based upon 
the facts and merits of the case as shown by the testimony. For argument’s 
sake we will admit that soldier was, prior to enlistment, as hundreds of other 
ministers of the gospel are to-day, dubbed “cranky,” “ peculiar,” ‘' off,” etce., 
but do such admissions or allegations of non-professionals in medical science 
make this case non-admissible when we have a record that can not be contro- 
verted by any such allegation ofa lay nature? The Government accepted this 
man as sound mentally as well as physically. He performed the duties ofa 
soldier for twenty months, obeying and carrying out military orders without 
question as to his sanity; was not in hospital nor under medical treatment dur- 
ing these twenty months; was sane evidently, and must have stood wellamong 
his officers as a soldier, for upon their recommendation he was discharged as a 
sergeant and was promoted to chaplain of the regiment, and made a full asso- 
ate of by all the officers, embracing the line and field. 

* The disability for which this pension is claimed made its appearance two 
years and seven months after enlistment, and is due to overwork while in the 
line of his military duty.”’ 

Your committee fail to discover upon what principle of justice or good sense 
this case was rejected in the Pension Office, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





HIRAM BATEMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Mor- 
RILL) was the bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hiram Bateman, 
late a private in Company I, Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and to pay 
him a pension at the rate of $36 a month, in lieu of the pension now received 
by him. 


The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3836) granting an inerease of pension to Hiram Bateman, respectfully report : 

The claimant in this case states in his petition, which is under oath, the prin- 
cipal facts upon which this increase is asked. He was pensioned in 1879 asa 
private of Company I, Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers. He enlisted in 
May, 1861, in the first three years’ regiment from that State, and was discharged 
in 1862, a physical wreck from the results of disease and injuries incurred inthe 
service, and has gradually grown worse until the present time, when he needs, 
a large portion of the time, to have the attendance ofanother person. He isalso 
totally blind in one eye, and the other is seriously affected; often so lame and 
helpless as to require assistance in dressing himself. He is now seventy-six 
years of age, with a wife who looks to him for support, which he is and has been 
for many years unable to furnish by reason of his disabilities incurred in the 
service of his country. 

There has been filed in asking increase several affidavits of physicians and 
others as to the physical condition of the claimant. His right to pension from 
disability in the service has been fixed by the Pension Office, but that office can 
not, under its rulings, now increase the amount paid to a sum adequate to the 
disability as it at present exists, and has rejected the same, 

In the evidence filed, Dr. John W. Hopkins swears that— 

“ He is attending physician of claimant; that he is broken down and feeble 
in health, requiring much care; is now nearly seventy-six, and aside from 
chronic diarrhea and hydrocele with which he suffers, has lost the sight of one 
eye and may at any time lose that of the other. The last two years he has had 
much trouble with his arms and shoulders, has to have close personal attention, 
and has frequent spelis of sickness, and in affiant’s opinion, justly entitled to 
special rating, as wellas much in need of it; has seen him daily for several years, 
and he has not done a day’s work since he has known him, andis fully as much 
disabled as if he had lost a leg or arm, and well otherwise.” 

Dr. Frederick D. Smith lives near claimant; has known him over fourteen 
years, and found him afflicted with the above-named disabilities. He says: 

‘* His disabilities are of such an extent as to wholly incapacitate him for man- 
ual labor. He is as much disabled as he would be with one leg off, if well other- 
wise.”’ 

Dr. D. W. Bliss, now a prominent physician of Washington, D. C., formerly of 
Grand Rapids, Mich,, swears that— 

‘He was surgeon of claimant’s regiment, assisted at its organization, and 
examined claimant when he enlisted, and had him under his personal obser- 
vation until May, 1862, when affiant left the field as medical director of the 
Third Division of the Third Corps, Army of the Potomac; that during the 
winter of 1861-’62, he secured the detail of claimant as principal nurse in the 
field hospitals because of peculiar fitness and reliability for that service, which 
required physical labor equal to any service in the field; that he had known 
Bateman for ten years before enlistment, and he was in good health and phys- 
ically sound; that after his discharge he had chronic diarrhea and hydrocele, 
and general debility from exposure and over-labor, and in fact, presented the 
appearance of being a physical wreck; and this continued in 1878-’79, when he 
last treated him, in Washington, D. C., where said Bateman came for treat- 
ment.” 

Dr. W. B. Morrison, late surgeon of claimant's regiment, in addition to his 
former evidence (given in support of the original claim), swears as to disability, 
its incurrence and continuance, and present degree of same, in the most posi- 
tive manner; absolutely correcting previous misconception of the facts in the 
ease by the Pension Office as to cause of disabilities. 

Reuben Randall and Albert Babcock, of Lamont, Mich., comrades of claim- 
ant, and near neighbors prior to and since the war, swear to his prior soundness, 
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precise disabilities as incurred in the service, and their existence and continuance 
since and to presenttime, as entitling him to total disability rate from discharge 
and present condition as feeble, old man, totally blind in one eye, and depend- 
ent, unable to perform manual labor 

John A. Maxfield, C, A. Mickam, Nicholas and M. A. Phillips, and C. E. Gregg 
all of Lamont, Mich., and near neighbors, swear from personal knowledge as 
such, that claimant has been totally disabled by disabilities for which pensioned 
ever since discharged; to his prior soundness, and being by occupation a farme: 
and lumberman, robust and sound in body, and in addition that he has diat 
rhea, rheumatism in arms and shoulders, requiring aid to even dress, total blind 
ness in one eye, and requiring much care and attendance from his extreme 
lameness and debility. 

Peter Weatherwax, deputy sheriff of Ottawa County, and Elihu Wall 
merchant at Lamont, Mich., corroborate above fully, and say claimant is in 
such condition that he has, for the past two years or more, been so lame in his 
arm and shoulder he had to have care and be helped to dress and undress; ar 
about seventy-six years old; witnesses testify from personal knowledge as in 
timate acquaintances and near neighbors prior to the war and ever since 

Orren G. Maxfield, of Cooperville, Ottawa County, Michig 
known claimant “‘ever since can remember;’’ he was sound and robust prior 
to enlistment; corroborates all former neighbors and comrades have testified to 
as to continuance of disability since the war, and present condition of helpless 
ness and need of relief and care; lives about 3 miles from claimant; has seer 
him as often as every few days since discharge 

John Blake, of Allegan, Mich., swears he lives less than 3 miles from claimant 
where each have been since prior to the war; known his physical condition 
intimately since 1860; in 1861 was in full health; came home in July, 1862, sick 
and broken down from disease (diarrhea) and injury (hydrocele); been unable 
to labor ever since; says he isnow nearly blind; and adds that justice demands 
more from Government. 

L. P. Eddy, a well-known attorney of Grand Rapids, Mich., swears has well 
known claimant since 1870, and fully confirms all the evidence of his condition 
since that date, and of helplessness and infirmities now from personal knowl- 
edge, 

A. H. Fowle, of same place, corroborates same. 

Letters filed in claimant’s behalf are from General Byron R. Pierce, late 
colonel of claimant’s regiment, brigadier and brevet major-general United 
States Volunteers, one of the board of managers of the Soldiers’ Home, Grand 
Rapids, Mich.; corroborates all alleged by claimant, and says, ‘‘I personally 
know this to be a deserving case.”’ 

D. W. McConnell, late colonel of claimant's regiment, of same city, says 
claimant was a sound, robust man when he enlisted, and he left the service 
completely shattered in health and has not been well since; is dependent « 
others, no property, and now partly blind and in need of deserved increas: 

George E. Judd, late captain Company A, Third Michigan Infantry, of same 
place, corroborates all, and says: 

‘Claimant was a strong man when he enlisted; * to-day old and un 
able to provide for himself. * * * Isincerely feel is entitled to a good pen 
sion; is suffering from effects of disability incurred in service of his country 

Hon. M. H. Forp, member of Congress from Fifth district, Michigan, says, in 
addressing a letter to committee: 

‘*T have had my attention called to the case of a worthy veteran of the lat 
war,and a resident of this district, Hiram Bateman, of Lamont, Ottawa County 
Michigan, late private Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers. * * * Fror 
what I can learn from reliable sources, Mr. Bateman is deserving of favorabl 
consideration at your hands, and I can fully indorse the recommendations of 
General Pierce and Colonel McConnel, under whom he served, and Captain 
Judd, of his regiment.”’ 

Hon. John W. Stone, late member of Congress from same district, urged an in 
crease, as “ disabilities have continued and greatly increased.’ 

Peter Doran, a prominent citizen of Grand Rapids, fully indorses statement 
of General Pierce. 

Thomas D., Gilbert, president City National Bank, Grand Rapids, Mich., has 
well known claimant over thirty years ; urges increase for this * aged and hel; 
less’’ soldier, as ‘‘is certain that few more just claims are presented for the c« 
sideration of Congress.”’ 

Roger W. Butterfield, a well-known attorney of the same place, strong]; 
dorses claimant, from personal knowledge of his condition for years past 
Dr. George K. Johnson, also of same city, is earnest in indorsement. 

George Gray late colonel Sixth Michigan Cavalry, formerly of Grand Ray 
ids, Mich., now general solicitor Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and pr« 
ident of New York City Road, says, in detailed statement: ‘It is a shame, a: 
it shocks the sense of justice that the miserable pittance of $4 per month is a 
his country allows him for having in her service wholly sacrificed his healt 
and strength, leaving him to drag out the few remaining years of his life 
suffering, pain, and poverty,’’ and urges that he be given pension equal toand 
for loss of a leg, which would have been far less degree of disabili 

Petitions filed for claimant are as follows: First, one from Randal}l Post, G 
A. R., Coopersville, Mich., by 33 members, knowing claimant personally and 
well; ask increase as based on facts shown. Second, from S. Brennan, lat« 
captain claimant’s company, with comrades of same company, I, Third Mi 
gan Infantry. Third, petition of county officers of Ottawa County and others 
urging increase, signed by Charles E. Soule, judge of probate; William F. Kel!; 
register of deeds; D, C. Watson, collector of customs; W.S. Walkley, M. D 
George A. Farr, attorney; Frank Slater, Stephen L. Lowing, late captain Com- !} 
pany I (claimant’s), Third Michigan Infantry ; George D. Turner, clerk of court 
W. P. Lillie, circuit court commissioner; George W. McBride, attorney; Walter 
G. Van Slyck, attorney; Hon, H. C. Akely, Arthur Lowell, and C. S, Storrs, | 
and others, asking same, from personal knowledge of the merits of the cas« | 

Reuben Randall, claimant's comrade and now neighbor (since the claim was 
rejected in the Pension Office), testifies more strongly that in addition to the 
disabilities named claimant suifers deafness, almost or quite total, of one ear 
and head trouble, by dizziness, caused by being overcome with the heat ir 
June, 1861, from being overmarched around Washington on the arrival of 
regiment from home, when he with others (affiant as one) fell out, overcom« 
so that ambulances had to return and pick up the victims. That h i 
afflicted ever since, and that from being neighbors and well knowing claimant 
he knows he has never recovered from same, and in consequence it is never 
safe for him to be out alone in the sun, or he is liable t6 be overcome by it and 
fall down as in a faint. 

Your committee, in view of all the above facts, as shown by such unques- 
tioned evidence, consider this case a worthy one and entitled to the increase 
claimed, and are of the opinion the petition should be granted, and therefore 
report back the bill with favorable recommendation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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MINOR CHILDREN OF LEVI M. HUNTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. PEer- 
KINS) was the bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor chil- | 
dren of Levi M. Hunter, deceased. 
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The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ré the nan 
dren of Levi M. Hunter, deceased, late of Company A, On 
tieth Indiana Volunteers, subject to the provisions and 
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laws, to begin from t 





Che report (by Mr. Morgrit) was 
































read, as follows 
It appears that the soldier, Levi M. Hunte vas pens ed fo1 imatism, 
ind at the time of his death was in 1 pt of th ghest rate r the law for 
his disability His widow, then Cathar el t L if l “ 4 3 
widow, and the applicati was re ted on the ground t ot 
typhoid fever, a d ase of local origin and 1 i ed ‘ 
service The widow then made application to ¢ s.and 
ing her upon the pension-roll as the widow of Levi M. Hur rw - land 
roved July 5, LSS4 In submitting a favorable report y 
passage of the bill, Mr. Matson, from the Comn on Invalid 
the House, said 
Phis case was sent to Congress under the joint res ition directin ( 
missioner of Pensions torecon end such cases for t act ( : i 
his opinion seemed to be meritorious but not w iin the operation 
eral | 
he cla wntin s case is the widow of Levi M. H ‘ “ 
! day lanuary SS2, le ‘ \ i iH 
i lengthy period, just prior to 1 dea ira rt irges s ; 
the and had been during that time contined to his bed and 
hin account of é n sm tract t s i i { 
dut e So « t i was tacked w ] < i | 
The evidence shows that the rheumatism for I ii = yx \ 
have soon produced his death, but, as he did tad t ~ 
10t be pension« d 
rhe Commissioner of Pensions also states in his é that t 
serving person, having, during all the pe 1 of the sold s : 
ored to support the family 
In view of the foregoing facts, this committee, without he 
mend the passage of the accomp y bill 
On the 4th d of May, 188 the widow was united in marria t R 
Montgom«e t which date her pension ceased under the law \ i 
was then n o place the minor « dren of Levi M. Hunter « t 
roll, and the same was re ted on the ground that t soldier died of t d 
fever, a disease of origin, and not mnected wit the m 
If the widow's « i ih . - 
gress ) ! 1th mot nn ‘ 
h ii 
Y ir ¢ nmiitt r IS case nd the I ~ ‘ 
favorable report ige of the with the ‘ 
amendment 
Amend by striking out all! afte: laws i line 7 
rhe amendment reported by the committee, to strike out the end 
of the bill the words ‘‘to begin from the date of the marrisye of the 
soldier’s widow,’’ was agreed to 
Che bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM WINANS. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 478 nt> 
ing a pension to William Winans r} hie] i 
over during my absen¢ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair un 
special rule which has been adopted the gentleman has th ht 
call up a bill which has been passed over. 


The bill was read, as follows 








; t enacted, efc., That the Secretary of tl Inter r 1 hie 
thorized and directed to plac ipon the pension s tto 
ind limit ations of the pens on la Vs. Lhe na} ‘ f vi VW aur 
of Compa Bb, First Regiment New ¥ < Ca ry t the rat per 
ynth, and such pe ion shall eu of the I ! th 1 i 
him and which he is now receivin 


Che report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as folle 






























rhe Committee on Invalid Pensio1 to 1om was referred 3 | { 
to increase the pension of William W Co 1 ‘ 
York Cavalry, have considered the same b 

It is shown in this case that the pensio x 
month for a gunshot wound of left sh y to t 
and the testimony of Drs. Florence Donohue and D.W.B q i t as 
shows that he is wholly disabled for manua » by reason of t mds 
aforesaid 

It also appears that the claimant was employed in one of the I nts as 
a clerk, and was forced to resign his position by reaso f ty t rim 
the duties of his office, such as handli: b reason f ‘ i of 
shoulde 

Fors e reason, inexpli le to the committee, an reas ed 
to him the Pension Offi 

i ynal appearance is that of arm i greatly enfeebled Dr. D. W. Bliss 
who has had charge of him during the last eight vears, explains - 
by the presence in the wound of pieces of the sa ofa I i 
metal (some of which he has extracted), which produce t ‘ 
ducing recurring abscesses 

There is no doubt th: t the Per 1 Office is suff 
the mere usual disabilit Ww id in the should 
jury to right index finger are alone consider t i t r 
bility is abundantly proved, st, by the ren fy es 0 ; ) 
metal; and, second, by the se c¢ condition ¢ ced s8€% 
to which the claimant is subject 

Dr. Bliss’s letter to the committee is anne tot rep i thin 
Dr. Dougherty’s and other surgeons’ affidavits are Pension Office 


We recommend that the bill do pass 


WASHINGTON, D. C.. March 19. 1888 

DEAR Sir: Referring'to our recent conversation relative to the case of W am 
Winans, who is asking a special act of Congress increasing his pension, I hav: 
to state that I have had professional care of said Winans for some eight years 


past, and during that time he has been an invalid from a disability read 
traceable to the shell wound in his left shoulder and its sequel; also from 
chronic constipation, quite frequent attacks of myalgia, and genera Lise 
The latter disabilities I believe to be largely due to exposure and the diet to 
which he was confined while a prisoner of war at Belle Isle, Virginia 
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During the past eight years, while he has been under my care, he hassuffered 
with recurring abscesses in the region of the injured shoulder and furuncule or 
boils on different parts of the body, evidencing a general septic condition, en- 
tirely due, in my opinion, to the presence of fragments of the sabotof the shell, 
which was composed of mixed metal, and are deeply imbedded in the soft 
parts around the shoulder, and are beyond judicious surgical interference, un- 
less they may be accidentally included in the fleld of an acute abscess. 

Something more than six years ago a similar condition obtained, and I re- 
moved two pieces of mixed metal, portions of sabot which had remained im- 
bedded in the tissues about seventeen years. 

This man is entirely unable to perform any manual labor. 

Very respectfully, 








D. W. BLISS, M. D. 

Ilion. J. LoGAN CurpmMAn 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. BUTLER. TI call up the bill (8S. 1547) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Dougherty. This is a bill which was passed over during 
my ab 


The bill was read, as follow 


ence 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann Dougherty, at the rate 


of $12 per mnol th. 

The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 

The facts in the case are substantially set forth in Mrs. Dougherty’s petition; 
which is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States in Congress assembled: 

itioner for your favorable consideration of my claim for pension, I 
ully represent that I am a resident of Washington, D.C. I 
came here with my family in 1863 from Mount Holly, N. J., when, shortly after, 
my husband, Daniel Dougherty, returned thereto and enlisted in Company G, 
of the Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. I obtained employ- 
ment in the United States arsenal making cartridges for the United States Army 
then in the field; that on or about the 28th day of June, 1864, while so employed 
and in the line of duty, as above stated, an explosion occurred, which killed 
and injured a number of the employés. 

* Your petitioner was one of the victims. I was severely burned and internally 
injured, besides being mentally injured by the fall from the height to which I 
was thrown through the force of the explosion. My flesh was burned, as scars 
will show, and I inhaled the fire. My collar bone was also broken, * 1 was un- 
conscious when found, and became insane from the injuries received. 

** My son (the eldest),a bright boy, was killed by machinery in the United States 
navy-yvard at Washington, where he was at the time employed, as the records 
of the Navy Department will show. 

\t the close of the war, on the third day of the grand review of the Army, in 

















the year 1865, my oldest surviving boy, of six years, was stolen by an officer of 
the ny, and has not been heard of since. 
“My husband, who served in the organization aforesaid, left his home in 1865 
has not been heard from since, He deserted me, as I believe, on account 
ot inlirmitie 
I ve been accustomed to a comfortable home, and might have continued 
we nd happy but for the war and its consequences. Prior thereto Il was in 
perfect health, both mentally and physically. 
‘That, in view of the facts as aforesaid, she earnestly begs your consideratix 
and prays that she may be placed upon the pension-rolls of the United State 
subject to the provisions and limitations thereof. 


“MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 
undersigned respectfully represent that they are acquainted with Mary 
Ann herly, believe the facts stated in the aforesaid petition to be true, : 
join her therein and ask consideration of same from your honorable body. 

* DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 
“Mrs. GEORGE U. MORRIS. 
“S. NICHOLSON, 
‘Commodore U. 8. Navy. 
“Ww, A. LEONARD, 
** Rector of St. John’s Parish. 
“E.C. WEAVER, 
* Late Captain U, 8. Vols. 
“GEORGE W. ROUZER, 
“Cor, Armu and Navy Journal. 
“GEO. BANCROFT.” 

The claimant received a pension as the widow of said Daniel Dougherty, and 
continued to draw the same until it was discovered that the soldier was alive, 
when her name was dropped from the rolls. This pension was not obtained 
through fraud on her part. 

There is no question of her abandonment by the soldier. Her injuries, as 
well as the aMictions under which she has passed, have complictely shattered 
her nervous system, and for years she has been an o t of charity in the city 
of Washington. Persons of the highest character have intereeded in her behalf 
with your committee and testified to her good ec} : 

Believing that the relief asked for by this poor t 
granted, your committee report favorably on the 


that it do pas 










wtunate woman should be 
companying bill, and ask 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SARAH J. TOMPKINS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Mor- 
RILL) was the bill (S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension-laws, the name of Sarah J. Tompkins, widow of 
Cc. C. Tompkins, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Kansas Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


© report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 
Sarah J. Tompkinsis the widow of Christopher C. Tompkins, deceased, late 
second lieutenant Company @, Seventh Regiment KansasCavalry. The soldier 
died April Ll, 1884, and at the date of death was drawing a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month, under pension certificate numbered 167085. 

* The claimant made application for continuance of pension, which claim was 
rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions July 27, 1887, on the ground ‘that 
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the soldier's death was caused from old age and indiscretion in diet and exer- 
cise, and was not, therefore, in any manner due to his military service.’ 

* Dr. C. W. McHugh, of Sedan, Kans., swears that— 

*** He has personally known C. C. Tompkins, deceased, since the fall of 1875, 
and was his physician most of the time up to the day of his death, which oc- 
curred on the llth day of April, 1884. Was his physician when he lost the use 
of the muscles of the right side of face and the sightof right eye,which occurred 
in July, 1880. At this time he was taken with acute catarrh, affecting the right 
side of face and right eye, eustachean tube and middle ear, and was the result 
of the old chronic catarrh,which was probably contractedinthe Army. During 
the period of this attack, which lasted about fifty days, he complained of a heavy 
pain just back of the rightear, * * * and that during the whole period of 
my acquaintance with him he was incapacitated todo manual labor; that I was 
present at his last seizure, which occurred on the 9th day of April, 1884, result- 
ing in his death two days later from general paralysis of the tongue, face, and 
whole system; and it is my opinion and belief, from the foregoing facts known 
to me, that the said C, C. Tompkins’s death was caused and promoted or brought 
about by said catarrh and bronchitis, together with general anzemia, and said 
causes were the result of exposure in the Army.’ 

‘Dr. James P.Graham,a physician of thirty years’ standing, concludes his 








| affidavit, after stating his intimate acquaintance with soldier, by saying: 


***} have no hesitancy in saying that, according to my judgment, hisdeath was 


caused and could be traced to the effects of the chronic bronchial and catarrhal 
trouble he was afllicted with.’ 
** Dr. W. F. Shee estifies (hat 
““*The only time he treated the soldi vas in his last illness,as Ihave already 
stated in a former affidavit, which statement was made without consulting any 











| other physician,and since I have consulted with Drs. McHugh and Graham 


who had treated him previously,and from their statements to me, I am con- 


| vinced that his death was the result of disease of the cranial bones and their 


linings,together with the aricriesat the base of the brain, especially on the right 
side of the head, all of which is the direct result of chronic catarrh of nose, ear, 
eustachian tube, middle ear,and mastoid cells on right side extending to base 
of brain. The immediate cause of the last illness, however, was overloaded 
stomach, with indigestion and too active exercise, resulting in apoplexy, wit! 
a rupture of one or more of the diseased cranial v s, followed with paralys 
of right side of body, with right upper and low limb, which fact I believe I 
forgot to mention in my former affidavit. I furthermore state, I have read a 
earefully considered the aflidavits of Drs. McHugh and Graham,and believ 
them to be substantially true.’ 

“The marriage of claimant to soldier and the date 
fully and clearly established. 












births of the children are 














‘The soldier was pensioned for catarrh, dise a. 

** Your committee report the bill favorably a 

Itseems clear to yourcommittee that while 4 
death might not have been the result of the diseases for whieh he was ed 
(though this is by no means certain), that it is clearly shown that the disab ‘ 
contracted in the service were the indirect causes which produced death l 
there is no reason to doubt that had the soldier not contracted those diseases in 








the service he might now have been alive and in the enjoyment<« 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


good health. 





D. P. HOUGLAND. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Fun- 
STON) was the bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Hougland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herctsy, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of D. P. Hougland, late of Company 
C, Second Battalion Missouri State Militia. 


The report (by Mr. Morrixi) was read, as follows: 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill recommended. 
[Senate Report No. 692, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


David P. Hougland, the claimant under this bill, enlisted February 12, 1862, 
and was discharged March 31,1863. His service was as a private in Company C 
Second Battalion Missouri Cavalry. 

On January 16, 1880, he made application for a pension, alleging in his declar- 

ition “that about the month of March, 1862, near Shawneetown, Kans., his 
horse slipped and rolled over him, fracturing his right leg in three places, and 
also producing hernia of right groin.”’ His claim was rejected June 17, 1885, on 
the ground that ‘“‘the claimant was unable to establish the origin in line of duty 
of his alleged injury.”” The Adjutant-General, United States Army, reports him 
June, 1862, sent home to recuperate, and September, 1852, sent to Kansas by 
acting assistant surgeon, with broken leg. The adjutant-general of Missouri, 
in his report to the Commissioner of Pensions, states “* that the records of his 
office show that the claimant is reported as having broken leg in periodical 
muster of October, 1862; leg broken, and sent to Kansas by hospital surgeon ; 
broke since enlistment.” 

The claimant makes affidavit as follows, namely: 

‘*That he was dispatched from Harrisonville, Mo., to Kansas City and Quin- 
daro, and in passing overthe road a few miles South of Shawnee his horse fell and 
rolled over his body, breaking his leg and rupturing him in the left groin; that 
he was taken to his home, at Olathe, Kans,, after the accident happened, and 
treated by Dr. Bull; was never treated in a hospital, but paid his own doctors’ 
bills and expenses; was treated once at Harrisonville, and reported unfit for duty ; 
that he is unable to furnish the affidavit of Dr. Ball, for the reason that the doctor 
is dead; that he was never treated by any regimental surgeon, and that hernia 
never existed prior to injury.” 

Capt. A. J. Briggs swears that— 

“On or about the Iigh day of March, at or near Shawnee, Kans., claimant 
was disabled in the line of duty by his horse falling on him, breaking his leg, 
and crushing him in such a manner as to cause hernia; knows the facts from 
being in command of said company.”’ 

Olliver H. Grigg was an eye-witness tothe accident, and so states under oath; 
and, further, that he procured assistance, and had him carried to the house 
nearest the scene of the accident, and later in the day had him removed to the 
nearest post (Olathe) and asurgeon summoned to attend his injuries. 

Dr. Douglass Bell swears that he was called to visit claimant about April 1, 
1872, at which time he was suffering from pain in right leg, about the middle of 
the tibia and fibula, evidently from the defective union of an old fracture, and 
sinee which time has continued to return at intervals, giving or causing pain 
and disabling him for duty; “ also he had a swelling in the inguinal region, 
which I found to be a hernial protusion, and which I supposed to be the result 
of the same accident which fractured his leg. Applied a truss, but from that 
time to the present he suffers from both continuously.” 

Capt. A. J. Briggs subsequently states, in response to an office letter, that the 
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that claimant is unable to distinguish one person from another, nor can he 
earn his living by handiwork. An ophthalmoscopic examination of the retina 
of the eye shows such a disturbance of the nervous structure as to make it ap- 
pear probable that the blindness was superinduced by the sunstroke; that 
claimant is still blind from cataract in his right cye, and that in all probability 
he will never see sufficiently well to enable him to do business in support of 
himself and family. 

In affidavit filed November 22, 1887, Richard L. Tinker, Frank R. Gump, 
Samuel West, Joseph W. Warren. J. P. Bayha, Dr. J. L. Elliott, Dr. Robert 
Damsell,S. W. Coom, Charles W. Springer, William Gates, Henry Cook, T. C, 
Hacker, W. E. Jackson, and other citizens, of Webster County, Nebraska, tes- 
tify that claimant is unable to support himself and family by reason of the loss 
of sight of right eye and defective sight of left eye. 

All the affiants in this claim are reported to be persons of good standing in 
their community, and their testimony is entitled to credit. 

Medical examination made in the claim shows claimant entitled to second- 
grade rating for disability on account of loss of sight 

The evidence in the claim shows that claimant did receive a sunstroke in the 
service and in the line of his military duty a few days prior to his discharge, 
and that his sight, which was good prior to that time, has continually failed 
him, till now he is almcst totally blind. 

It is reasonably well established by competent testimony that claimant’s loss 
of sight was superinduced by a sunstroke, as claimed by him, and that he is en- 
titled to a pension. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH W. EUBANK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1018) 
granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank. 

Mr. PERKINS. [ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Capt. Joseph W. Eubank, of Com- 


pany K, Second Regiment Arkansas Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate allowed captains. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1018) 
granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank, submit the following report: 

The Committee on Pensions in the Senftte set forth fully the facts in this case 
in their report, which is hereto attached. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

On March 15, 1586, Joseph W. Eubank made application for pension, alleging 
in his declaration that while serving with Company K, Second Regiment Ar- 
kansas Volunteers, in the line of duty, at Clarksville, in the State of Arkansas, 
on or about December 15, 1863, he was wounded in the right leg below the knee, 
fracturing and breaking the large bone, in a battle with guerrilla forces of the 
rebellion; that he was treated by the regimental surgeon at Clarksville, Ark., 
at a private house. Under date of September 29, 1886, the Adjutant-General 
United States Army reports to the Commissioner of Pensions “that the name 
of Joseph W. Eubank is not borne on the rolls of Company K, Second Arkansas 
Infantry.” 

William Cheerman, private in Company K, Second Arkansas Infantry, in af- 
fidavit filed among the papers in the case, swears that Joseph W. Eubank vol- 
unteered as a capiain in Company K, Second Arkansas Infantry, and was dis- 
charged at Clarksville, Ark., on or about June 1, 1864, by reason of wound in 
right leg below the knee; that he was disabled while in the service and line of 
duty in action with the enemy—he was shot in the right leg below the knee; 
that affiant was present at the time he was wounded. 

Dr. John S. Horner, now of Cassville, Mo., who was second lieutenant of 
Company K, Second Infantry, in an affidavit under date of March 30, 1886, 
«wears that he is acquainted with Joseph W. Eubank, and knows him to be 
the identical Joseph W. Eubank of Company K, Second Arkansas Infantry, 
who was discharged at Clarksville, Ark., by reason of wound in right leg be- 
low the knee; that he incurred his disability in December, 1853, about 8 miles 
from Clarksville, Ark.; the news came that he was wounded and some others 
killed; and that he saw him, Joseph W. Eubank, leave Clarksville the day be- 
fore in command of a company, and when we heard of it at Clarksville, he (the 
affiant), in command ofa part of a company, went out with spring wagon and 
brought the said Joseph W. Eubank to Clarksville, and found him badly 
wounded at the place above mentioned; that he helped put Eubank in the 
wagon, and saw his wound then and then again the next day. Eubank was 
acting at this time as captain of Company K, and was discharged some time in 
June, 1864. 

Under date of July 7, 1886, the board ofexamining surgeons at Emporia, Kans., 
examined Eubank, found the wound as above set forth, and rated him for total 
disability for wound in right leg. 

Iu a petition accompanying the bill the claimant states that he was appointed 
a recruiting officer by Colonel Waugh of the Second Arkansas Infantry; that 
he acted as such and was piaced in command of Company K, Second Arkansas 
Infantry ; that on December 15, 1863, at the fight near Red Lick was wounded 
as set forth in his application; and that in consequence he was discharged by 
the hospital surgeon, 

Your committee have no doubt, from the testimony of comrades, eye-wit- 
ness, one of them, that Eubank incurred his disability in the service and line of 
duty; that he was wounded as set forth, and discharged from the service before 
he had an opportunity of being regularly and formally mustered into the Army 
of the United States. They recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 

Strike out all after line 5 and insert “ of Captain Joseph W. Eubank, of Com- 
vany K,Second Arkansas Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate al- 
Soenad captains,” 

Thus amended, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
THEODORE GARDNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1737) for 
the relief of Theodore Gardner. 

On motion ot Mr. MORRILL, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 
SHELTON FLANINGAM. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1266) 
granting a pension to Shelton Flaningam. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Shelton Flaningam, late a private 
in Company D, of the First Regiment of Nebraska Cavalry. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, the reading of the report was dispensed 
with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MorRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1266) 
granting a pension to Shelton Flaningam, submit the following report : 

The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate, hereto annexed, sets 
forth clearly the facts in the case and establishes, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, a very meritoriouscase. They therefore recommend the passage of the 
bill. 

[Senate Report No. 666, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

Claimant enlisted in Company D, First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry (subse- 
quently cavalry), June 15, 1861, and was discharged August 26, 1864; re-enlisted 
in Company H, Forty-first Missouri Volunteer Infantry, September 11, 1864, 
and was discharged July 11, 1865. Surgeon-General’s report shows him admit- 
ted to general hospital, Jefferson Barracks, near St. Louis, Mo., October 20, 1862, 
with injury to back. His application is for pension on account of chronic diar- 
rhea, contracted from exposure incident to the service in Missouriand Arkan- 
sas from 1861 to 1864. 

Claimant states that he can not furnish the testimony of the surgeon or assist- 
ant surgeon of his regiment who first treated him for chronic diarrhea in the 
service, for the reason that they are both dead; that he was treated for said dis- 
ability at Government hospital at Jefferson Barracks, near St. Louis, Mo.; was 
also treated at Western Medical Institute, St. Louis, Mo., for chronic diarrhea 
during several months in 1872; that since his discharge from the service in Au- 
gust, 1864, he has resided at different places in Missouri, Indiana, and Nebraska, 
and his occupation has been that of a farm laborer; that during the past two 
years he has been disqualified for manual labor fully one-half of the time; that 
he first contracted chronic diarrhea at Pittsburgh Landing, after the battle of 
Shiloh, in 1862; that his regiment was badly exposed to wet weather for more 
than two weeks; that he drove a mule team during the winter of 1862-’63, and 
was greatly exposed to all kinds of weather, and was without proper shelter; 
that he suffered severely from the cold, and was frequently compelled to wear 
wet clothing; that he received treatment while in the service from Asst. Surg. 
N. B. Larsh, now a resident of Nebraska City, Nebr.; that he has suffered from 
no acute disease since the date of his discharge from the service; that he has 
been able to do no heavy work at any time, and that his disability is greater 
in the summer season; that he is now suffering with disease of liver and kid- 
neys, resulting from chronic diarrhea, and that he has periodic attacks of diar- 
rhea at different seasons of the year; that he is not now accessible to any evi- 
dence further than that already furnished by him. 

William Ott, a comrade, testifies that claimant contracted chronic diarrhea in 
Southwestern Tennessee from the use of bad water in the fall of 1862; that the 
whole regiment suffered greatly from the same disease. 

Dr. N. B. Larsh, late assistant surgeon First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, 
testifies that he treated claimant while in the service in 1863 and 1864 for chronic 
diarrhea, and that claimant is suffering from the same disability. 

Special Examiner H. J. Brown, of the Bureau of Pensions, states that Dr. 
Larsh is president of the board of examining surgeons at Nebraska City, Nebr., 
and isa first-class physician and surgeon; that the said doctor states that he 
treated claimant soon after his discharge from the service; that claimant was 
all broken down, and still suffers from chronic diarrhea. 

David Beasley, of Nebraska City, Nebr., testifies that claimant was a sound 
and healthy man for five years prior toand at the date of his enlistment into 
the service of the United States; that from the fall of 1864 to 1880 aftiant heard 
from claimant by letters, and in that way learned that he was suffering from 
chronic diarrhea; that since 1880 he has had personal knowledge of claimant's 
disability on account of chronic diarrhea, 

The board of United States examining surgeons at Nebraska City, Nebr., state 
that they have personal knowledge that claimant has suffered from chronic 
diarrhea for many years. 

The facts in the case warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1744) 
granting a pension to William M. Davis. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Davis, late of Com- 
pany F, Seventh Regiment lowa Volunteers. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, the reading of the report was dispensed 
with, and it was ordered to be printed in the REcoRD. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 1744) 
granting a pension to William M. Davis, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill is reeommended. 


[Senate Report No. 647, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The claimant, William M. Davis, enlisted December 25, 1861, as a private in 
Company F, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and was honorably 
discharged from the military service of the United States at Louisville, Ky., 
July 12, 1865. 

On March 31, 1880, he made application for pension, allegingin his declaration 
“that at Kingston, Ga., in May, 1864, he received a rupture of left side, caused 
by excessive marching.’”” On January 11, 1887, the claim was rejected by the 
Commissioner of Pensions upon the grounds “that there is no record at the 
War Department of the alleged rupture of leftside and of claimant’s inability, 
all sources of information being exhausted by special investigation, to furnish 
competent testimony showing its incurrence in service and line of duty.” The 
War Department reports him sick at Kingston, Ga., in May, 1864. 

As toincurrence of disability in the service, Capt. Peter Henigan swears that 
at Kingston, Ga., May 15, 1864, the claimant incurred a rupture of the left side, 
caused by excessive marching; that he went with him to the surgeon, who said 
that nothing but rest would do him any good; that he did not want to leave 
the company, and afterward got better. 

Comrade Joseph B. Carman swears that about May 20, 1864, claimant became 
worn down by excessive marching, and complained of something being wrong 
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Comrade Samuel Kitterman swears that some time in May, IS64,1 
lanta, Ga., claimant became played out by excessive marchii ind was lef 
hospital at Kingston, Ga., and when he returned to the company he claimed t 
be ruptured. 

The claimant swears he is unable to furnish the a 
reason that all the surgeon did for him was to excuse 
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Dr. Charles McQuaid, Le Roy, Kans., states that he has be y s 
ician of claimant for eleven years, but never treated him tl 
hurt him so much for the last four or five years (1878 to 1883 \ 
unable to farm; don’t pretend to do any kind of hard work. ‘ 
the left side 

Dr. Wiseman, examining surgeon at Burlingtor ‘ late f Se 
tember 1, 1881, reports disabil ty permanent, and 1 y 
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ports disability probably pern im a j 
Kans., December 2, 1885, rates him at one-fourth 

Special Examiner E. T. Whitcomb is of opinion s but little if ’ 
merit,’’ but recommends further examination. Charles D. Sloan, special exar 
iner, says, “It isa question whether incurrence is due to service and re 
mends further examination. James Stiles, special examiner, ‘‘ doubts the n 3 
of the claim.’’ M. Dorian, special examiner, ys, ‘there s to be s 
merit in the claim, but the testimony is conflicting,” and re nds I 
examination. 

Andrew Geddes, special examiner, says 

“It is difficult to decide asto merits ofthis case. Iftestimony of Captain H 
gan is to be taken it goes farto prove the merit of the clair . Do not 


see how claim can be justly rejected, and do not feel warranted in submitt 


for admission, * * rhe claim ma ave merit. 

Charles D. Sloan, special examiner, hinks the claim may have merit J 
W. Brown, special examiner, says the case is without merit, and recommends 
rejection, and accordingly the claim was rejected, as before stated 

From an examination of the case your committee are of opinion that the 
claimant has established, first, the incurrence of the disability in the service and 
line of duty; second, its continuance in varying degree since discharge, as 
shown by the several examinations made by the examining surgeons otf tl 
Department, and its existence at the present time. He is mentioned by 
captain ¢ comrades, with one exceptior a good soldier, That he is now 


unable to farm, and, indeed, perform any kind of hard wor 
























There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
J. ROCK WILLIAMSON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1687) to 
restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask for the consideration of that bil 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, at 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisio 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Rock Williamson, late a privat 
in Company G, One hundred and fifth Ilinois Volunteer Infantry 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, the reading of the report was dispensed 
with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

Che Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 16 o 
restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll, submit the following report 

The feport of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth fully the 


facts in this case, and is herewith attached and made a part of this report. 
The passage of the bill is recommended. 


} 
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SENATE REPORT. 

The claimant was enrolled in Company G, One hundred and fifth Illinois Vol 
unteer Infantry, August 12 d was discharged June 7, 1865. The records 
of the War Department show t he received a wound of shoulder in action at 
Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 

Claimant was pensioned at the rate of $4 per month from June 8, 1865, on ac- 
count of gunshot wound of left shoulder and resulting weakness of arm. His 
name was dropped from the pension-rol! June 13, 1887, disability having ceased 

The testimony in the case is as follows: In his application for pension claim- 
ant states that while in the line of duty at the battle of Bentonville, N. C., he w 
struck by a musket ball from the enemy in the left shoulder, causing paralys 
of the same and permanent disability. In his application for increase of pen- 
sion, filed September 16, 1582, claimant alleges paralysis of muscles of left arm 
In his application filed May 8, 1884, claimantstates that the disability for whic! 
he is already pensioned has increased; that he has atrophy of the muscles of his 
arms, legs, and chest, increased weakness Of his left arm, and general debility 
from the shrinking of the muscular system and nervous debility; that he i 

-asily fatigued and has lassitude of body. In a subsequent affidavit claima: 
states that he contracted rheumatism in July, 1864, and incurred a gunshot wound 
in the shoulder at the battle of Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 1865, resulting 

disease of heart, from which he has suffered to the present time, and that he i 
consequently unfit for manual labor to any considerable extent; that he applie« 
for a pension on account of disabilities other than that for which he was pen- 
sioned; that instead of allowing his pension for disabilities as claimed, his nam« 

yas dropped from the roll. 

Lieut. Col. Everell F, Dutton, of One hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, testifies from personal knowledge that claimant received a gun- 
shot wound in left shoulder at the battle of Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 1865 
causing paralysis, which continued during the remainder of claimant’s term 
of service and afterward. 

Charles A, Straun, a comrade, testifies that claimant received a gunshot wound 
of his shoulder March 16, 1865, and that he contracted rheumatism in 1864; that 
he complained of disease of heart soon after he was wounded, and that his testi- 
mony is frora personal knowledge. 

Comrade Samuel! H. Williamson testifies that claimant received a gunshot 
wound while in the line of duty at Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 1865, and 
shortly thereafter was relieved from duty in consequence of disease of hear 
that he had previously contracted rheumatism during the Atlanta campaign in 
July, 1864, and that he was suffering from rheumatism, disease of heart, and 
gunshot wound, causing weakness of arm, at the date of his discharge from the 
service, and has continued to so suffer to the present time. 

William Brandon, a reputable citizen of Humboldt, Nebr., testifies that he has 
been acquainted with the claimant since 1860; that he was a stout and able- 
bodied man prior to and at the date of his enlistment intothe service; that after 
claimant’s return home from the war he found him suffering from gunshot 
wound of left shoulder and rheumatism, in consequence of which he has been 
largely incapacitated for manual labor during the past six years. 

Henry Robinson and Loyal M. Dupray, citizens of good repute of Richardson 
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There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 





JOEL I MO »N 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 432) for 
the relief of Joel B. Morton. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her Vv. au- 


thorized and required to place the name of Joe Morton, of Valentine, Cherry 


County, Nebraska, father of Calvin Morton, on the pension-roll, on account of 
the services of hissaid son, Calvin Morton,in Company B, Sixteenth New Y 


} 


Volunteers, during the late war 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the reading of the report was diss 
pensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in the REcorp 
The report (by Mr. Morrit) is as follows 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wt 


10m was referred the bill (S. 432) for 

















the relief of Joel B. Morton, submit the f »wing report 

fhe report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth f the facts in 
this case, and your committes lop with the recommendatio tt I 
pass 

Senate Re por No. 4 Fiftieth Cc ess rst session 

Jcel B, Morton, the claimant in this case, is seventy-six years of age, a pauper, 
dependent upon the charity of others. 

His son, Calvin Morton, upon whose account pension is claimed, enlisted in 
Company B, Sixt riment, New York Volu 





iteer Infantry, at Albany 
























May 15, 1861, for two years, and was discharged December 10, 1862 Re-enl i 
n Company M, United States C: Iry, February 12, 1564, and was discharged 
by re-enlistment a sergeant. Re-enlisted as above in same organization l 
was discharged February 12, I867. There is no record of his subsequent enlist- 
mentin United States Army by name of Calvin Morton 

It is alleged that the said Calvin Morton, claimant's son, was k 1 in the 
battle of Little Big Horn, commonly known as the ‘‘ Custer massacre June 25, 
1876, but his naz does not appear as an enlisted man upon the re« Is of cas- 
1 es of said battle If an enlisted iave been enrolled ler 
assumed name, as there is no reco ment. Said soldic ‘ ! 
heard from, by his father, two weeks prior to the massacre above ref ed 
ind it is believed that he vpined the ¢ ommand bout the time of the 
engagement with the Sioux Indians on the Litt Big Horn River, Montana 
rerritory, June 25, 1876, but, owing to the massacre of the entire party, no record 
of his enlistment was preserved 

Che only proof of the death of claimant's son, ¢ 1 Morton t iflidavit 
of Anderson G. Shaw, a general m hant of Valentine, Nebr., whose good 
character is certified to by the clerk of the district cou st s that] 
was present on the field of battle after the Custer mas h ’ illed 
were buried by men under General Terry’s command . iried 





were recognized by men of the burial part 
Their remarks convinced him that they were int itely acquainted th the 
dead soldiers before the massacre. One man, approac 








is Morton,” to which another ec le . 1. as me up Ye that is 
him.” Description is the same in particulars asthat in enlistmentcertificate 
of 1862 and sar as that given by the father of M on is aflidavit, namely, 





a tall man with black hair and eyes 
Claimant states that it is hard to 

present at the time; that he ! i 

of no way to reach or find the ifter more than ten years have elaps 
From the fact that Calvin Mortoa was heard from in Dakota t 








ud no acqua 














scene of the Custer massacre, a short time before it occurred: tl I ad been 
before this many years in the regular Army, and that itis qu sua rsuch 
persons on the tier to join such expeditions tem I tive es 

that he was identified after death onthe battle-field, and that | sme been 
heard from since, there is no doubt that he wasa of the 1cr and 
as the father is ve aged, absolutely a pauper,and the son had ven many 
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| secondarily by communication with the nerve 


| and recom 


years of his life to the service of his country, your committec believe the clai 
tol ‘ 4, and accordingly recommend the passage of the 

There bei: 10 objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
Ho with t recommendation that it do pass. 

tLIZABETH DETIT 

‘ var . ‘ 

i) AN l ask, by unanimous consent, to tal 
ation the bill (5, 2075) granting a pension to Eliza 

1 ‘ ’ 

a bill in wv h Senator SAWYER is intereste: H 
pensions in the Senate, upon whom we all rel I 
the bill be considered. 

a . a ee. lity oo 

i re ¥ Shoo eC » & d une bill Was read, a8 1loLLOW 

Be ict ¢ That e Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is her v . 
tho d to place itl nsion-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations « the 4 ision laws,the name of Elizabeth Dettis, widow Ja , 
Deti te a private in Compnauy E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Vel 
unt rs 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2 
grants a pension to Elizabeth Dettis, submit the following report: 

Phe fwets u i which the above bill is based are fully se enate 
report, which is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, at the 
principle upon which said action is founded has been heretofore rec zed | 
this rittee and indorsed by the Hou and that this claim is a meriterio 
one, the commiidtee recommend that the bill do pass 

S« te Re t N Ss th ¢ ; 4, first session. | 

The Committee on Pen , to whom was referred a bill granting 
to Elizabeth Dettis, have examined the same, and report: 

TI laimanut is the widow of Jacob Dettis, la & |] ate in Company F, 
Twenty-seventh Wisconsin Volunteers. Ifler husband made application in 
and was per ned at the rate of $6 a month for chronic diar hea, an allowance 
which, judging from his prolonged and disabling illness, was much 





He died Mareh 31, 1883, and his widow applied for pension the fo llon } 
Her claim was rejected, and, “feeling aggrieved by the decision of the r 
missioner,” > appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, who sseeanoed the 
former deeision. 















The adverse ruling in both instanees was based upon the testimony of the 
doctor who attended him, whose evidence gave pneumonia and bronchitis a 
the cause of death, but distinctly declared that they were referable to his orig- 


inal disal truction to the 





yilily 


gave a different c« 









mony of the at ling | icia und, with fatal effect to the widow’s claim, 
placed in the way the usual pathot | obstruction. 

The committce believe that the widow’s claim is well substantiated by the tes- 
timony of the attending physician, which is given with full, candid, and ex- 
plicit reference to the original disease, its wasting effects, and final result. It 
is as follows 


Falls, Wis 
ing p rhy sician ani tsur zeon, r 





iding at Sheboygan Falls, Wis., 






ev g am fifty-five years old, and have continuously 
practiced my } mm during the last seventeen years. I knew Jacob Deittis, 
late of Sheboygan Falls; attende d him during his last iliness; prescribed for 
him occasionally from the year 1873. The disease for which 1 treated him wa 
chronic diarrhea, and after two or three years chronic bronchitis was added, 


and as the latter disease increased the former became alittle less severe, although 
stent and incurable, and kept him constantly ina state o onan s 

th day of March, 1883, I was called to him and found hit 1 
ad I continued to attend him until he die d, Mi irch 
sl, tile L called ess acute pneumonia or congestion ef the lungs, 
it wa and still is my belief that it was a direct result of the chronic bron- 
chitis from which he had suffered, and that affection a direct result of chronic 
diarrhea, which he contracted in the United States service, and had continu- 
ously until his death. The character of the lung congestion, partaking much 
of the nature of a dropsical effusion, favored this idea 

“It was, and is,my belief thai his chronie diarrhea had affected his kidneys, 
and that chronic bronchial catarrh came on through disturbance of circulation 
and deficient climination ; and pulmonary congestion, which caused his death, 
was the last act in the pathological processes, beginning with chronic diarrhea. 
During all the period of my acquaintance with him he was a debilitated, feeble 
man, with frequent attacks of diarrhea and other derangements of digestion 
with all their ial attendants and morbid conditions. He was thus rendered 
unsound in every part, which made it impossible for him to recover from any 
acute disease.”’ 

It is possible that this very full and explicit description of the case escaped the 
notice of the medical referee and the Sceretary of the Interior. Atallevents, it 
is very clear to the committee that death was due to the soldier’s service, and 
that the widow should be pensioned. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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MARGARET LAHEY. 


Mr. GREENMAN. Lask, by unanimous consent, to take up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey. 

‘There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret Lahey, 
widow of James Lahey, late private of Company A, Forty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the reading of the report was 
dispensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey, submit the following report: 

That the beneficiary under this bill is the widow of James Lahey, who was a 
private in Company A, Forty-third Regiment New York Volunteers. The so!- 
dier was musiered into the service December 25, 1863, and discharged July 8 
i865. On the 6th of May, 1864, he was wounded in the battle of the Wilderness, 
by « ball fired by the enemy, in the calf of the leg. 

The soldier was granted a pension which was paid up to his death, which oc- 
eurred February 15,1855. Ilis pension was increased from $4 per month to $8, 
which he was receiving at time of his death. 

The examining surgeon, in his report February, 1868, describes his condition 
as follows: 


** Ball entered on the lateral side of left leg, passing through the leg, injuring 








testi- | 


| the bones; the muscles of the leg are contracted, the le 
| is unable to walk without the use of a cane; the le a ion 








JUNE 15, 


ned and lame; 
and painful, 

his report of 1868, says the bal ae — in the 
scleatrix remaining. The board of surgeons, their re- 






The examining surgeon, i 
muscles of leg, a la 
port for 1872, say : 

“There was considerable loss of 
contraction of the muse ‘ 
entrance of wound is now discharging.” 

In 1873 the examining board state 

“ There is now at present, or there oflen is, uleerationof the tissue. The le; 
atly weakened thereby.” 

» subsequent reports of examini: 

Dr. W.N. Curtis,a graduate of tl 
of sixteen years’ experience, states that he attended th 


r to his death: 








arts by ngrene, which has caused a 


preven pet x£ ing his foot to the floor. The 














the same effect. 
re id a physiciar 
r for three years 


















‘The wound would sometim ul; when he would have 
‘at pain, but while it remaine< irging he was . Symptoms of 
paralysis of the injured limb appeared and slowly progressed, terminating in 
total paralysis and death on February 15,1885. I believe that the cause of the 


paralysis was the wound, by irritating the peripheral nerves primariiy, and 






Dr. Bell, a regular physi 

‘That he attended Jame h¢ 

Lime of said James Lahey’s de at! 1. at the ii 
nd that the remote cau was, inmy opinion, « 

wound or injury be low the left knee, which 
roducing progressive paralysis.” 

se was rejected at the Pension Office s y on the ground that 

fact of paralysis is not accepted as a result of the gunshot wound for 

which [soldier] pensioned. Said death cause not othe shown to be due 

the service.” 

The commiitee are inclined to accept the medical opinion of the physicians 
who were personally acquainted with deceased soldier and ine vy his situation, 
and had, fr om pe rsonal knowledge, better opport > of the cas 
and form a reliable opinion. They therefore rep pon the bill, 
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€ a that the bill pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside tu be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 





J. H. CORN, 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHE? ND, by unanimous consent, the com- 
mittee proceeded to the considera } bill (H. R. 8930) for the 
relief of I. H. Corn. 

The bill was read, as follows 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the h iterior be, and he 
ed and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisior 
ions of the pension laws, the name of I. H Corn, late a member of Cx 
1 Regiment Illinois Volunteers,and p 5 


2 
ge of this act. 









ort 
r the pi 


pi 









The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out ‘‘ 1’? and insert “ J.” 

Amend title so as to read: “‘A bill for the relief of J 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the reading of the report was dis- 
pensed. with, and it was ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 
5 id Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
Corn, have carefully examined the same, and mak 


” 


.H. Corn. 








Committee on Inv: 
8939) for th > relief of I. H. 
the following report: 
\ nad the bill by striking out ‘‘I’’ in the name of the claimant and insert 
su thereof “ J,” making th » name read ‘* J. I. Corn,”’ 
This is one of that class of claims that have been rejected by the Pension De- 
partment, because it is claimed that the disability was incurred prior to enlist- 
ment in the Army. 
The record shows that J, H. Corn enlisted asa private in Company A, Fortieth 
Illinois Volunteers, on August 16, 1861, and was discharged for disability Janu- 
ary 24, 1862, the certificate ‘of discharge stating that the disability, left inguinal 
hernia, existed prior to the said Corn’s enlistment. 
This is eontroverted in positive language by the claimant, by the physician 
who examined him soon after he claimed to have been ruptured, and by a 
great many comrades and neighbors who were familiar with his physical con- 
dition. 
The record of prior disability is only corroborated by the lieutenant-colonel, 
W. W. Hall, and one George G. Green, a comrade. 
As to Colonel Hall’s statement, he says that he may be mistaken in the mat- 
ter, and that it might have been some other soldier he heard state that his 
disability was incurred prior to enlistment. His last statement in full is as 
follows: 

‘fT have been sworn in this matter prior tothis time. My statement wastaken 
y Special Examiner Shouse, a one-armed man, and I have just heard that state- 
ment read over,and I donot know wherein I can change it. It may of been 
that the conversation I relate in my deposition, taking place between claimant 
and the regimental surgeon in my hearing while stil! in the Army, was not be- 
tween claimant, and regimental surgeon, and may have been between claimant 
and Dr. Cady. I will say this, that if the conversation took place at Paducah, 
Ky., with claimant why it must have been with the regimental surgeon; but 
if the conversation referred to took placeat Smithiand, Ky., why it may have 
been between claimant and Cady. 

“Q. The conversation you refer to, wherein you say claimant told the doctor 
that he was injured prior to his enlistment, was that statement made by claimant 
in your presence, while still in the Army, to any one? 

“A. Yes, sir; I thought I heard claimant make thatstatement, and I believed 
it when I made my sworn statement, but I can not remember when the state- 
ment was made, or where the conversation took place, whether at Paducah, 
Ky., or Smithland, Ky. I was very confidentof this matter; it is so impressed 
on my mind of hearing the coaversation between claimant and the surgeon, but 
when I talk with the claimant and he informs me that he was mustered out at 
a date prior to the time I thought he was, such a thing might have been, was 
possible? that the conversation I thought took place between claimant and regi- 
mental surgeon may have taken place between the regimental surgeon and 
some other soldier. It seems to me I was just as positive as I could be of any- 
thing that took place so long ago, but I do not wish to be understood as saying 
that I eould not be mistaken, for I may be at fault in the maiter, and the con- 
Vv ersation may have taken pince between the surgeon and some one else, 

“QQ. (Asked by claimant.) Was it not your unde rstanding, has it not been your 
impression, that I was mustered out on the march from Smithland, Ky., to 
Memphis, Tenn. ? 

“‘A. The impression on my mind is that claimant was with us on the march 
from Smithland, Ky. 
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The next business on the P te Calendar (the con tion « Sai H 
was asked by Mr. GALLINGER) was the bill (H. R. 9587) gran { 
pension to Louise F. D. Ho 
The bill was read, as foll 
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The report (by Mr. GALLINGER), which was ordered to printed 
in the RecoRD, is as follows: 


Joseph 8S. Hoit was a private in ¢ y E,S th R t New Ham pany B 
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of the rebellion, and now residing at Appleton, in the State of Minnesota, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MorriL1), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RecorD, is as follows: 


The facts in this case show that this soldier has not been allowed a pension 
because of a difference of opinion among the physicians who have passed upon 
his case either as medical examiners or witnesses. 

Your committee are of opinion that the soldier should have the benefit of the 
doubt created by this conflict or difference in the opinion of these physicians, 
especially where the preponderance is in his favor. 

‘The testimony is overwhelming, and it is conceded that he is now and has been 
laboring under total disability and is a helpless invalid. 

It appears from the record in this case that this soldier enlisted and served in 
Company B of the Thirty-ninth Wisconsin Volunteers, when his age was fifty- 
two years and when he was not liable to military duty. He served with his 
company until the regiment was mustered out. 

He proves, and it is uncontradicted, that his present disability is the result of 
chronic diarrhea contracted in line of duty from hardships and exposure while 
serving at Memphis, Tenn., in orabout the month of July, 1861; that said chronic 
diarrhea continued until 1878, when it suddenly stopped, and constipation and 
pains of the head and neuralgia commenced to trouble him, and have eontinued 
to do so to the present time. 

The failure of claimant to secure a pension is, in our opinion, due to the fact 
that he was first sent for examination to a local special medical examiner, who 





tion of his command, I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this 
officer and find that he is suffering from diaphragmatic rheumatism, and in 
consequence of which disease he is incapacitated for the service. The disease 


| was induced by exposure in camp, said officer being predisposed. Captain 


Joseph has not been able for duty for the last five weeks. 
“Z. B. WILLIAMS, 
“ Surgeon in Charge.” 

From the testimony of Captain Joseph himself, and that of one neighbor, it 
seems that the soldier had an attack of inflammatory rheumatism some five 
or six years before enlistment, but that it did not last long, only two or three 
weeks, and that he fully recovered and was perfectly sound from then until 
after enlistment, This previous attack was the cause of the rejection of the 
claim. 

Special Examiner Logan says, in reviewing this case: ‘‘ The captain bears a 
good reputation for truth and veracity, and has been a great sufferer from rheu- 
matism, affecting head, breast, and bowels, for many years last past, and is now 
in a very helpless, feeble, condition, and has the sympathy of the entire commu- 
nity in a marked degree.”’ 

The evidence shows clearly that the soldier recovered from his rheumatic at- 
tack in 1857 and was sound and free from any rheumatic trouble from that time 
until he enlisted, some five years later, during which period he did various 
kinds of manual labor. 

As his disability was brought on from exposure in the line of duty the com- 


| mittee think he should receive a pension, and therefore recommend the pas- 


hastily reported that he was not entitled to a pension, because (he said) the | 


soldier had nodiarrheaat all. This report of this medical examiner shows that 
he did not comprehend the case or give it much attention, for, as we have stated, 
the soldier based his claim, in part, upon this fact, and that the chronic diarrhea 
had suddenly stopped in 1878. 

Drs. R.8. Bacon, B. F. La Rue, Lewis R. Fernald, and D. H. Little each testity, 
in substance, that this soldier is “suffering from headache, asthenia, and torpid 


condition of the liver and bowels and nervous prostration, and is totally inca- | 


pacitated for manual labor” and “ hardly able to walk,” and thatthey “ believe | 


that his present disability is the direct result of the chronic diarrhea contracted | 


in the Army.”’ 

John Clayton testifies that he has known soldier for thirty years and knew 
him when he was discharged from said military service, and knows that he was 
then suffering with chronic diarrhea, which diarrhea continued in asevere form 
from that time until 1878, since which time it has ceased, and he has suffered 
with headache, neuralgia, ete., as already stated. Other witnesses testify that 
he is laboring under total disability. 

In August last he underwent another official medical examination, and that 
medical examination board reported that ‘‘ from the existing condition and his- 
tory of this claimant it is, in our judgment, probable that the disability was in- 
curred in the service, as he claims, and that it has not been prolonged or aggra- 
vated by vicious habits.”’ 

Thissoldier is now about seventy-five years of age, and is now supported by the 
charity of his neighbors. His disability is not the result of vicious habits. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LUCY A. NOEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. CONGER) was the bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Lucy A. Noel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucy A. Noel, an 


imbecile daughter of George W. Noel, who was killed while serving as a mem- | 


ber of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension of $18 per month from and ‘after the passage of this act. 
Amend the title so asto read: “‘A bill granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel.” 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 

Lucy A. Noel is an imbecile daughter of George W. Noel, who was killed in 
battle at Corinth, Miss., July 7, 1863, while serving asa member of Company H, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment of lowa Volunteers. She is now about thirty years of 
age; has been in a hopeless condition ali her life; is penniless, and her friends 
are poor and unable to care for her. No person is now drawing a pension be- 
cause of her father’s death. 

Your committee, therefore, conclude that the Government, for whose preser- 
vation her natural protector sacrificed his life, should now, in her extremity, 
grant the relief sought by this bill, and recommend its passage with the follow- 
ing amendments: 

Insert in line 7, after the word “‘ her,” the words “ the legally constituted guar- 
dian,” and amend title of bill by striking out the word “* Mrs.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JACOB F,. JOSEPH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. ANDER- 
SON, of Illinois) was the bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob 
IF. Joseph. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Jacob F. Joseph, of Camp Point, 
Adams County, Illinois, late captain of Company G, Seventy-eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE), which was ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcORD, is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 2064, 
submit the following report: , 

From the great mass of evidence in this case the following summary is taken : 

Capt. Jacob F. Joseph enlisted September 1, 1862, in Company G, Seventy- 
eighth Regiment llincis Volunteers, to serve for three years or during the war. 
and on the 26th day of April, 1863, he was honorably discharged on account of 
disability. 

The following report in this case is taken from the record files of the Adju- 
tant-General’s Office: ~ 

“FRANKLIN, TENN., April 15, 1863, 

“Capt. Jacob F, Joseph, Company G, Seventy-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 

unteer Infantry, having applied for a certificate on which to base the resigna- 





sage of~the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WOODFORD M. HOUCHIN. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. HUNTER) was 
the bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Woodford M. Houchin, late cap- 
tain of Company E, Eleventh Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 

It appears from the records of the War Department that claimant was en- 
rolled at Rochester, Butler County, Kentucky,on the 18th day of September, 
1861,and mustered into the United States service as captain of Company E, 
Eleventh Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at Calhoun, McLean 
County, Kentucky, on the 9th day of December, 1861, to serve three years. He 
was on the Ist day of February, 1864, promoted to the rank of major,and was 
honorably mustered out of service on the 17th day of December, 1864. 

He filed an application for pension on the 22d day of December, 1876, and al- 


| leged in his declaration disability from an ulcer or sore on his left leg, which ex- 


isted, in a small way, prior to his enlistment, but was aggravated and enlarged 
by exposure in the service. The claim was rejected by the Pension Oftice March 
29, 1877, on the ground that the alleged disability existed prior to enlistment. 
Subsequently, September 27, 1879, he filed another declaration, alleging dis- 
ability from an affection of his right eye, caused by an attack of measles con- 
tracted in September, 1861, and also for ulcerated varicose veins on his left leg, 
for which affection he claimed pension in his former declaration. His claim 


| was again rejected July 13, 1881, on same grounds for which he was rejected in 


the first instance. 

Dr. J. F. Kimbley, of Owensborough, Ky., who was surgeon of claimant's 
regiment, furnished an affidavit in the case, dated March 24, 1879, which is as 
follows: 

“That he examined claimant as musteriug surgeon of the regiment, and con- 
sidered him sound, and the small sear on his leg gave affiant no concern, nor 
did it claimant for nine or ten months; but after hard marching the leg became 
swollen and the sore inflamed, and gave him trouble to the end of his service. 
That he would have accepted claimant if he had been a conscript, and affiant 
believes that long marching and constant service rendered the leg incurable.”’ 

This same officer furnished another affidavit in the case, which was filed on 
the 3d day of September, 1879, and is as follows: 

‘*That he is certain the sore on claimant’s leg was of short standing before 
his enlisting in the service and of no consequence whatever, and that his present 
disability of leg was caused by long and continuous marching.” 

October 24, 1879, Surgeon Kimbley made another statement under oath, as 
follows: 

“That at Calhoun, Ky., in November and December, 1861, claimant was con- 
fined at the house of Judge Little with measles contracted in the service ; that 
in affiant’s opinion said measles caused the loss of sight of right eye. 

“That he knew the sight of claimant’s right eye was good when he entered 


| the service, and that after the attack of measles his eye grew gradually blind, 
| and is now mostentirely gone; that it was after the attack of measles that his 


eye beecame diseased.” 
S. P. Love, of Greenville, Muhlenberg County, Ky., who was lieutenant-col- 


| onel of claimant's regiment, furnished an affidavit in the ease, which was filed 


on the 24th day of March, 1879, in which he states : 

“That claimant some time in 1962 complained of a sore on his left leg between 
the knee and ankle joints, which rendered him at times unable for duty, andin 
consequence of said sores or ulcers he was sent to hospital at Louisville, Ky., 
in December, 1862, where he remained until February, 1863. That tlie sores 
continued until he was discharged.” 

This same officer furnished another affidavit in the case, which was filed Oc 
tober 24, 1879, and is as follows: 

“That soon after claimant joined the regiment he was attacked with measles 
and taken tothe house of Douglas Little; that after he became convalescent 
he joined the command and did duty with it almost continuously until he was 
mustered out; that frequently after said attack of measles he complained of and 
suffered, as affiant believes, from fhe effects of said disease, especially its effects 
upon the eyes, and that it was the cause of the loss of sight in one of them.” 

Noah Moore, who was a licutenant of claimant’s company and reziment, de- 
poses the same as above, andadds “ that he believes claimant's eyes were sound 


| at date of muster into the service.”’ 


Claimant was examined by a board of United States examining surgeons of 
the Pension Office, in this city, on the 26th day of September, 1879, who made 
the following official report in the case: 

** We find a large varicose ulcer, the lower margin of the ulcer, 2 inches above 
the internal malleolus of the left leg, 2 inches long, ranging diagonally across 
the leg towards the margin of the tibia, averaging three-fourths of an inch wide, 
deep and angry, discharging a sanious fluid. The superficial veins of the foot 
and some of the deep ones of the leg are varicosed. Has had to wear an elastic 
stocking, but does not wear one now. * * * The whole of the ankle is now 
discolored, not much swollen, but he complains of constant pain. Says that he 
had measles in 1862, which was followed by almost total loss of sight of right 
ove; claims that he can prove this; if so, he is entitled to one-fourth rating for 
this.’ 
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The Commissioner of Pensions addressed a letter of inquiry to the Surgeon- 
General United States Army, in regard to this case, and received the following 
reply: 

“War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
**RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 7, 1880. 
“Transcript from records. } 

“Tt appears from the records filed in this office that Capt. W. M. Houchin, 
Company E, One hundred and eleventh Kentucky Infantry, entered No. 14 
(officers’) general hospital, Louisville, Ky., with ulcerated ankle, November 25, 
18€2, and returned to duty December 24, 1362. 

* By order of the Surgeon-General, 

“J. JI. WOODWARD, 
* Surgeon United States Army.” 

While your committee are of the opinion expressed by the Pension Office that 
claimant received the disabilities prior to his muster into the United States 
service, they believe that said disabilties were contracted after enrollment and 
prior to muster, and therefore make this fayorable report, and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JULIA BRYAN, 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. SHIVELY) was 
the bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Jeffersonville hospital. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and. he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Julia Bryan, late 


nurse in Jefferson general hospital, at Jeffersonville, Ind., and pay her a pen- 
sion of $25 per month as services as nurse in the late war of the rebellion. 


The report,(by Mr. MATSON), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 


Miss Julia Bryan was commissioned as an Army nurse by the superintendent 
of women nurses at Washington City in April, 1864, and was assigned to duty 
at Jefferson general hospital April 14, 1864, and was honorably discharged 
May 20, 1865. H.W. Bissell and W. W. Wickham testify that they have known 
the applicant, respectively, fifty and forty years; that she is a person of good 
mora! character, and is in every way worthy to receive the benefits of the pen- 
sion laws; that she volunteered her service without hope of reward; and that 
she is without adequate means of support, having to depend on her own labor 
for subsistence. 
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session of the Fiftieth Congress. The report of the Senate is very full in this 
case, and your committee adopts said report, which is as follows 
‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 767) granting 


t pension to Robert H. Sturgess, have examined the same and report 
“A bill granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess was passed by the Senate near 
the close of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress 

‘* The report, which covers the history of the case, is as follows, and is adopted: 

‘*The bill proposesto give Robert H. Sturg te lieutenant-colone! Eighth 
Lilinois Infantry Volunteers, a pension according to his rank as licutenant-col- 
onel, 

“* John M. Phipps, of Evansville, Ind., makes affidavit that he was surgeon of 
the Eighth Illinois Infantry, and that while acting in that capacity | 
Colonel Sturgess, on or about June 6, 1861, for an inflammation of lu 
He was sent home while still sick. After Colonel Sturgess returned to the cor 
mand affiant treated him for obstinate constipation at various times 

‘** Dr. Phipps certifies that he has examined claimant, and finds that he has 
an inguinal hernia of the left side and also rheumatism. 

‘*** Dr, Alva C. Bishop, of Butte City, Mont., late captain of Company H, Fighth 
Illinois Infantry, makes affidavit that he belonged to said company and regi- 









reated 






| ment from its organization in April, 1861, until it was mustered out in 1866; that 


he was well acquainted with Lieutenant-Colonel Sturgess; that immediately 
after being mustered in the regiment was ordered to Cairo, IIL, where it was 


| compelled to camp in the mud several days and nights without shelter of any 


| 


} 


kind, causing much sickness among officers and men; that early in .June, 1861, 
Sturgess, then first lieutenant of Company H, was taken violently ill of lung 
fever and was sent home to Vandalia, Ill., in charge of Private Lewis; that al- 
thongh he returned in a few weeks, he was feeble nearly all that year. A few 
days after the battle of Shiloh, where he commanded the regiment the two days, 
he wastaken very ill again, but would not leave the regiment. He was pre- 
scribed for by Asst. Surg. J. M. Phipps. During the siege at Vicksburg, in 1363, 
his health was much impaired; in fact, during the whole campaign, but being 
the only field officer, he would not leave the regiment, and remained constantly 
on duty. Affiant was personally acquainted with him before the war and never 
knew him to be sick, and believes that all his present disabilities are traceable 
to exposure during his service in the Army. 

‘** Before entering the Army Colonel Sturgess had the reputation of being one 
of the best men physically in his county, but, as a result of his exposure in the 
service, he has failed rapidly in the last few years. He isa builder by trade, but 
is now suffering from hernia and rheumatism,and is unable to do any work 
that requires stooping or extra exertion, and suffers from the least exposure. 

‘** When the war broke out and the Government called for troops claimant got 
out the first call for volunteers in Southern Lilinois. He served as first lieuten- 
ant, captain, major, and lieutenant-colonel, and was always with his men. 


| Neither the company or regiment ever marched a mile or fired a shot but he 


C. W. Crary and B.G. Crary testify that they have known the applicant since | 
the year 1834, and know that she is wholly dependent on her own labor for | 
support; that all she has is a little home, wholly the avail of her own prudence | 


and saving economy. She is between sixty-three and sixty-five years old, and 
is aseamstress, which is her only means of support. A large number of the 
business men and neighbors of the applicant certify to the foregoing fact, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The committee believe this to be a meritorious case,and therefore submit a | 
favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following | 


amendment: 
In line 6 strike out “ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELEANOR 8S. LAWSON. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. ARNOLD) was 
the bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor 8S. Lawson. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of EleanorS. Lawson, widow of Elias 
Lawson, late an acting ensign in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER), which was ordered to be printed in | 


the RECORD, is as follows: 


That they adopt the following Senate report, and recommend the passage of 
the bill. 
{Senate Report No. 164, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


Elias Lawson, the husband of claimant, an acting ensign in the United States 
Navy, served on board the United States steam-ship Maratanza. In March, 
1865, while in command of a boat's crew, removing obstructions from the Cape 
Fear River, North Carolina, he was severely injured. He received a pension 
in January, 1884, for his disability, which pension was increased to $15 a month 
in April, 1884. 

There is ample proof that he was a sound man at the time of his enlistment, 


and the evidence on file seems to establish conclusively the fact that he died | 
from the effects of disease contracted in the service and in the line of duty on | 


July 7, 1884. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT H. STURGESS. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. LANE) was the 
bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert H. Sturgess, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the Eighth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension according to his rank as a lieutenant-colonel. 


The report (by Mr. LANE), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 767, 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same and find that near to 
close of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill granting a pen- 
sion to said Robert H. Sturgess was passed by the Senate, and again at the first 





was with them. He never shirked a duty and never received any bounty or 
anything except his regular pay. Crippled up as he is, he has to work hard, 
every day that he can get work, to support his large family. 

“** In June, 1861, while lying in —_ at Cairo, he had a very severe atiack of 
lung fever, so severe that he was sent home. He returned to duty before being 
entirely well and has suffered from the effects ever since. He commanded his 
regiment as a captain the two days at Shiloh, and commanded itall through the 
Vicksburg campaign as lieutenant-colonel—all through that long campaign be- 
ing the only field officer with the regiment—during the summer, fall, and win- 
ter being compelled to be on duty all the time. Finally he becameso worn out 
that he sent in his resignation, which was approved by Generals Logan and 
McPherson. 

“** After his return to the Army after his sickness he was a constant sufferer 
from constipation and has been ever since. This caused his hernia. After re- 
turning home he suffered {from rheumatism, and has ever since, been unable 
to use his left arm without great pain. 

‘** The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.’ 

‘The committee therefore, in view of the facts of said case, report that said 
bill do pass,”’ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

THERESA HERBST. 

The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. BAKER, of New 
York) was the bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, 
widow of John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and 
fortieth Regiment of New York Volunteers, 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theresa Herbst, widow of John 


Herbst, late a private in Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment of 


| New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 

The beneficiary named in the bill isthe widow of John Herbst or Harpst, who 
served in Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, and died of disease contracted in the service September 25, 1868. Her 
claim for pension has been rejected on the ground that the soldier while a pris- 
oner of war joined the Confederate army. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier enlisted August 26, 
1862, He was wounded in head at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa., for which 
wound he was treated in hospital until September 5, 1863. At Petersburgh, Va., 
while in action, on August 22, 1864, he was captured,and taken to Salisbury, 
N.C., where he was found in the Confederate service at the capture of that 
place by General Stoneman’s forces in the spring of 1865, exact date not shown. 
According to the record he made his identity known voluntarily, pleading that 
he joined those forces to prevent starvation. He was placed under arrest, but 
released without trial July 6, 1865, and finally honorably discharged October 11, 
1865 

The evidence before your committee clearly shows that at date of discharge 
the soidier wasa great sufferer from rheumatism and dropsy; thathe continued 
in this condition, gradually growing worse, and finally died of disease of heart, 
the result of army service. 

The only point at issue is the soldier's enlistment in the Confederate service. 
The statutes exclude from the pensisn-ro]ls such persons or their heirs who have 
voluntarily aided or abetted the Confederates during the war of the rebellion, 
unless subsequent to the service in the Confederate army or navy such person 
served in the Army of the United States, and in the latter service contracted a 
disability. 

It can hardly be charged against this soldier that disloyalty to the flag 
prompted him to take the step which thus far has kept his widow out of pen- 
sion to which she would seem to be so justly entitled otherwise, for his patriot- 
ism is so fully established by the testimony of his officers and comrades as to 
remove all doubts on that point. The command to which he belonged was en- 
gaged in some of the fiercest battles of the war, among which it is only neces- 
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f r ind 3 pt in the greatest battle of the century before cap 
suld ¢ { a lier o ie | «1 States or his heirs, who, while u 
sand i almost certain deat! re} sec temporary relief by join 
{ enen to at k equal cor tion, 

Lhe widow is poor, but highly respectable, A number: f the soldier's offic 
and co l 1s well as the mayor of Rochester, N. Y., where she resides, and 
other 1 citizens, join in her petit yr relief 

ve co tee believe that t I ef i for ould be grants d tl ‘ 
i port fa i Oo l “ iy l, lask that it doy 

The il ¥ 3 la @ to re} rted to t! } ise With the recom- 
mendation ut pa 

i 
' AVI 

The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. MACDONALI 
was the bill (H. RK. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David. 

‘I bill as follow 

I i 
the land direc 1 j ‘ 

lim ‘ il m la ‘ 
Co Th Regime 

The report (by Mr. WALKER), which was ered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 

I beneficiary named in the bill served as a member of Companies A and E 
Thirty-first Re t rolled Missouri Militia. Heapplied for pension Sep- 
ti r 5,18 < it of an injury to eyes incurred about November, 1564 
The claim was cted princiy lily on the ground that the pension la, ke 
no provisio1 oes members of : 1c militia force who did not file and complet 
their cls ims prior to July 4 187 

Claimant is shown to have be« -d in Company E of the aforesaid regi- 
ment on July 20, 1864, was discharg« t28, 1864, again enrolle lin Company 
A of the same comm 1 about Oc ver 9, 1864, and finally relieved from du ty 
December ! , 1864, The allege linjury was incurred while in the latter seryice, 








he being on¢ il of 150 men of the regiment ordered into the field by 
) 


Brigadier-General Craig against the Confederate forces under General Price, 




















who had invaded the State of Missouri. 

yr near Carrollton, Mo., while ordered to discharge their guns, prepara- | 
tory to cleaning the same, the command having received orders to march against 
the enemy, the tube of claimant’s gun bu d,a piece of the same striking 
him in the righteye. This is sl n by the testimony of a number of cc ade 
who were present atthe time. In « equence of this injury the eye becam« 
diseased, and from sympathy the other eye is likewise seriously affected. There 








is an abundance of testimony, px sional and lay, fully establishing the con- 
nection of the present disability with the service in the militia while co-op 









ating with the forces of the United States Medic: ul examination of January 
5, 1887, shows total loss of sight of right eye, and almost entire loss of sight of | 
the left eye 

The pension laws make provisions for wounds or injuries received by mili- 





tiamen while engaged in battle with Confederates or Indians under the restric- 
tions heretofore referred to, and Congress always has favorably considered th 
claims of those who were thus disabled but from any cause failed to complet: 
their claim within the prescribed limitation. 

The claimant in this case, although not in actual battle at the time of the in 
ourrence of the disability, was preparing to go into fight with the enemy shits 
in close proximity,and under a liberal construction of the statute must be held 
to have been in pensionable service, 

For this reason the committee ask that Congress extend the relief which this 
unfortunate man stands so much in need of, and therefore return the bill with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 








The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

BENJAMIN F. HOWARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
CHEADLE, ) was the bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin 
I’. Howard. 

Phe bill is as 8 follows: 

Be it enacied, , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and Viveste d to place the name of Benjamin F. Howard, a helpless 
cripp ole from the age of six years, and a son of Eli Howard, late a member ot 
Company D of the Ninty- ninth Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the rules of rating governing all pension cases. 

The report (by Mr. Matson), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 

The claimant is the son of Eli Howard, late a member of Company D, Ninety- 
ninth Indiana Volunteers. As appears from the papers, the said soldier died on 
July 1, 1882, and at that time was receiving a pension of $18 permonth, The 
xther being dead, Mary E,. Howard, the only surviving child under sixteen 


ars old, was placed on the pension-roll and was paid a pension until May 28, 
1885, when she became sixteen and her name was stricken from the roll. The 














applicant herein, the son of said deceased soldier, was over sixteen years of 
age and received no pension as one of soldier’s heirs. He now asks to be 
placed on the pension-rollas the dependent invalid son of Eli Howard, deceased, 


The evidence is to the effect, and it is not disputed, that the death of the soldier 
was caused by disabilities incurred in the Army and in line of duty. 

The evidence before the committee shows that since the applicant arrived at 
age of six years he has ibe en a helpless cripple from falling off a sled, injur- 








iis knee, since which time he has been perfectly helpless, Since the death 


of his parents he has becn 1 upporte d by begging, and by the township trustees, 
and has occasionally been at the poor house. He is represented by his neigh- 


bors and those who have always known him as being unable to do any hard 


work, and will always be a cripple to the day of his death, He is unmarried, 








| observed in this class of disabilities is con 
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sober, and honest, and was entir dependent on his her for 
the time of his death. Since that time made h iving by 
} innts, begging, and living off the county and tow: ip and the charities of 
i 
ymmittee believe that this is a case for Congressional action, and there- 
taf. rable rey t, and { ! sage of the bill, wit! 
: vent: Strike « 1 ** poe l},”’ in € 
I e rate of 3 per month 
The amendment 1 mnded by the committee was agreed to. 
i } ? » laia oi ‘ } ’ , <4 
i | as amend s laid aside to be reported to the House with 
mmendation that it do pas 
I il 
Thea xt pension bneiness on the Pr ta (‘a] lar (the consideratio1 
Li next pension isin on l rivat a waar (ti con eration 
of which was asked by Mr. CLEMENTS) was the bill (H. R. 2046) for the 
relief of William E. Wheeler. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That t etary of the Interior I 
rized and directed to > on the pension-roll the 
Vheeler, late of Company First United States Sharp 's, $ per 
month, in lieu of the pension now recived by him. 





The report (by Mr. THompson, of California) is as follows: 


he Commi itt e on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FH. R. 
6) for the relief of William E. Wheeler, have had the same under considera- 


ubmit th 





ave tos 








i eiptof } er month for gunshot 
itarm. In additi lity laims that he is disabled 

by reason of t “quences of n ter claim has been rejected b 
cause in the opinion of the P’ 2 evidence is insufficient to show 





a result of 












ent disease is 
» Cor t 


uldenly 





r part ¢ f May, , Wheeler became 
imps, and was taken to the hospital. His 
imation, and continued so for about thre 
weeks, when he returne¢ < pany and rmed duty fintil captured. 

Medical examination show of testicles : varicocele of left, which, 
in the opinion of the examining surgeons, is due to mumps, 

The absence of a medical history {rom discharge to “ sent time is the prin- 
cipal cause of the adverse action of the Pension Bureau. Whenthe fact of claim 
ant’s frequent changes of residence since his discharge and the privacy us 

red, it is not strange th 
vorable action under the rules gover 
nof claims. 
ly conceded sequence of mumps, and 
the existence of the latter in service ing been sat factorily shown, your 
committee are of opinion that the on d for should be granted, and there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bil i andask that it do pass; amende d 
however, by striking out : ter the word “sh arpshooters,’’ in line 6, and in- 
sert therein instead the words “at eight dollars per m nth, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now received by him.” 





testicles were inal 















lack of evidence exists as to precluds 
the Pension Bureau in the adjudi 
The present disability is a prot 



























The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 

| aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
yASs. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYL« I rise to make a pa 1entary in- 
quiry. 


The CHAIRM on The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TA YLOR. I desire to know whether gentlemen 
who are present at ight and have not been recognized will be recog- 
nized at the opening of the session next Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not state. It will depend on the 
ord This is a proceeding by unanimous consent 





ler of the committee 


MILTON MERWIN 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked for by Mr. DE LANO) was the biil (H. R. 9649) 
continuing the pension of Milton Merwin, a minor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to continue on the pension-roll, from and after August 
23, 1887, during life the name of Milton Merwin, the child of Morris M. Merwin, 
late a private Company E, Nineteenth New York Volunteers, at the rate of 


pension paid said child at said date, the child having been since birth subject 
to an incurable, dating, and hereditary disease, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9649) 
continuing the pension of Milton Merwin, a minor, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the son of Morris M. Merwin, who served 
as private in Company E, Nineteenth Regiment New York Volunteers, and died 
¥F jooraaey 8, 1872, of rheumatism. His widow remarried August 18, 1875; from 
from which date his two minor children, Albert M. and Milton, were pensioned, 
and continued to draw pension untilthe younger, Milton, became sixteen years 
of age, August 23, 1887, since which date no one has been drawing pension on 
account of the aforesaid soldier. 

Milton Merwin is shown by the testimony of prominent and reliable physi- 
cians of the town in which he resides to be utterly incapable of obtaining sub- 
sistence by manual labor. He isof unusually small size, with insufficient mus- 
cular development to perform manual] labor, and is besides asufferer from paral- 
ysis agitans, and subject tosevere spells of siekness upon the slightest exertion ; 
having no means of support he must become a charge upon the town. In the 
opinion of the physicians this unfortunate condition is due to the disability of 
the father contracted in the service of the United States. 

Congress has on former occasions of this kind responded liberally to the re- 
quest of this class of dependents, and therefore your committee report favorably 
on the bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by ch anging the title of 
the e@ so as to read: “Granting a pension to Milton Merwi in;’’ also by strik- 
ing out all between the words “to,” in line 4, and *‘ name,” in line 6, and insert 
therein instead the words “ place on the pension-rolls the; also by striking 
out all after the word “‘Volunteers,” in line 8, and insert therein instead the words 
“*at the rate of $18 per month,” 


The amendment to the title of the bill was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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duty, he was forging socket boat-hooks, when one of them fell from the tongs 
into a bucket of water, and the hot steam flying upwards struck him in the left 
eye, destroying the optic nerve, and affected the right eye until 1877, when he 
became he Iple ssly blind. 

The log-books and other records of the Lawrence are not on file at the Navy 
Depi artene ent, not having been preserved, and claimant is thus unfortunately de- 
prived of his best and most reliable evidence of his disability. His comrades and 
officers on the Lawrence he swears he is now unable to find, and the Depart- 
ment is unable to assist him, The only officer found was R. L. Laws, and he 
states that at this late date he can not remember any of the incidents of the voy- 
age relating to the satlors. 

It is, however, shown by reliable testimony that when the sailor reached his 
home in 1848 his le ft eye was affected; he was unable to distinguish objects 
clearly with it, and he then told the story that he now tells as to the manner of 
the incurrence of the disability. His eyes have continuously since service 
grown worse, and about 1877 he became blind. 

These witnesses have been ne ighbors to him during the past forty years, and 
are represented to your committee as worthy of full credence and belief. 

The board of surgeons at Syracuse, N. Y., in May, 1883, found Mr. Wilder 
totally blind, and recommended ar ating of $72 a month, as fixed by law for such 
a disability. 

Your committee are of the opinion that it is a fair legal presumption that the 
blindness was incurred during the man’s naval service, and therefore return 
the bill to the House, recommending its passage. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DE LANO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then, under the previous order (at 10.30 p. m.), ad- 
journed, 








PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
- d referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 10522) for the relief of Mrs. Almena 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. 
— C. McePherson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction | 
of a bridge across the Chattahooc hee River, in the State of Georgia—to | 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 10525) to increase the pension | 
of Edward Jardine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 10526) for the relief of J. 8. Ellis— 
to = Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Alabama River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 10528) granting a pension to Eli 
Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10529) granting a pension to William Bick- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of James H. Cain and of William W. 
Jones, of Amelia County, Virginia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. KEAN: Petition of citizens of the third district of New 
Jersey, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Sarah J. Barnett, for reference of 
her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. MATSON: Petition of J. A. Woodburn and 7 others, for an 
international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Matthew E. Mashburn, for payment of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Michael B. E. Kline, of Rocking- 
ham County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Communication containing tarift 
facts, especially in reference to drugs and chemicals—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of George W. Shearer, of Montgomery 
County, Kansas, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence in support of bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary Baker, 
widow of William E. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Avery Ohlney and 25 others, citizens 
of Milan, Erie County, Ohio, fora pension to Avery Ohlney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of 156 citizens of Bloomington, IIl., for 
repeal of limitation of arrears-of-pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition against reduction of tariff duties on crock- 
ery ware—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Letter from John L. Many, of New York, 
submitting additional facts concerning rice tariff—to the Committee 


n | 02 Ways and Means. 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of A. Eckeberger, of James Mathews, 
| of A. W. Devaney, administrator of Alfred Devaney, of heirs of Ben- 
| jamin Snodgrass, of Houston L. Bell, of Lucy Landers, and of Mrs. L. 
J. Kennedy, of Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BURNETT: Of 163 citizens of Norfolk County, Massachu- 
setts. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Of 208 citizens of Tippecanoe County, Indiana. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of 129 citizensof Macon and Piatt Counties, Ili- 


By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 10530) for the relief of Frederick | nois. 


Krause—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10531) for the relief of John M. 
Congdon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10532) granting a pension to Ernest Pope—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 10533) for the relief of Matthew E. 
Mashburn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10534) granting an iucrease of | 
er to Henry Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10535) to provide for the issue 
of the commission of Philip C. Johnson—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10536) to authorize the 
Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company toconstruct bridges across 
the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10537) for the relief of Harri- 
son Tryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10539) for the relief of the 
estate of William McCoy—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

3y Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Iowa, for the extension of time of payment of the debt of 
the Union Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of Lewis Tucker, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of Jesse Smitherman, of Bibb County, Ala- 
bama, to have his claim referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Lemuel J. Standifer, of Etowah 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 16, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION ON CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, having laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House 
Board of an appropriation for establishing lights and other aids to 
navigation on the Connecticut River, said: This communication will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to inquire whether this communication 
should not be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, as this 
subject in regard to the Connecticut River should be treated of in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, if at all. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the lights for which these 
estimates are made have not yet been authorized by law. ‘Therefore 
the Chair supposed the communication should properly go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANDALL. The communication relates, as I understand, to 
the Connecticut River. 

The SPEAKER, It does. 

Mr. RANDALL. And that subject (lighting of rivers) is treated in 
the sundry civil bill. 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, if there be no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no disposition to take the paper out of its 
proper course; but I would like to ask this question: If the estimate 
is in the possession of another committee, will that give jarisdiction of 
the subject to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that if the com- 
munication should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations by 
order of the House, that committee would have jurisdiction. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Ithinkso, too. But suppose this estimate should | 
go to the Committee on Commerce, would the Appropriations Commit- 
tee still have jurisdiction ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, as these lights are not au- 
thorized by law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the Chair is right; but I wanted to have 
that proposition stated. 

The communication was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF WILLIAM W. ANDERSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant | 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact | 
in the case of William W. Anderson against the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Clainis, and ordered to be print« 

DAM AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 

The SPEAKER 1lso laid before the House the bill! (S. 3025) to pro- 
vide for the reconsiruction of the dam at the Ruck Island arsenal and | 
for the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water- 
power for said arsenal; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the subject-matter to 
which this bill relates has been under consideration in the Committ« 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has, and has been acted on in that committee. 
Their recommendations will be presented in due time to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will refer the bill to that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee thought that they had jurisdiction 
of this subject under the general submission to them of the estimates 
in relation to the arsenal at Rock Island. 

The SPEAKER. Without examining that question, the Chair will | 
refer the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ALVARADO CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, GEORGETOWN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2922) setting | 
apart a tract of land to be used as a cemetery by the Alvarado Ceme- 
tery Association of Georgetown, Colo., which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Yost, for ten days, on account of business. 

To Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, for ten days. 

To Mr. LA FOLLETTE, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. OSBORNE, for ten days, to attend the Chicago convention. 

To Mr. BREWER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BUNNELL, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Morrirt, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, for one week. 

To Mr. ARNOLD, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WEBER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O’FERRALL, for four days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LYMAN, until the 25th instant. 

To Mr. GALLINGER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CONGER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HoLMEs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BuTLER, for ten days, to attend the Republican convention 
at Chicago. 

To Mr. WADE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brown, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. STRUBLE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask leave of absence for ten days for my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

MARY E. HOPKINS. 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hop- 
kins was referred to the Committee on Claims. As the question has 
been heretofore considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs, the 
bill should have been referred to thatcommittee. I ask that the refer- | 
ence may be changed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that under our new rule this bill belongs 
properly to the Committee on Claims. Under that rule all private 
claims, other than war claims or claims to lands, musi go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill has already been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Under the present rules of the House no private | 
claim, other than pension claims, ean be referred, unless by unanimous 
consent, to any other committee than the Committee on Claims, the 
Committee on War Claims, or the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
This bill seems to be a claim against the Government for $5,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I notice that several bills which are really pri- 
vate claims have been referred through the petition-box to various com- 
mittees other than the claims committees. I shall object to all such 
references, 
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The SPEAKER. e reference, the Chair thinks, is not 


| Mr.LANHAM. Ithink, ifthe Chair will permit me, the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs already has jurisdiction of the sub 
| action of the House—— 
Mr. FORAN. 
Mr. LANHAM 


bill on the subject. 


They have already re} 


And, as I am informed, have 


unanimous 
‘laims and the Committee on 
further consideration of the bill, 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. FORAN. 

| isfy the gentleman. 
Mr. BURROWS. 

» SPEAKER. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I would like to have the ré 
I can make a brief statement 


What is the bi 


The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 


Mr. SPRINGER. of that kind ought to be: 
by a committee of the House. 


‘he SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Illinois ol 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, rey 
making appropriations for ndry civil 
for the fiscal 


} bill (H. R. 10540 
> Government 
other purposes; 


‘ ending June 
which was read a first and second tim 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
the accompanying report, ordered to | 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
of order upon the | 
Mr. RANDALL. 


s, and Mr. WILKINS 


> that I will cal 
first practicable moment. 
BUILDING, 
Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to d 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union fro: 
to increase the appropriation 1! 


for a post-ofi 


consideration of the bill 
| purchase of a site for a buildin 
ffices at San Francisc 
> SPEAKER. 
> bill was read at length. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


ice, court-house 
, and put it upon it 
The bill will be read subject to obj: 
Reserving the right to object, I wish to make 
inquiry in regard to this bill; whether the bill 
and not for the construction of any building—proposes 
$650,000 to be expended in the city of San | 
of a site for this building? 

Mr. MORROW. 


1b speaks only ot ; 
isco for the 


I desire to say in response to the 1 fi 
Pennsylvania that an appropriation was made last year of $350,000, : 
a commission was appointed to select asuitable site. 
a year’s service, ascertained that they can geta 
would be an increase of the appropriation of $500,000. 
however, thought, after a careful investigation of 
site could be purchased for $650,000, and t] 
ippropriation by the sum provided in this bil 
mount the commission ascertained 
believed it possible, as I have said, to procure 

Mr. RANDALL. 
is worth $850,000 for $650,000 ? 
. MORROW. 


site for $850,000 


In other words, is proposed to buy 
No, not exactly that; but several 
made of property, and the committee believe tl 
procure a site that will be suitable for the 
not the best site. 
The SPEAKER. Is there obijectiot 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
by unanimous consent. 
careful cénsideration. 
Mr. McCREARY. 
Mr. MORROW. 
Mr. McCREARY. 
chase of a site? 
Mr. MORROW, 


This is a bill that ought not to be pas 
It is too important a bill. 


iis building to 
In the city of San Francisco. 
And it is proposed to use 


Yes, sir; and it is a less sum than has | 
priated to a similar purpose in any of the large 

How much is the buildin 
I hope there wi 


Mr. McCREARY. 
Mr. MORROW. 
but I am not able to state what the amount will be yet. 
I demand the regular 

I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that « 


gf ex pected to 
be a suitable buil 





Mr. LYNCH. 
Mr. MORROW. 
Mr. CRAIN. If the gentlemen insist upon the regular order, I give 
notice that they will have it for the rest of the day. 
I insist upon the demand. 

ORDER OF 


Mr. LYNCH. 
BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. 


The regular order is the call of committee 
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WORLD'S EXI SITION, 1892, 
Mr. BEL} from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported, as | 
n substitute the bill H. Rh. 8868, a bill (H. R. 10541) to provide for 
a permanent exposition of the three Americas at the national capital 


in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America; 
which was read a first and secgnd time, referred to the Committee of 


he Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printe l. 
The bill H. R. 8868 was laid on the table 
CONTRACT SURGEONS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


ROBERTSON, from the Commi 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 5023, a bill (H. R. 10542) for the relicf 
of contract surges in the Army; which was read a first and second 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 16, 





GEORGE C. ELLISON. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2682) to provide for the reimbursement 
of costs and expenses in certain judicial proceedings, and for the relief 
of George C. Ellison; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


) 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9802) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Mary E. Reed to the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 

; 7 


| the accompanying report, ordered to be print “d. 


time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 5023 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

INTERNATIONAL GEODETIC ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. COTHRAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invita- 
tion of the Imperial German Government to the Government of th¢ 
United States to become a party to the International Geodetic Asso 





tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMIE ] NG 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 320) givinga military record to James King; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL KELLY. 
Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported bac] 


favorably the bill (H, R. 9485) to remove the charge of desertion against 


THOMAS ENGLISH. 


Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 7872) for the relief of the estate of 


Thomas English; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be I rinted. 

HENRY P. BOTTOM. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 8291) for the relief of Henry 
P. Bottom; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED ALCORN. 
Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of Alfred Alcorn; 


| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


Michael Kelly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


HAMPTON AND OLD POINT RAILWAY AND ILLUMINATING COMPANY 





Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported as a 

substitute for the bill H. R. 5038, a bill (H. R. 10543) granting the right 

of way and other privileges tothe Hampton and Old Point Railway and 

Illuminating Company of Virginia; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 

Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The bill H. R. 5038 was laid on the table. 





Pil I E INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. LIND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10544) 
for the disposition of agricultural lands embraced within the limits of 
the Pipestone Indian reservation in Minnesota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. COBL. I would like the privilege of presenting the views of 
the minority on that matter. 


ARMS, ETC., FOR DISTRICT MILITIA. 


Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on the Militia, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to issue arms and equipments for the militia of the District of | 
Colu:nbia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unioh. 

FREDERICK RONICKE. r 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederick Ronicke 
on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the acc8mpanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ROSALIE ALEX. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2144) granting a pension to Rosalie Alex; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calen nd, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF JOHN SCHAFER. 
Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


} } 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9518) provid- 
ing for leaves of absence for officers and employés in the customs service 
of the Government who receive per diem compensation; which was re- 


ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


dered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask what is the r 
ular ordef. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills reported from committees, unless a motion is made to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider 
revenue bilis or appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. DoTI understand if we pursue the regular or- 
der the hour will be the hour alloted to the Military Committee? 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee on Claims had a matter under con- 
sideration when the hour expired, and has another hour, or at least 
suflicient time to complete the consideration of the matter, before the 
Committee on Military Affairs will be called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understood the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs had reserved its hour. 

The SPEAKER. It had; but another committee is now occupying 
the floor of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the Committee on Claims do not proceed 
any further, could we call up that bill? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will state that I understand the Coiamittee 
on Claims has up the bill to reimburse the State of Florida for expendi- 
tures in the Indian war and has consumed one hour. If the matter 
could be passed over without the committee losing its place and losing 
the chance of consideration of the bill, I have no objection to yielding 
to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Flor- 


| ida that unless there is unanimous consent, the hour which now be- 


longs to the Committee on Claims will be lost if it is not occupied this 
morning. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I would ask unanimous consent that the 
matter under consideration be passed over this morning so that the 


| Committee on Military Affairs which has been passed heretofore may 


now be called. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


| from Florida [ Mr. DouGHERTY |? 


back favorably the bill (S. 2710) granting a pension to the widow of 


John Schafer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. OATES. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman does not desire to 
proceed this morning. If he does not, I move that we go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
having objected, Iam not in a position to follow my desire. 

The SPEAKER. The motion which the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. ‘TOWNSHEND ] proposes to make is in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know itis; but I would like to have the mat- 
ter arranged satisfactorily. 
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Mr. DOUGHERTY. LIrise to a parliament 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stat 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. If the motion be m: 
Illinois {Mr. TowNsHI ND] to go into Committ 








purpose of taking up this appropriation bill, w not this I 

retain its piace on the Calendar? 
The SPEAKER. - It will remain exactly t 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that so 

Committee on Military Affairs are concerned we have no ob 

business proceeding in regular order. I am requested by a num 


gentlemen to pi ny bill, but it is apparent to all that 






no quorum here, : e is any intention tor fa 
sition to the bill, I ce will not bring it before the Hous ( 
Mr. RANDALL. ntil y« rthat condi 





Mr. WILKINS. Will the gentleman agree t » viel 1 to two or t 























gentlemen who desire to ask unanimous consent for the « 
of bills? ; ( 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam perfectly willing to do so. with his 
The SPEAKER. If that is done, the Chair will be obliged 
ognize gentlemen the order in which they claim their right YDA 
Mr. WILKINS. If the gentleman from Illinois should yield to il ad 
cre ? mM in f n , \ Y ‘ 4 * } , fry ee , nT \ 
not that be 1 orcel . bi 
Mr. GROUT. Other gentlemen might ot t Mr. BUR 
: »>SPEAKER. TheChairv l ] l 
in the order in wl h th y laimed re on 
Mr. RANDALL. ir. Spea , 1 want to make a statement, a \ 
the attention of the ¢ side of the Ho "\ ive i ( 
sta ne the WwW ¢ ‘ . } t N { 
most of ne week, | l so not to other ‘ AK 
Hot at a disadvantage because ‘ ‘ ny oO ) 
bers, and the I I urge t ym ma » the 
sideration of appropriation bills in due ord 1 though 
not be at all times a qu d 
tlemen on the other side was that, so fa possible, tariff , 
might be suspended for a few days, and the proposition of the 
man from Illinois [ Mr. TowNsnHeE 1 that direction,and ¥ 
the same view, immediat ufter ti is] ion of the Army bi 
shall insist on proceed with t ind I hope the He 
wil “ognize the existing i n ott 3, i will pr 1 iz O 
way indicated. EAI 
Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from P Le 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] t y that ‘‘we have arranged’? for le ( ‘ 
tion t ) proceed —— pla n 
Mr. FARQUHAR. A TS ling; that ttee « 
Mr. CRAIN. Well, I ac amendment, that t ) 
eral understanding that business shall proceed with reference t 
fact that there are absentees on the Republican side of the House. Mi ) 
Mr. RANDALL. Let me qualify my statement in that parti 
by saying that I was requested by gentlemen on both sides to |] 
the preparation of the sundry civil bill for t ason stated. .That vf CH 
perhaps, as faras I ought to go. Of course I have no anthority to spe 
for the Committee on Ways and Means. mittee on M 
Mr. CRAIN. In that connection, I have to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
there seems to be also some character of arrangement with reference t EAK 
the business that shall be proposed by gentlemen upon this side of n 
House who are not absent and who do not contemplate being abser rom nos 
For six weeks the managers on the Democratic side of this House h to Commit 


permitted tariff speeches to occupy the time, and whenever any of 
have asked unanimous consent for the consideration of measures of im- 
portance to our districts we have been met with objections, and tl 





tT 
regular order has been called upon us, and I, for one, give noticé that i SPEAK 
so far as I am concerned, I shall antagonize this character of legislation Mr. BUCHA 
until members generally have an opportunity to bring up for con ett 1 tal 


eration bills and measures in which their districts are interested. mo 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the large number of I 

bers on this side of the House who desired to be absent next wee 

majority of the Committee on Ways and Means having charge of 1 l 





tariff bill very kindly and courteously consented to postpone Mr. CRAI 


consideration of that bill until after the close of the convention. It The que 
was supposed that the House would be ready in the mean time to « Mr. CR 
sider any other business that might be presented, and I can assure g Cellet 
tlemen that on this side of the House there will be no factious o; pointed. 











tion to the consideration of any measure that may be brought uj M y 

I trust that both sides of the House will appre the situation n 

yroceed with the public business as rapidly as px m 
Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inqui f 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Mr 
Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether a mo } | 
: 














would be in order to allow members to ask unanimous consent to The Hou 

up some of their short bills for consideration during the next half Mr. CRAI) 

hour. Mr. WILK 
The SPEAKER. That would be in order only by unanimous con- | The SPEAI 

sent, and the Chair thinks that if the House should make such an order | fors 1d Vv 

there ought to be some rule prescribed by which recognition shall | Mr. TOWNS 

governed. Otherwise a few gentlemen would get in their measur House If the 
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less for ustostay hereandoccupy time. I therefore move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. WILKINS. Assuming that there is an element of fairness on 
this side of the House which will allow members to have considera- 
tion for their private bills, I will withdraw my point of no quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, Is the point of no quorum withdrawn? 

Mr. RANDALL, I wish to ask whether there can be a conditional 
withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has put the question so as to ascertain 
whether the withdrawal is absolute or not. 


the point. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thought perhaps the gentleman coupled 


with the withdrawal some condition. On this question the ayes are 97, 
the noes 2. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills is agreed to. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the first reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. BURROWS. Unless the gentleman proposes to make some gen- 
eral explabation in regard to the bill, I prefer that it be read for infor- 
mation before its consideration under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My only object was to save time. I do not 
propose to make any general explanation, although I am ready to an- 
swer any questions which gentlemen may desire to putin regard to the 
bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the report read before deciding 
whether the first reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TownsHeEND. from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany bill H. R, 10234: 

The Committee on Military Affairs submits the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, with the fol 
lowing explanations: 

‘The estimates on which the recommendations in the bill are based are to be 
found on pages 105 to 115 of the Book of Estimates for 1889, and aggregate in all 
$25 364,334.08, of which amount the committee recommend the sum of $24, 289,700, 

The amount appropriated by this bill is $1,074,634.08 less than the aggregate 
esiimates submitted. 

The appropriations for the same purpose for the four preceding years were as 
follows: 


s0n8s $24, 454, 470. 00 
1885~'86.. 24, 014, 052. 50 
ons'aT” 23, 753, 057. 21 





1587-88 23, 724, 718. 69 

For the pay and general expenses of the Army this bill appropriates the sum 
of $12,676,000, being an increase over the amount in the law for the current fiscal 
year of $14,081.31. 

‘The cause of the increase in this bill for the Pay Department arises substan- 
tially from the natural increase arising from pay to officers both on the active and 
retired list for length of service, and by the increase in number of officers upon 
the retired-list or who will be placed thereon during the present fiscal year; and 
also by an increase of the number of enlisted men on the retired-list, to which 
also may be added the increased sum necessary to be provided for the payment 
of enlisted men to be discharged during the year, for travel, retained pay, etc. 

The changes in the items in detail are as follows: 

For pay of officers for length of service, the amount of the present law is in- 
creased by $2,230, which is made necessary by the increase in length of service 
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of officers. For pay proper of the enlisted men of all grades, a reduction of | 
| ing new ordnance stores.” 


$150,508 has been made below the appropriations for the current year. 

In pursuance of the act of March 1, 1887, the committee have appropriated 
$150,000 for the hospital corps. 

For pay of the general staff the amount is increased $5,590 for increased length 
of service. 

For pay of retired officers, the item is increased $4,686.25, made necessary by 
increase in the number of officers. 

For pay of retired enlisted men the item is increased $3,789 for a similar reason. 

For pay of contract surgeons, ete,, the committee believe that $100,000 is suf- 
ficient for this branch of the service and have reduced the item to that amount. 

The item for paymasters’ clerks has been reduced $5,800 on account of the de- 
creased number of such clerks, resulting from the operation of the present law. 

The item of $1,500 for securing information from abroad is fully explained by 
the following extract from the letter of the Secretary of War: 

“T ean not too strongly urge that the detail of officers to obtain information 
abroad should be so far recognized in the Army appropriation bill that the ac- 
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counts may be passed by the accounting officers. In that view I would suggest 
that under the head,in the appropriation bill, ‘Miscellaneous’ insert an item, 
‘For the necessary expenses attendant on the collection and classification of 
military information from abroad $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the 
same shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of 
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty.’ 

“It is to be observed that this will not increase the expenses of the Govern- 
ment so far as the officers are concerned, for they will receive pay and allow- 
ances on this duty as on other duty at home or elsewhere. The $1,500 is 
for a clerk and the expenses of preserving and arranging the information when 
obtained.” 

The item for commutation of quarters to commissioned officers, etc., is in- 
creased $8,000, upon the basis of the disbursements of the last fiscal year. 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troop the amount is 


, rIxTa . . | increased $15,000 for the reasons set forth in the Book of Estimates, page 298. 
Mr. WILKINS. I thoughtI made myself understood. I withdraw | 


The slight changes made in the phraseology of the item the committee believe 
are for the better interests of the service. 

In the Quartermaster’s Department no change hasbeen made, except the 
amount for incidental expenses has been increased $1,500 for the reasons set 
forth in a letter from the Secretary of War,in which he says: 

“ As to the riding-master: In the incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, itisert ‘and of a riding-master, for the more thorough instruction of 
officers and cadets, asum not_ exceeding $1,500.’ I can best commend this ap- 
propriation by inclosing a copy of the report of the board sent to Boston to ex- 
amine and report on Bussigny’s method of riding and training horses. The 
oilicers composing this board wre selected by reason of their large and varied 
experience. I do not believe there are better horsemen in any army than Cap- 
tains Lawton and Anderson; and Captain Brincklé is among the first of our 
light-battery commanders. Indeed,I am inclined to think that when detailed 
for duty neither they nor the Lieutenant-General expected to find anything 
new or instructive for them. But they do not hesitate to acknowledge that 


| there is much to be learned from this teacher which will be of great value to 


the service.”’ 

The amount appropriated last year forarmy transportation has been reduced 
$80,000. 

An increase of $2,900 in the item for construction of quarters for hospital stew- 
ards, etc., is made upon the recommendation of the Surgeon-General. 

For the medical and hospital department, the committee are of the opinion 
that $200,000, the amount appropriated, is sufficient. 

The sums heretofore appropriated for the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot 
Springs, Ark., have been omitted, because that institution is properly a part of 
the medical and hospital department, and can be provided for out of the appro- 
priation mentioned. 

The increase in the items for the engineer depot at Willet’s Point, N. Y., is 
made for the following reasons, set forth in the Book of Estimates: 

‘The failure of the appropriation for torpedo service for two years past has 
thrown all such expenses on the depot as far as it could do; and as the mate- 
rials which had been previously purchased and put in store are nearly ex- 
hausted, if the school and instruction are maintained the expense should be 
provided for. 

‘This laboratory was unfortunately burned in November last, and should be 
rebuilt as soon as possible. The origin of the fire could not be ascertained, 
though it evidently occurred ina room that had been locked up for several 
hours previous to the discovery of the fire, and the most probable theory is that 
some of the chemicals stored in the room ignited spontaneously. The founda- 
tions and basement story, which were of granite, were very little injured, and 
it is estimated that $5,500 will restore the building to as good condition as ever.”’ 

For current expenses of the ordnance service, the amount appropriated last 
year has been reduced $10,000, 

The amount appropriated for the manufacture of metallic ammunition for 
small arms has been increased $50,000, for the llowing reasons set forth in the 
Book of Estimates: 

“The quantity of rifle ammunition on hand is very limited, the reserve sup- 
ply at our arsenals being only 1,453,944 cartridges on July 1, 1887. A supply 
should be kept on hand forthe hostile uses of the Army. Rifle and carbine am- 
munition costs to manufacture $18.50 per thousand, and revolver $10 per thou- 
sand. Existing orders fromthe War Department authorize the expenditure for 
target-practice of cartridges or reloading materials to the amount of $7.50 per 
man per annum, and about $1.93 per man per annum for gallery practice, and 
basing the strength of the Army (enlisted men and commissioned officers) at 
20,000 men, it will require $188,600 for this expenditure alone. Soldiers should 
be made good marksmen, but this can not be done without a liberal supply of 
ammunition for target-practice. The amount asked for is reasonable, if the 
soldier is to be provided with cartridges sufficient for his proper instruction. 
To enable the Ordnance Department to carry out these orders, the reserve sup- 
ply has been well-nigh exhausted. Unless the appropriation asked for is granted 
the supply for target-practice will have to be reduced, greatly to the detriment 
of the efficiency of the Army.” 

The items “‘ For purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisi- 
tions of troops,” and * For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments,” have 
each been increased $25,000. 

The sum of $5,000 has been provided “‘ for overhauling, cleaning, and presery- 


The sum of $5,000 is appropriated for targets for artillery practice, on the fol- 
lowing facts submitted in the Book of Estimates: 

‘‘At our forts we are obliged to make floating targets and anchor them in the 
roadsteads for artillery practice firing, which is necessary for the instruction of 
the troops. The Secretary of War decided (Circular No. 1,A.G. O., 1886) that 
these targets and the material and labor for their construction shall be furnished 
by the Ordnance Department, but the appropriations now made by Congress 
will not enable the Department to supply them.” 

The item appropriating $400,000 for the purchase of pneumatic dynamite 
guns, ete., is inserted in the bill upon the recommendation of the Secretary ot 
War and for reasons set forth in his letter, a copy of which is hereto appended. 

The item appropriating $100,000 for examining, testing, and experimenting 
with certain guns, shells, batteries, ete., is inserted in the bill in order to enable 
theSecretary of War to makesuch tests, etc., of new inventionsas he may deem 
proper. 
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Officers in Ordnance Department 
Officers in Quartermaster’s Department 

Officers in Subsistence Department 

Officers in Medical Department 

Ofticers in Pay Department 

Officers in Judge-Advocate-General’s Department 
Officers on the retired-list 

Enlisted men on the retired-list 

Contract surgeons, etc ‘ i 
Paymasters’ Clerks, C10 ........0.ceceeeseeees 
Courts-martial, ete ees 

Officer in charge of building, etc 

Securing information from abroad 

Commutation of quarters, ete 

Allowances for travel, etc 
Mileage to officers, etc 
Subsistence of the Army 
Quartermaster’s Department 
Incidental expenses 

Morses for cavalry, etc 

Army transportation > 
Transportation on land-grant railroads 
Barracks and quarters 








Construction, ete., of hospitals ..............ccccseeeeeees 
Shelter and shooting galleries, et« 
SR RR I, Ci aiccrinctccsccscsncscencccoccevssceqieusncceoses 


Quarters for hospital stewards. 

Clothing, camp, etc., equipage.. ‘“ 
Medicai and Hospital Department. 

Supplies for Army and Navy Hospital ......... 
Medical Museum, 
Medical Library aitinibetpemnade seeeienbenest 
Maintenance of Army and Navy Hospital. o 
Incidental expenses of engineer depo elles talthdreadnpeiedavessepuieends 
Purchase of materials, etc., at engineer depot 
Purchase and repair of instruments at engineer dey 
Fire-proof building at engineer depot 

To replace laboratory bui! 








Iding at engineer depot 
Library, etc.,at engineer depot 
Ord nance SETVICE........00.0ee0e0 
Repairing stores, etc. <a 
Manufacture of ammunition, ete 
Purchase of ordnance stores : 
Infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments 
Manufacture, etc., at National Armory 
Purchase of pneumatic dynamite guns, ete 
For examining, testing, etc., dynamite guns, 
Overhauling, etc., of ordnance stores 

For firing morning and evening guns. 
Targets for artillery practice a whens 
Recruiting service .......... ; wees 
Signal Service ileal taal idan ened 
Contingent expenses Commissary-General 
Contingent expenses Adjutant-Genera]........ 
Contingent expenses of the Army 


shells, gun-carriages, et 


Total 


Tacrease ............ Sdaceanasi 


oneee 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, May 17, 1888 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th 


ultimo, inclosing a proposition of the Pneumatic Dynamite Gun Company, o 
New York, for the sale to the Government of several of their guns, and reques 
ing my views as to the guns of this company and the advisability of maki: n 


appropriation for their purchase. . 

In reply I have the honor to say that this dynamite gun has been developed 
to a point of efficiency which entitles it to recognition as a formidable addition 
to harbor defense. In this connection I desire to call your attention to my an- 
nual report of December 5, 1887, page 31, in which I speak of this gun and 
developmentand of the success which has attended the tests to which it has 
been subjected, and recommend the purchase of one gun of 15-inch caliber in 
order to determine the full extent of its fitness for coast defense. 

Since then I have examined with much care the reports and opinions of offi 
cers and the evidence bearing upon the question whether the gun is stil 
considered merely as an experiment and in the experimental stage or may b« 
taken as having an established character on which legislation may be safely 
based, 

It is well known that it has been for a long time under the charge of Captain 
Zalinski, of the artillery ; and a board of officers of the Navy ot high standing 
especially in the ordnance branch of that service, after very careful test experi 
ments under their direction, and witnessed by them, are of opinion that the gun 
is perfectly reliable in its action, that its accuracy of fire is remarkable, and that 
it is an important weapon for harbor defense. These are the main ¢ 
be decided in determining the efficiency of any gun. It is true, its power of 
penetration is not great, but if its shell isexploded after entering the water near 
the hull of a ship the most destructive effect must result. The Secretary of the 
Navy, in his last annual report, reviews the result of the experiments witnes 
by the above-mentioned board of officers detailed by him, and concludes with 
the assertion that the success of the gun for coast defense is established 

Attention is also called to the remarks of the Lieutenant-General of the Army 
on this subject in his last report, and also to the report of the chief ordnance ot 
ficer of the Army, General Benét, which accompanies this letter. 

I am therefore forced, on that evidence, to the conclusion that the gun is no 
longer to be considered as an experiment, but has well-established qualities 
and characteristics, upon which it will be safe for Congress té take action ; and 
I accordingly recommend an appropriation which would enable us to purchase 
and install a number of these guns, with the necessary operating plants, not ex- 
ceeding ten of different calibers. I consider it very desirable that these g¢ 
when obtained, should be placed at different points on our coasts, say Boston 
New York, San Francisco, the Lakes, and atsome point on the Southern coasi 
I have no means of knowing whether the price named for them in the propo 
sal of the company is reasonable. I can make no suggestion, however, in re 
lation thereto, as there appear to be no data to estimate upon except the price 
named in its proposition, which seems to me tobe very large. Unless the com- 
mittee has the means of ascertaining more accurately than I can, I would rec- 
ommend an appropriation ofsuch an amount as the committee may deem reason- 
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able, in view of the other requirements of the Department 
which the Secretary of War may procure as many as he « 

It is not intended by this recommenda n tosuy unt the 
mendations of the Department, which call attention to t ré 
country in the matter of coast and harbor defense 1 the 
gut s of modern pattern and construc onotg i ve al ‘ 
matic dynamite gun does not and can not take | ‘ 
but will be a most important and necessary; iXillary eret 

Very respectfully 
WILLIAM ¢ 
Hon. R. W. TowNsHEND 
Chairman Committee on Milita Alfa Hou R 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now renew the request that t 
of the bill be dispensed with 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? The Chair he 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have no desir 
attention of the House with any general discussion of thi 
simply say that the l has been carefully prepared, « 





every word having been gone over time and again 


mous report of the Committee on Military Affairs. It con 
stantially the appropriations of last year with some addition 
have been strongly urged by the War Department. It contain 
in aildition to the appropriations of last year, that has not r 
sanction and strong recommendation of the Department | 
answer any inquiry which any gentleman may desire to ] 
gentleman wishes to ask any question, I ask that proce 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute 

Mr. ROMEIS. I wish to inquire whether this b pt 
breech-loading ordnance 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No 

Mr. ROMEIS rhe report of the Secretary of War 1 
gress last fall, shows that at the Military Academy there a1 
guns with which to drill the cadets; that in case of war 


which they practice would be entirely obsolet 
Mr. TOWNSHI Upon an official visit to Wes 
I looked into this matter. 
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pliances of the most improved character. 
\ portion of this improved 1 placed 
Point Military Academy for ihe use > cadets, and the bala 
been appro} ted to the useof the enabling some of 
to be sent to the artillery school a y, Kan 
| bill carries an appropriation for harness and other ¢ 
{ these new batteries, and that t] » only portion o! the ap ) ition 
concerns the w batt 
| sh to ask the chairman of the Committee on Military A if 
he | I ifo ition to t! umber of ill olf 1 of tl 
e ] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no information in the p 
the committee except what is found in the Army Regist¢ r, qu 
tion was not brought before the committee specially 
Ir. PETERS. I see here ** Pay of Staff Otficers, Ordnan Depart 
ment: For pay of the officers in the Ordnance Department, as now au 


an pro ided by law.”’ 
rhe inquiry I wish to make is whether the statute law of the « 
i | mber of staff officers in each department, or whether 
ie discretion of the commanding officer. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the Army Regulations fix the num 
ta We have simply followed former appropriat ms 
in that part of the bill. In this bill it is the same that it has been for 
yeal On examination of the Army Regulations the g¢g 
ber of staff officers, which is tixed by law. 
I am led to make the inquiry for this reason: Ther 


ntleman will 








is a growin iment among the people, especially those at all con- 
versant with our military organization, that the number of staff officers 

n excess of the needs of the service, that a number of positions of that 
kind are filled by parties whoare simply on dress parade, and who have | 
no duties to perform. If the criticism made on this branch of the serv- 


ice is at all justified by the fact, then some inquiry should be made 
into it and the remedy applied. I have not had time to examine into 
it myself to see whether appointments on the staff in the various de- 
partments are confined to those strictly provided by law, or whether 
the commanding officer of each department has the right to appoint 
half a dozen or more, if he sees fit, of these staff officers simply for the 
purpose of giving that position to some officers and taking them from 
active duties in the field. Itis to this criticism which has been made 
[ desire to call the attention of this Committee of the Whole, and es- 
A 





pecially of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

M IWNSHEND. Itbave before me the Revised Statutes, and i 
the 1d ; he can have read the provision of law on this 

At : provided what shall be the number of staff « 

cers 

Mi the « ites ¢ ppropriation r tot 
law t ypriation ( mated for 

M hat is so 


not the appropriation therefore have t 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. I have the estimates before me, but 
thers ms to be yme mistake of reference, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is not a matter of favoritism in reference to | 
the appoint t of staff officers, but here what we have to provide for 
is the appro} lon necessary to carry out the provision of law on this 
and 

Ir. BROWNE, of Indiana. There isno question thatthe statute fix 
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he number and pay of the staff ofthe Army. It did when I was a 
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‘ m field duty, for instance, and detailing 
him upon a staff in some city, or something of that kind, as an addi- 
tional aide-de-camp, or placing him in some such situation or position 
upon his stafl My own impression is that the criticism has been 

particularly as to the attempt or alleged attempt that has 
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idd to the staff officers of a general in order to furnish 
some oflicer, who really ought to be with his company in the field, a 
position at headquarters or in the city of Washington. I think that 
is perhaps the criticism that is made. 


Mr. LAIRD. That is the gist of it. 
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Mr. PETERS. Yes, that is the gist of the criticism that has bee 
made. 

Mr. LAIRD. My answer is this, Mr. Chairman. I have no specific 
knowledge of that kind, as having come to the committee; and what- 
ever might be the individual opinions of members of the committee as 
to that principle and that abuse, if it exists, of course it does not con- 
cern this measure. That is a matter of administration and belongs to 








the military not to the legislative branch of the establishment. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask that the bill be read by sections 
for debate and amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the first paragraph of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay Department: For the pay of the officers in the Pay Department, as now 


authorized and provided by law, $116,500; for additional pay to such oflicers for 
1 


length of service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $33,500; in all, 


150,000. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of calling attention to the difference between the amoun 
of money provided as an expenditure for the Pay Department and the 
nt of money appropriatod for the Ordnance Department. The en- 





amoul 


tire amount expended in the Ordnance Department is $174,460. Now, 


there probably is some little excuse for this large appropriation in con- 
nection with the Ordnance Department, because that department is 
continually carrying on experiments, and they are in the main carried 


| on, 1 am informed, by staff officers. But here is the Pay Department 


of the Army which costs $150,000, or within about $24,000 of the whole 


amount appropriated for the Ordnance Department. 

I am satisfied that there are too many paymasters in the Army now. 
I am econvineed that this force is much larger than it ought to be. 

Mr, FORD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman think that paying the Army once 
in sixty days is too often? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir. 

Mr. FORD. That is all they do now. 

Mr. PETERS. I know, but—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How many paymasters are engaged in 
that duty? 

Mr. FORD. I can not tell you, sir; but the law provides for about 
thirty-eight. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have not looked at the reports this 


year, but I have been familiar with this subject in the past, andI take 


Be Fite 











iu aE 


ess 


sae, 








—— 












PE EEL I Te eT EDN IO i AOE a 


Sapna + 


oF tS gh 


SDR 


ot a 


me 


tas 


eee eer 


| 


d.d2 


Now, the regular legai supply of these officers to a regiment is not suf- | oflaw. Butin the form in which it now stands, it is directly in the face 
ficient to mect that demand, and consequently the Surgeon-General is | of the provision to which I have referred, and which, if the gentleman 
compelled to employ contract surgeons. The same condition of things | desires, I will have read. 

existed during the war, and if you read the report of the Surgeon-Gen- Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think that after the gentleman hears an ex- 
eral you will discover that the needs of the Army are such that he is | planation he will not insist on his objection. 

compelled to ask Congress to increase the medical force to meet the Mr. RANDALL. It may be necessary to make this appropriation. 
requirements of the service, arising from the wide distribution of the | I do not object to this service, but to the manner in which the appro- 
Army at different posts along the frontier. priation is made, being in contravention of law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. These contractsurgeons are employed all the time? Mr. TOWNSHEND. After the gentleman hears an explanation, I 

Mr. LAIRD. Certainly. think he will not ask for even a modification of the clause. While I 

Mr. PETERS. I am very glad to have this explanation, in order | admit that perhaps the provision is liable to the criticism which he 
that I may be able myself to explain the matter to others. I have | has made, I will state that the purpose in framing the language in this 
frequently heard it stated, and undoubtedly it is generally believed, | shape was to avoid the danger of trouble in the Comptroller’s Office in 
that at posts on the frontier contract surgeons are employed to perform | passing the accounts. 
the duties of men who properly belong to the War Department as medi- Mr. RANDALL. Well, I want to create such ‘‘trouble in the 
cal staff officers and who should perform those duties themselves. I | Comptroiler’s Office,’’ for I believe the Comptroller is an efficient officer 
am very glad therefore to have the matter explained, so that I may | and prevents the payment of money out of the Treasury except in obe- 
explain it and meet in the proper manner the criticisms which I have | dience to the exact requirements of law. 
heard made. Mr. TOWNSHEND. The very thing I wanted to do was to avoid 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the Chair will regard | the danger of trouble there by particularizing items. 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. Mr. RANDALL. This does not particularize. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like tosay aword in reply Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does state specifically the purpose of the ap- 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perrrs]. This committee have | propriation, and if my friend will allow me to explain 
not now a bill before the House for general legislation in regard to the Mr. RANDALL. I would like the gentleman to hear the law read, 
Army. This is merely a bill to provide for paying the Army in accord- | that he may determine for himself whether this clause of the bill is in 
ance with existing law. It is true the committee might have reduced | accordance with the law. 
the appropriation for contract surgeons if they had thought fit, but we The Clerk read as follows: 
had the Surgeon-General before us and questioned him closely upon 
this point, and he satisfied us that the employment of these contract 
surgeons was necessary. 

I would add that there is a decrease of about $3,000 as compared 
with the appropriation of last year. I hope the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS] will not catechise the committee here by putting 
questions as to matters of detail which, if this were a general bill, 
would be pertinent; but as this is merely a bill making appropriations 
in accordance with existing law, it really seems to me his remarks are 
not altogether applicable. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to state to my friend from South Carolina 
[ Mr. TILLMAN] in all good nature that I have not been able to get this 
information, perhaps because of lack of time; and as these very ques- 
tions have been put to me by men who have arraigned Republican ad- 
ministrations for employing contract surgeons and giving them “‘ fat 
jobs’’ as was stated, I want to be able, when such an arraignment is 
made again, to give the proper explanation. I therefore took this op- 
portunity to seek to obtain the information. 
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Src, 4. That no civil officer, clerk, draughtsman, copyist, messenger, assistant 
messenger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employé shall after the Ist 
day of October next be employed in any of the Executive Departments, or 
subordinate bureaus or offices thereof at the seat of government, except only at 
such rates and in such numbers, respectively, as may be specifically appropri- 
ated for by Congress for such clerical and other personal services for each fiscal 
year; and no civil officer, clerk, draughtsman, copyist, messenger, assistant 
messenger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employé shall hereafter be 
employed at the seat of government in any Executive Department or subordi- 
nate bureau or office thereof or be paid from any appropriation made for con- 
tingent expenses, or for any specific or general purpose, unless such employ- 
ment is authorized and payment therefor specifically provided in the law grant- 
ing the appropriation, and then only for services actually rendered in connec- 
tion with and for the purposes of the appropriation from which payment is 
made, and at the rate of compensation usual and proper for such services, and 
after the Ist day of October next section 172 of the Revised Statutes, and all other 
laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and all laws 
and parts of laws authorizing the employment of officers, clerks, draughtsmen, 
copyists, messengers, assistant messengers, mechanics, watchmen, laborers, or 
other employés at a different rate of pay or in excess of the numbers authorized 
by appropriations made oy Congress, be, and they are hereby, repealed; and 
thereafter all details of civil officers, clerks, or other subordinate employés from 
places outside of the District of Columbia for duty within the District of Colum- 


rp ron 77 66D oe snietratinne:-?) | bia, except temporary details for duty connected with their respective offices, 
Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman said Republican administrations; be, and are hereby, prohibited; and thereafter all moneys accruing from lapsed 


| 
perhaps he meant the ** Democratic administration.”’ — salaries, or from unused appropriations for salaries, shall be covered into the 
Mr. PETERS. No, sir; I meant that in past campaigns Democratic | Treasury. 
speakers have arraigned Republican administrations in relation to this Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois assisted in making 
very question of contract surgeons; the matter has been thrown into | that Jaw when he was a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
my face. : : : if I recollect aright, and now I wish him to conform to it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. You see that the only duty of our committee was Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the gentleman’s suggestion. 
to provide appropriations in accordance with existing law. Mr. RANDALL. Put in one clerk at $1,500 to do this work. 
_ Mr. PETERS. I understand that; and I wish to disclaim again any Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing the suggestion of the gentleman 
intention to criticise the committee. I am simply seeking information | from Pennsylvania shall be adopted. Let us pass over the paragraph 
in order to cuard myself against such attacks in the future. for a moment, so the gentleman may prepare his amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it will be 
For pay of not exceeding forty-one paymasters’ clerks, at $1,400 each, pay- passed over for the present. 
masters’ messengers, and traveling expenses of paymasters’ clerks, in all, TN ONT y ‘ ‘ i 3 
$80,000: Provided, That the maximum sum to be allowed paymasters’ clerks Mr. TOWNSHEND. W hen the gentleman has prepared his amend 
when traveling on duty shall be 4 cents per mile, and, in addition thereto, | ment we can come back again to this paragraph. 
when transportation can not be furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department, Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ for the neces- 
the cost of same actually paid by them, exclusive of sleeping or parlor car fare | .,... ' : 33 ; ili 
eo Sccacilen tame. thane” oak teages ter the ge af acter anaes 

TOWNEHEN ie ee information from a ‘ fe i 
Mr. NSHEND. , f f ‘av- : ‘ ; —s 4 s 
lit fr TOW = HI NI 1 In order that the limitation i regard ee wens on the collection and classification of military information from abroad:’’ 
7 em Fe ay! ae y oat ee ee a de 3 paymast- | <4 it will read: ‘‘ For the pay of a clerk attendant on the collection 
C68 GOERS, 5 CONE CRS CRNREIRGES WEEE 5 CRN Sy Se are. and classification of military information from abroad, $1,500.’’ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will be satisfactory. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
After the words ‘‘ paymasters’ clerks,”’ in line 110, insert ‘‘and contract sur- The amendment was agreed to 
The Clerk read as follows: 


geons.” 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the necessary expenses attendant on the collection and classification of Regular supplies: For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
military information from abroad, $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtainthe | ment, consisting of stoves and heating apparatus, and repair and maintenance 
same shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of | of the same, for heating barracks and quarters; ofranges and stoves for cook- 
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty. ing; of fuel and lights for os men, SS ee ae 

- RAN 7? : : officers, and for sales to officers; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, an 

Mr. RAN DALL, Reserv ing a point of order on the paragraph just oxen of the Quartermaster’s Department at the several posts and ‘stations and 
read, I wish to make an inquiry. This provision as printed seems to | with the armies in the field, including its care and protection ; for the horses of 
be general in its character; but it appears by the report of the com- pep ro eee eee eee = eae ee bee ae 

5 + ton : - . . of infan n 3 , , 
mittee that this sum of $1,500 18 to be used in the employment of a officers’ horses, including bedding for the animals; of straw for soldiers’ bed- 
clerk at that salary. The provision in the form in which it is printed | ding; and of stationery, including blank-books for the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
in the bill comes directly in conflict with the existing law as émbraced a eee ee a ae a ad — bape el 
in secti 4 of > iclati s on si aeh Sake master’s artments, and for printing divisio - 
in section 4 of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation ports $2,678.00 : Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended 
act of August 5, 1882—a provision of law which has resulted in great inting 1 ' 


on printing unless the same shall be done by contract, after due notice and com- 
benefit to the Government, and has prevented the use of appropriations | petition, except in such case as the emergency will not admit of the giving notice 
in bulk for the employment of additional clerks in the Departments. _| °* competition. 
If this bill made specifically on its face an appropriation for a clerk 
at $1,500, the provision might not be objectionable and in contravention 


Mr. LAIRD. I move the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of that paragraph. 











2 aba na Sd 








4 
7 


. 
. 











od 
pene 
ee 
r- 
Cf. 
oo! 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— 








anceniat — altenataceneataesean Se 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. McSHA ? 
Provided a a Mr. TOWNSHEND 
fter adv n ‘ ipplies f e us - 
rious departments posts of the Army shall be purchased wl t . f ‘ y la tis 
ean be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportati« ‘ . McSHA? 


ered. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Where does that amendment come in Mr. TOWNSHEND 


Mr. LAIRD. It comes in after the paragraph in line 219. vives this « 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, as well as I am able to u I enacted i 
stand the purpose of the gentleman from Nebraska, I am in sym] e taken up 
with him, but I can not say this will not dera 1 Se MICSHA 





fere with the operations of the Army, and for that reason 














opportunity to submit the matter to the War Depart t, La ’ rOWNSHI 
pelled to raise the question of order against it that it ; 
isting law, and therefore not in order. Mr. McSHANI 

I am in sympathy with the purpose the gent ul \ @ ex 
that the supplies for the A hall USK ! roy ) 
the « pest, | wan er of [ am « 
po nt oi orde! yainst th en 

Mr. LAIRD. By the f re of the ¢ é M 4) 
to provide for it in this } t hab l { 

| I I ‘ ‘ \ 
ters es has ] ) Yr e the ind t : 
certa on eff He, Ir I ; t is 
to the frontie1 The purpose of my amendment is to ma t Ir. RYAN 
duty of the purchasing officer to purchase the supplies for 3 vet 
at Omaha, if they can be ised ¢ nest tl q it | ) \f RANDALI | ( 
transportation considered, and to purchase the supplies at Fort Ril é ! 1 
or Fort Leavenworth, if they can be purchased at a cheaper cost RYAN, and General H 
stead of being purchased elsewhere and sent to those pla from Je hese expenditu 
fersonville, Ind. Mr. TOWNSHENI 


I do not see how this can interfere with 
the purchase of supplies for the Army. It seer 
necessary safeguard which ought to be thrown around « om pur- | goes forward 
chase of these Army supplies. | have been 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Secretary of War has the pow id it | | think 

















is his duty, to purchase supplies where he can purchase them cheapest, | Jaw as it now exists I will ¢ 
and when quality and cost of transportation are taken into considera 1 a cha 
tion it is hissolemn duty to do so. If the Secretary does not follow the » J S | 
line of economy it would be proper to enforce it by the law, but ki e to the p ( 
ing the Secretary of War as well as I do, I think we can safely |! I possible that 
the discretion with him. Ifthe amendment had been s ed b that ilrea 
fore, so we might have obtained the opinion of the War Department | re su sted. But itea 
on it, I might have reached a different conclusion, but for the present nsive lewislatic n nor asa cl 
I t insist on the regularorder. I have no doubt the Secreta 3 officer in met contribu 
follow out the course suggesied in the amendment. cting the public busin it 
Mr. LAIRD. The fact is that the Secretary of War has not « t, I trust the amendment will 
and that is something of light for the guidance of ou 1K to | harass no o1 





his future actions. Mr. RANDALI Let the 
The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair this amen t! The amendment was again 
; 1 


does not change existing law. The law requires the Department to} The CHAIRMAN. Is the poin 


make contracts with the lowest bidder Mr. RANDALL Wor 





Mr. LAIRD. I understand that, Mr. Chairman; but the lowest responsible bidde 
terpretation which that law has received, position, with refe1 to | sideration ? 











the point of the assemblage of the supplies, has controlled tl! Mr. MCSHANE. 1 
their purchase, — | tified check 

Mr. MCSHANE. It has been the cnstom heretofore in the purchase | Mr. TOWNSHEND o} 
of such supplies to concentrate them at two points, namely, in Jeffer not consulted the Departm« 
sonville, Ind., and in Philadelphia, Pa. These were the two gene fore action is taken. 
depots of supplies for the Army, and from these two points the sup- Mr. RANDALL. If I under 
plies were di buted throughout the country to the various posts and notive is all right the ¢ 





VW y 


stations. Now, it was not part of the duty of the Secretary of 
where the supplies had been concentrated at these two points—or rather 
I should say he was not enabled to purchase where he could pureh 
cheapest, for the reason that it was necessary to concentrate the sup em is to be considered in aw 
plies at the points named, and proximity to those points was oftenan| Mr LAIRD. \ sir. 1 
element in determining the purchase course we have seen the effec 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. | to make the purcha 
Having left out that provision, requiring the concentration of thes Mr. RANDALL 
supplies at the two points, does it not now leave it discretionary with Mr. LAIRD. In 
the Secretary of War to purchase supplies at Omaha, or any other place | Admitting that to be 
where they may be needed, provided in his judgment the offers made | the transportation, i 
are such as to warrant the acceptance of the bids? | should be obtained t 


e present method of the del 





1e question of the t 





iivers the supplies to the pt 





Mr. McSHANE. I will state to the gentleman thai the amendment | in dollars and cents. Is it not 


proposed by my colleague from Nebraska [Mr. LArrp] is intended to | ernment in other respects ? 
take the place of provisions in former bills. It provides that the pur-| Mr. RANDALL. IfI unde 
chase of these supplies shall be made where they can be bought che would compel the Quartermast 
but one of the most important elements of cheapness may be the cost | transportation between poin 
of transportation. I do not see how therecan be any objection to such | and the ec 
an amendment as that, and from the fact that the distributing pointin | Mr. LA 
former bills has been stricken from this bill. So thatitis simply right | not? 

and proper that a provision should be put in this bill compelling the Mr. RANDALL. 1 


spest 


Department to purchase where they can purchase cheapest on the con- The CHAIRMAN 
ditions named. | der? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman a question. | Mr. TOWNSHEND. I! 
Mr. McSHANE. Certainly. amendment be p ed ove! 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. 7 he Secretary of War, as the law now stands, | then we can return to it her after 


has full power to do what is required in that respect. The amendment was tem 
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Che Cle in re ot ise RNR, 

MI TOWNSHEN Mr. Chairman, there has been no such item 

t i ny appropriation bill since the war, because at the close of 
the wal ( was an abundance of ammunition left over for this pur- 
Do | committee did not insert a provision of this kind in the 
bill, for ft re i that we thought it more important to appropriate 
mor r target practice. We have largely increased the amount of 

pro} tion for h practice, the supply of powder coming over from 
the war having been exhausted. Iam, however, in harmony with the 
‘ of gentlemen who have expre d themselves in favor of the 

Iment I have no wi h to oppose it, but hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. OATES Is this amendment subject to a point of order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not at this stage of the proceedings. The 
amendment | | iscussion about ten minutes. 

Mr. OAT Iv vare what aroused the patriotism of my 
friend n South Care [Mr. T1LLMAN]; and when I heard his 1 
ma bout the power of the heme to punish people when they do 
wrong, I inted to know what was the question under discussion. | 

yuld not iceive what it was that made my friend from South Caro- 
lina so broadly national and poetic that he thought the Army was kept 
t nish people for doing wrong. The was a time when he did not 
think so. In my opinion he should not think so now. That duty 

to bel ‘ to another department 
FORD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrRuMM] sug- 


( 
1 
| 


gests to me to insert at the end of my amendment the words ‘or so 


much ti fas may be ne cessary.’’ I have no objection to that ad- 
dition; and I modify the amendment accordingly. 

The question recurred on Mr. ForD’s amendment as modified, 

Mr. OATES I ask for a division. 

‘The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 9. 

Mr. OATES. I would raise the point of no quorum, but I know a 
quorum is not present, and under the peculiar circumstances I will 
not do it, although I am opposed to the amendment. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows 





Amendment to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal ye ar ending J ine 30, 1889, and for other purposes 
or the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages; for the 

alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for 

projectiles, powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi- 


ments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughts- 
men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, 


¢ 


and forthe necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving-ground and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 
per diem while so employed, $500,000 


For the erection of the necessary structures, and for the puchase or manu- 
facture of machinery, tools, and fixtures, to enlarge the present plant at the 
Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., including the erection of two sets of of- 
ficers’ quarters at a cost of not exceeding $10,000 each, $126,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I raise the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That there is no law authorizing such appropri- 
ations, and-— 

Mr. TRACEY rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will withdraw or suspend the point of order if 
the gentleman from New York wishes to be heard on the subject of the 
amendment proper 

Mr. TRACEY. I understand from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that he will insist upon his point of order. My own opinion is, Mr. 
Chairman, that no point of order will lie properly against this amend- 
ment. Before replying to the point of order I should like to hear the 
gentleman state what his point of order is. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt points of order lie against this 
proposition, because it is not in the nature of an amendment to this 
Army appropriation bill. But I am quite willing, if the gentleman 
from New York wishes to be heard on the proposition to reserve the 
points of order, otherwise I will insist on the points of order. I only 
wish to be as courteous tothe gentleman from New York as I possibly 
can be. 

Mr. TRACEY. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man from New York will proceed. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, it is very generally conceded that a 
wise course to pursue with respect to the public defense is to no longer 
delay in making preparations to prevent disastrous results in the event 
of a conflict between our Government and a foreign foe. 

Opinions widely differ as to the extent to which the Government 
should carry expenditures for this purpose. But, Mr. Chairman, so 
important has the subject of coast defense been deemed by our men of 
prominence, that many extremely conservative in their views on ques- 
tions of appropriations for public purposes, have most earnestly advo- 
cated the spending of very large sums in this direction, as a precaution- 
ary measure 

During the past fifteen years the subject of coast defense and the 
manufacture of guns in connection therewith has been discussed and 
examined by boards composed of members of the Senate, members of 
the House, and expert oflicers of the Army and Navy, and during the 
last five years the most exhaustive inquiries and complete reports have 


e 


been made. The time of Congress has 


bill 


been much occupied by discus- 
sions of sand reports of conference committees, but nothing has 
been accomplished further than the establishment of a gun factory for 
the Navy. In consequence of the reports made by several of the boards 
already alluded to, the War De ~partment became so well satisfied that 
whenever the making of guns on an extensive scale commenced, Wat- 
erviiet arsenal would be designated for the factory, that preparations 
were made for utilizing such suitable machinery as was already in 
possession of the Government by consolidating it at Watervliet. 

This was done under the general law (section 1164, page 209, Revised 





| Statutes of the United States, second edition, 1878) which prescribes 


1¢ duties of the Chief of Ordnance. under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, in regard to the procurement of the necessary supplies of 
ordnance and ordnance stores for the Army, and also for the inspection 
and proof of the same, etc. 

Under this general law there have been collected at Watervliet arse- 
nal available machines and tools for the manufacture of guns, and a 


| number of guns, namely, one 10-inch breech-loading steel rifle, one 8- 





| this gun-plant is t 


inch breech-loading steel rifle, and twenty-five 3.2-inch breech-loading 
steel rifles are now in course of manufacture at that arsenal. 

The appropriation asked for the improvement and enlargement of 
herefore in continuance of work already begun under 
due authority of law. 

The Statutes at Large (seventh paragraph, page 388, United States 
Statutes at Large, volume 18, part 3) provide a permanent appropriation 
from proceeds of sales of obsolete and unserviceable material (limited 
therein to $75,000 per annum), under which the authority of the War 
Department to procure or manufacture guns, projectiles, etc., is made 
continuous, 

The appropriation of an additional amount for the same general pur- 
poses is a continuation of work already duly authorized by law, and 
now being prosecuted, as far as the permanent appropriation is avail- 
able, by the War Department. 

The proof and test of ordnance material and guns is authorized ‘by 


| the general law (section 1164) already quoted, and the test of all type 


guns is made o bligatory by the act of July 5, 1884, section 2, page 159, 
United States Statutes at Large, volume 23. 

Provision for the trial and test of ordnance (guns, ete. ) has been made, 
for many years past, in the Army appropriation bill similar to that shown 
for the years 1885 and 1886. (See first paragraph under (Ordnance 
Department,’’ pages 112 and 361, volume 23, United States Statutes at 
Large. ) 

The cost attending the manufacture of the guns now in course of con- 
struction at Watervliet arsenal is defrayed from the permanent appro- 
priation already mentioned (page 338, volume 18, part 3, United States 
Statutes at Large) provided for that purpose. 

It is possible that gentlemen who have not given careful attention to 
this subject may be disposed to listen to suggestions that action be de- 
layed until a more extensive scheme can be prepared. I doubt the 
good faith of any one claiming to have an interest in this subject if I 
find him antagonizing this measure. Postponing action now means the 
same disheartening results as have for some years past followed the 
discussions and failures to agree. Letus waitnolonger. The passage 
of this amendment will not interfere with other propositions which may 
be under consideration, but will enable the Department to continue 
good work which without this temporary relief must be aimost sus- 
pended. 

I ask for the reading of the letters which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, June 14, 1888. 

Srr: I have the honor toinvite your attention to the inclosed letter of the lith 
instant from the Chief of Ordnance, stating that during the past two sessions 
there has been no appropriation for the armament of fortifications, and sub- 
mitting an amendment to the Army bill, now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which, if approved, will relieve the Ordnance Department from its 
present embarrassment. 

This matter is of great importance to the efficiency of the Department and 
of vital interest to the national defense and the public service, and I earnestly 
recommend favorable action by Congress, 

Very respectfully, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. R. W. TownsHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1888, 

Srr: I have the honor to invite your attention to the fact that at its past two 
sessions Congress made no appropriation for the armament of fortifications, 
through failure of the committee in conference to agree on the provisions of the 
fortification bill. As a consequence, the operations of the Department in manu- 
facturing and purchasing guns, powder, projectiles, carriages, etc., have been 
greatly embarrassed, and in many respects altogether suspended, from want of 
funds, to the great detriment, it is believed, of the Government. Such failure 
on the part of Congress may happen again at its present session; it is not by 
any means improbable. It isin view of this possibility that I desire to suggest 
an amendment to the Army bill, now pending before the House, which, should 
it meet your approval and be favorably entertained by the Military Committee, 
would relieve this Department in a measure from its present embarrassment 
and enable it to retain its present vantage ground and proficiency by keeping 
up an activity in the manufacture of armament until Congress shall make ade- 
quate appropriations, 

The proposed amendment is submitted herewith, and calls for an item of 
$500,000 for the general purposes of procuring guns, powder, projectiles, car- 
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Hon. SECRETARY OF V 

Mr. TRACEY. After the gentleman from Pennsylvania! st 
his points of order fully against this proposition, I will take the v 
tunity to refer to authorities which may be necessary to reply to! 

Mr. RANDALL. This amendment has relation to the fortificatio 
of the country and the enlargement of buildings connected therey 


Under Rule XI the amendment belongs to the fortification b nd 


not to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman withdraw his point of ord: 
a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. The appropriations for the buildings mi 
sibly go to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

In reply to the words which have fallen from the gentleman I 
ve heard of this necessity more than a year ago, when the fortilicatio 
bill failed by the Senate insisting on large appropriations not proper 
guarded. The House stood steadily against them, and the wi 
that position has been made manifest by the manufacture in 
vania and our ability to furnish such steel as will be adapted to tl 
purpose without giving any bonus, as the Senate proposition in ¢ 
provided in that connection. 

I now insist upon my points of order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to say that what I suggested pro 
belongs to the public business. The Committee on Military At 
have already reported a bill embodying these items, but it is appr 





hended they will not be reached in time to become law at this s¢ n. 


Mr. RANDALL. That recognizes the point of order that there 
no law authorizing it, and the Committee on Military Affairs recognize: 
it by introducing an independent proposition, which is now on the ¢ 
endar. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And therefore, Mr. Chairman, we were of opinior 
that in order to accomplish what was suggested by the bill referred t 
and to carry out the suggestion which has already taken a strong ho 
upon the public mind in this country, that it was bette 
preliminary steps toward carrying on this much-needed 
pending it to this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a matter that belongs to the forti 
exclusively. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is true if insisted upon as a point o 
but by consent of the House, if no point of order is made agai 
my friend from Pennsylvania, of course t l 
this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know whether it will go through or not 
because it will be subject to the decision of the majorit 

Mr. SPINOLA. The question in regard to fortifying our s 
cities is one of the utmost importance, as my friend knows 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better have the points of erd 
settled first, and then I will meet the gentleman on t 
necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Pennsy] 
allow the gentleman from New York to proceed for a few minnte 
withholding the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I have no objection to allowing t 
tleman to proceed with that understanding, if he desires to be heard 
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Mr. SPINOLA. In the present unprotected condition of the harbor 


of New York, with that great city and its surroundings, representi1 


a moneyed value of thousands of millions of dollars in realty alone 


i 
irrespective of the immense sums which may be included in the per- 


i 
sonal property of the citizens there and in the immediate vicinity—a 


that vast aggregation of wealth is « ympletely at the mercy of any for- 
eign power whose naval equipment is superior to our own, and there 


are very few that are not. 


1is could go through upon 
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But, Mr, ¢ ir? ‘ ie quest the essity for this expend- 
ire i been referred to here both by the gentlemen from New York 
Mr. TRAC i M SPINOLA] andt ‘ eman from Tenness¢ 
Mr. WHITTHORNE], I desire to say a word about that. Surely my 
iend N York | Mr. SPINOLA 4] hends the greatness of 
our cou 3 standii I rthe natien | think he uninten 
tional] 3] Government injustie 
| United ’ ead « eing an erlor among the na 
ons or not i prepared to assert itself on all asions, has passed 
beyond the stage when a nation has occasion to vaunt its power o1 
display its strength. Sp f t] kind would have answered very 


ll half a century ago, when we were comparatively a feeble peo- 
t 





ple. Some of the speeches would have answered thirty years ago, 
n our country had not displayed to the p1 t generation the ma 
tial spirit of its people or its vast resource 
But, now, Sir, the cas is entirely different. What occasion havewe 
} tit 5 tion? and to that 


1e matter of sentiment and excessive 





extent Iam willing tomake reasonable appropriationsofmoney. What 
occasion i ve we, Lask, to even top to dis uss this matter of national 
defense? What nation is in a condition, or can be, to excite even the 

lig] Dj} the part of the American people? 
W hat nation 3it Great Britain? Strangely enough we noticed not 


lichtest a hension of danger on 


long ago that that country was thrown into a state of alarm because of 
, 


} } ] tected nditi f her own <¢ 
he alleged unprotected condition of her own coasts. 


Is it Great Britain that could for a moment excite uneasiness on the 
part of this country? Providence opening to the human race at the 
proper moment this great continent, placed us in a position on the 
} + 


be where none of the considerations which have influenced the pol- 


} 
rio 


icies of other nations in regard to the matter of defense can have any 
application to us whatever. Our remoteness from ambitious powers, 
our policy of peaceful industry and progress, and our vast resources are 
our defense against all comers. 

Besides that, Providence has happily given us securities for the keep- 
ing of the peace toward us by other countries, such securities as no 
nation has ever held since organized governmepts began. Great Britain! 
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vannah, New Orleans, Galveston,and San Francisco—can not be less in value | order, that this establishment is there now and has been located there 


than five thousand millions of dollars. Tothis must be added a vast amountof 
property dependent for its use on these seaports. Nor does this statement afford 











for some time, and in my judgment it ought to be maintained and sus- 
tained by ample appropriations from the Government so that it may 
be in the most efficient condition to manufacture these vessels, for the 


| purpose of constructing these iron-clad vessels. We need them and 


must have them. We can not do without them. 


Andit has been said, by the bye, that broken-down, effete Italy, a 
mere dot upon the world’s map, owns one armored vessel that to-morrow 
could enter the port of New York by way of the Sandy Hook channel 
and destroy the entire city, nor could the whole American Navy stop 


| it. That was said in the Senate of the United States within six months 


a true measure of the damage which might be caused to the property and busi- 
ness of the « itry by a failure to protect these seaports from hostile naval at- 
tacks 

They are the centers not only of forcign commerce, but of most of the inter- 
nal trade and exchanges of domestie productions, To this state of things th« 
machinery of transportation of the whole country has become adapted. 

Phe interruption of the currents of traflic by the occupation of one or more | 
of our prin il seaports by a foreign enemy,or the destruction of them by 
bombardment, or the holding over them the menace of destruction for the pur- 
pose of exacting contribution or ransom would inflict upon the property and 
business of the country an injury which can neither be foreseen nor measured 

rhe elaborate and costly fortifications which were constructed with the great- 
est en eering skill are now practically useless, They are not capable of re- 
sisting t ittacks of modern artillery. 

\ still greater defect exists in our coastsdefense. The range of the best mod- 
ern art ry has become so extended that our present fortifications designed to 
protect the harbor of New York, where two-thirds of the import tradeand more 
than one-half of the export trade of the whole United States is carried on, are 
too neur tothe great populations of New York City, Jersey City, and Brooklyn 
to | ofany Vv ie asa protection. 

l'o provide effectual defenses would be the work of years. Itwould take much 
time to construct permanent fortifications. A small provision of the best modern 
guns would take several years. Neitherof these works can be extemporized in 
presence ofemergent danger A million of soldiers, with the best equipments, 


on the heights surrounding the harbor of New York in our present state of prep 
aration, or rather in our total want of preparation, would be powerless to resist 


a small squadron of war steamers. 

rhis state of things is discreditable to our foresight and to our prudence. 

rhe best guaranty against aggression, the best assurance that our diplomacy 
will be successful and pacific, and that our rights and honor will be respected 


by other nations, is in their knowledge that we are in a situation to vindicate 
our reputation and interests. While we may afford to be deficient in the means 
of offense, we can not afford to be defenseless. The notoriety of the fact that 
we have neglected the ordinary precautions of defense invites want of consid- 
eration in our diplomacy, injustice, arrogance, and insult at the hands of foreign 
nations 

it is now more than sixty years since we announced to the world that we 
should resist any attempts, from whatever quarter they might come, to make 
any new colonizations on any part of the American continent—that while we 
should respect the status quo we should protect the people of the different na- 
tions inhabiting this continent from every attempt to subject them to the domin- 
ion of any European power, or to interfere with their undisturbed exercise of 
the rights of self-government. 

This announcement was formally made by President Monroe, after consulta- 
tion with Mr. Madison and Mr. Jefferson. It was formulated by John Quincy 
Adams. Our Government has firmly adhered to the Monroe doctrine, and even 
so late as 1865 it warned Napolean III out of Mexico. It is impossible to fore- 
see in the recent scramble of the European powers for acquisition of colonies 
how soon an occasion may arise for our putting in practice the Monroe doctrine 
It is clear that there ought to be some relation between our assertion of that 
doctrine and our preparation to maintain it. 

It is not intended to recommend any attempt to rival the great European 
powers in the creation of a powerful navy. The changes which have rapidly 
occurred by the diminution of the relative resisting power of the defensive 
armor of ironclads, and by the increased efficiency of modern artillery—which 
on the whole has gained in the competition—suggest that we should not at the 
present enter largely into the creation of armored vessels, 

In the questions that beset this subject until they shall have reached a solu- 
tion, we can content ourselves with adding but sparingly to our Navy. But 
what we do add should be the very best that experience and science can indi- 
cate, This prudential view is reinforced by the consideration that the annual 
charge of maintaining a war vessel bears an important proportion to the orig- 
inal cost of construction. 

In constructing permanent fortifications, and in providing an ample supply 
of the best modern artillery, the annual cost of maintenance is inconsiderable. 
Nearly the whole expenditure is in the original outlay for construction. 

if we do not make the expenditure necessary to provide for our seacoast de- 
fenses when we have a surplus, and have no need to levy new taxes, we cer- 
tainly will not make those expenditures when we have no longer a surplus in 
the Treasury. 

To leave our vast interests defenseless in order to reduce the cost of whisky 
to its consumers would be a solecism. 

The present time is peculiarly favorable for providing for this great national 
necessity too long neglected. Not only does the surplus in the Treasury supply 
ample means to enable us to meet this great public want without laying new 
burdens upon the people, but the work can now be done at a much lower cost 
than has ever before been possible. The defensive works would consist almost 
entirely ofsteelandiron. These materials can now be had at an unprecedentedly 
low price. A vast supply of machinery and of labor called into existence by a 
great vicissitude in the steel and iron industries offers itself to our service. We 
should have the satisfaction of knowing that while we were availing ourselves 
of the supplies which would ordinarily be unattainable, we were setting in mo- 
tion important industriesand giving employment to labor in a period of depres- 
sion. With encouragement by the guaranty of work, or perhaps by the Goy- 
ernment itself furnishing the plant,the inventive genius of our people would 
be applied to the creation of new means and improved machinery, and estab- 
lishments would spring into existence capable of supplying all of the national 
wants, and rendering us completely independent of all other countries in re- 
spect to the means of national defense. 

I endeavored to impress these ideas upon Mr. RANDALL the last time I had 
the pleasure of seeing him. 

With my highest regards to Mrs. Carlisle and yourself, I remain, 

Very truly yours, 





S. J. TILDEN. 

Hon. Joun G, CARLISLE. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, when we emerged from the war of 
1812 it was when wooden ships and small armaments were used by 
all the nations of the world. Now we have armed vessels which were 
unknown to our ancestors. 

I will now address myself to the point of order invoked by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. It would seem from the 
proviso, in connection with what has been read by my friend from New 
York [Mr. TRAcEyY], that this is an establishment at Watervliet arse- 
nal for the manufacture of guns and gun carriages and other means of 
defense not applicable to fortifications alone, but every means of de- 
fense known to be used along our extensive line of seacoast on the 
Atlantic and Pacific. I say now, addressing myself to the point of 





past, and there has never yet been a contradiction of the statement. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to refer in this connection to the rule 
upon this subject by which the Chairman, in determining the question 
of order, must be governed. It is to be found in our code of rules, 
whereby authority is conferred upon the committee of the House to 
consider certain classes of legislation in the following words: 

All proposed legislation relating to the military establishment and the public 
defense, including the appropriations for its support and for that of the Mili- 
tary Academy, shall be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

This is to be found on page 244 of the Rules of the House. 

Now, in reference to the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that this is new legislation and not authorized by any 
existing law or former legislation. I say that point of order can not be 
sustained, because it is not new legislation; for this amendment pro- 
poses simply to carry out and to carry on a law which is already in ex- 


| istence, and make appropriations in continuance of a work already in 


progress. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then why did your committee introduce a sepa- 
rate bill ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Because we did not know that we could get it upon 
this bill. If we can get it upon this, of course there is no necessity for 
the other. Why did your Committee on Appropriations consider this 
matter? 

Mr. RANDALL. We are considering it. 

Mr. HOOKER. But do you not consider that it is a part of the duty 
of the Military Committee, under a proper construction of the rules, 
and that that committee has also jurisdiction of the subject? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understood you did. I think the Committee on 
Military Affairs, under the rule which I have quoted, has jurisdiction, 
and having exercised that jurisdiction that the amendment is proper 
and in the line of its authority. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to quote a ruling which has been here- 
tofore made upon this subject, and directly in the line of this amend- 
ment—a ruling which was made when the naval appropriation bill was 
under consideration in the Forty-ninth Congress, during the last ses- 
sion of that Congress. I was not here at the time, but the question 
was raised ona point of order made against a proposition providing 
an appropriation of some four millions of dollars for the construction 
of war-ships, at which time my honored friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY | waspresiding as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 
This question arose as to whether that appropriation was in order as 
coming within the rule of an expenditure to carry out existing legis- 
lation. The Chairman of the committee in ruling upon the subject, 
when the point of order was made by the distinguished gentieman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] with his usual ability, just as he has sustained 
the point of order to-day made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], used the following language: 

The general rule has been stated by the gentleman from Indiana. 

That is, Mr. HOLMAN, who made the point of order; and I quote now 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 26, 1887: 


It is laid down in subsection 3 of Rule X XJ, and provides that— 

‘3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law.” 

But to that general rule there is an express exception, as follows: 

‘Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress.”’ 


This is a work already in progress. 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole then proceeds, after 
this extract from the rule, and after quoting from the proviso, show- 
ing that in this instance, although the proposed appropriation was 
enormous in its character, it fell within the exception: 


That is to say, if the work be a public work, or if the object is a public object, 
and it is already in progress, then there need not be any previous legislation 
authorizing it. 

No one can say this work is not already in progress. 

The Chair believes that the construction of a Navy isa public object or a pub- 
lic work, and the language of the bill which we have been considering, and the 
appropriation made at the last session show that the construction of the Navy 
is in progress. It may be said, also, that the proposed amendment providing 
money for the construction of vessels does not change existing law, and is not 
prohibited by law. 

It is very agreeable to the present occupant of the chair to be able to refer to 
a precedent bearing upon the point of order now raised. In the Forty-sixth 
Congress (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair) it was decided “that appropriations for 
public works and objects” already in progress could be inaladed in general 
appropriation bills or could be inserted as amendments; and that the word 
“objects” meant something in addition to the word “ works,”’ and must be 
held to include the public Departments of the Government, and the civil, mili- 
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tary. and naval establishments recognized by la 1 sur ted bv theG 
ment The Government undertaken to m ain, and is a 1 
taining, a naval establis und un rule propria s mavt . 
for it in a general appr: at bill is always be« e practi 
til last session, when appropriations f ynstr ) ships for t N 
and armaments for them were made in a separate | Be e the last sess 
such appre ations were made in the naval appropriation b i 
exactiy as it now 1s, 

There is no law prescribing the number of ships that shall constit N 
or the number of guns they shall carry. Those matters depend « 
amount of money appropriated for those purposes, just as the nu . 
and other employésin the Departments depe! i n the PI 

And by parity of reasoning this may be lied to fortifica 


the manufacture of guns. 
The present Speaker of the House, as has been stated, has already 1 
this point of order, and the Chair believ« ! 


his duty to decide this question in accor« rl 
allows an important amendment to be of t < 
the Whole the right to pass upon this int l an 





to say whether it is in favor of increasing 

I think that so far as this amendment refers to the exception to 
rule it clearly falls within that exception, and that this work | 
already in existence, in progress, and previous laws having be \ 
in regard to the manufacture of guns for defenses, and for the equiy 
ment of the Navy, that this proposition is clearly in order as} 
in the line of that previous legislation upon the subject, and 
continuation of public works already begun. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a bill providing for the military establish 
ment of the United States, and not for fortifications. That branch ot 
the public service is covered by a separate bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to ask unanimous consent to be perm 
to occupy one minute in making an explanation of a remark of m 
which appears to have been entirely misunderstood by the gentl 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. He has certainly misunderstood 
When I spoke of our representatives abroad being forecd to 


**sneaks,’’ Idid not mean that the American people were sneaks, | 
referred only to our representatives abroad. I spoke only of the posi 
tion which was forced upon them by our defenseless cond l 
ing with foreign governments I know the courage and the pride of ou 
people. I know what we can do, and what we have done as an 

I know the bravery and endurance of all our people in the late sti 
gle, and if the Great Ruler of the universe should send back t gr 
men who commanded the twoarmies in that struggle, the survivor 
that contest, with their old captains to lead them, could whip the world 
I did not say that we were deficient in anything as far as cou 
endurance were concerned, for we are the most enlightened pro 


gressive people on earth, and if it ever comes to war we can m« 
power whether in the field or on water, especially if we have a litth 
time to get ready, and it is the part of wisdom to get ready in advance 

But I am only looking now to the protection of our seacoast ¢ 
which are in great peril at this time in case of trouble with any forei; 
power. I agree with my friend from Pennsylvania that the G n 
ment may advertise for 12, 16, or 20 inch guns—— 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘Those are the only guns that would def 
York to-day. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We want some other guus besides thos 

Mr. RANDALL. Private manufa 
for such guns. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We will make contracts in due time. 
havea chance tocontinue the work now in progress at the Watervli 
armory, in order that the people may feel a little security in regard t 
the seacoast cities. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, it is perhaps scarcely fair to the House 
to attempt to discuss the merits of this question when we stand 
to face—— 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair desires to remind the gentleman th 
the point of order is under consideration. 

Mr. LAIRD. I will try to come to the point of order. | 

A MemBER. Just as the rest did. 

Mr. LAIRD. Just exactly. 

It is perhaps scarcely fair to attempt to discuss the merits of this 
controversy in the face of an objection which, if insisted upon, is sun 


turers are now ready to contract 
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mary. But nevertheless there is something due to the truth of h The CHAIRMAN. The Chair w bout to decid 
tory, to the course of legislation, and our responsibility to the country | der, but if the gentleman desires it the Chair will with 
for the attitude in which the country confessedly stands to-day Mr. TRACEY. Do I understand the Chair ha 

It is in the memory of many of the gentlemen listening to me that The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ } 0 The ( 
when, in the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress, the Senate sent | point of order that was made. 
here a bill, the consideration of which by the Senate had secured an Mr. TRACEY. ILonly wish to say, Mr. Cl 
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vania [Mr. RANDALL] contending therefor, and the Military Commit- 
tee of the House, as then composed, contending against such construc- 
tionofthe rule. This bill, appropriating millions for the construction 
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A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
nans; 

A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 

A bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy; 

A bill (H. Rt. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. BR. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased: 

A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow o! 
John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Jeffersonville hospital ; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; 

A biil (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (11. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 

A bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit; 

A bill (H. R. 9649) continuing the pension of Milton Merwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb; 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 


A bill (S. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; 

A bill (3. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor S. Lawson; 
A bill (S, 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; 


A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 

A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 
ters; 

A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flaningam; 


A bill (S. 1267) granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley; 

A bill (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 

A bill (S. 1547) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 

A bill (S. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1919) granting a pension to John Fox; 

A bill (8S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 

A bill (S. 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; 

A bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motie; 

A bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Hougland; and 

A bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of William 
8. Sims; and 

A bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1507) providing an additional associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of Selina 
A. Sims, widow of William 8. Sims; 

A bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River, at or near Knoxville, Tenn.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act entitled 
‘‘An act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

A. B TYAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the order of morning business is closed, and the 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish tomove to take up a bill for present considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar, un- 
der Rule VIII, will be first stated. 

The Cu1er CLERK. A bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the 
approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the Ana- 
costia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am in receipt of a personal communication from 
the State Department calling my attention to the urgency of the pas- 
sage of a bill reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, being 
the bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan. I move to take up 
the bill for present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay 
to A. B. Tyan the sum of $3,618.80, being the sum found due to the said A. B. 
Tyan from the United States when the Secretary of State, in obedience to an 
act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief of Victor Bean Voucher, passed 
March 29, 1886” (private No. 20), audited the expenditures of Victor Bean Vou- 
cher, late consul of the United States at Jerusalem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. My attention is called to a fact which I observed in 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, that there is a mistake in the 
name of the consul. Instead of being ‘‘ Bean Voucher’’ it should be 
‘*Beanvoucher,’’ one word. I move that the amendment be made in 
that particular. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed change in the name 
will be taken as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 63, introduced by my colleague [ Mr. 
PAYNE] some time ago and reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the joint resolution will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A joint resolution (8. R. 63) making an appro- 
priation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment, and the Bureau of Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, 
and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum and 
the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Cen- 
tennial, to be held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 
19, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Appropriations reported an 
amendment, to strike out the whole of the original joint resolution and 
insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment striking out the preamble will be agreed to, and the Chief Clerk 
will read the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which was to strike out all of 
the joint resolution and to insert: 


Whereas the States which comprise the Northwest Territory and the adja- 
cent States will hold at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888, 
a Centennial Exposition commemorative of the organization of the Northwest 
Territory, under the ordinance of 1787, in which exposition all the States and 
Territories of the United States and the General Government have been invited 
to participate, the object being in said exposition to present a panorama of the 
nation’s resources and present state of progressive development, by an exhi- 
bition of the products of agriculture, of the various industries and fine arts; also 
the results of advancement made in the sciences; the whole illustrating the op- 
portunities secured to and the possibilities which wait upon the citizens of this 
Republic; and 

Whereas the citizens of the State of Ohio and the several States adjacent thereto 
have made suitable and adequate preparation and arrangements for holding 
said exposition, and are desirous—and it being fit and proper—that the several 
Executive Departments of the Government, the Department of Agriculture, the 
Government Printing Office, the Smithsonian Institution, including the National 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, should participate in said ex- 
position : Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the head of each of the several Executive Departments 
of the Government, the Commissioner of Agriculture, the Government Print- 
ing Office, and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum 
and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, under the direction of the President of 
the United States, be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to prepare 
and make suitable exhibits at the said Ohio centennial, to be held at Columbus, 
beginning on the 4th of September, and closing October 19, 1888, 

That to enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, the 
Government Printing Office, the Department of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian 
Institution, including the National Museum and Commission of Fish and Fish- 
eries, to participate in said exposition, to be held as aforesaid, there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
$40,000, apportioned as follows: 

For the War Department, $3,000. 

For the Navy Department, $1,000. 

For the Treasury Department, $4,000. 

For the Interior Department, $10,000. 

For the Department of Agriculture, $7,000. 

For the Government Printing Office, $3,000. 

For the Post-Office Department, $2,000. 

For the Smithsonian Institution, including the Commission of Fishand Fish- 
eries, $10,000, 

That the President may, if in his judgment it shall be deemed necessary and 
expedient in order to secure the best results with greatest economy, transfer a 
part of the fund hereby apportioned to one Department or bureau to another 
Department or bureau. The term bureau wherever used herein shall be con- 
strued to include the Agricultural Department and the Smithsonian Institution. 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to detail an 
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. 1(H. R rranting a p n to John Magh«e . 
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Re 
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i ’ A bill (H. ing a pension to I oel; 
10 1S A bill (H. relief of Margare 
c l 1 i A bill (H. R. § ig a pension to Louise I. D. Hoit; 
ec i they W A bill (H. 9649) continuing the pension of Milton Merwin: and 
the stre A bill (H for the relief of William I. Robb. y 
Ww where the d INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTO 
! + 
re compeiied by ) 9 » rar 7 4 Lenka . 
ea ai. Mr. BROWN. I present an amendment to the legislative, executive 
novia alt he ¢ - . . . . cree <a . { 
je , | and judicial appropriation bill. I ask that it be read for infor 
rtunity whatev 1 ie : a ae ee 
ol] } nd referred to the Committee on Appropriations; and also that a cop 
Da wshall ; : ji ie I’. 
. : of it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
. : The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amet t will be stated 
The SECRETARY. On page 26, line 11, aft > word ‘* collecto 
is proposed to insert: 
the } | retear ; »* ° . : or : s 
UNO fal ' including one collector for the internal-revenue district of Georgia and 
ical suggestion that lin FI tant collectors, at $3,000 each, 
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dred,’’ tostrike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ three,’’ and after ‘‘ hundred’’ 
to insert *‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read: 


iall the span of said bridge be less than 350 feet in length, and the pic 








thereof shall be parallel with the current of the river Phe main span shall be 
over the channel of the river and not less than 250 feet in length | 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, insection 3, line 14, heforethe word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘*two,’’ and after the word | 
‘hundred”’ to strike out ‘‘and twenty-five; ’’ so as to read: 
I ise the said company shall elect to construct said bridge as adraw-bridge, | 
the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw overthe main 
channel with spans not less than 200 feet in length in the clear on each side of | 
the pivot piers, and the next adjoining spans to the draw shall not be less than | 
100 feet, and the said span shall not be less than feet above low-water mar} 
and not ss than 10 feetabove extreme high-water mark, measuring from the bot 
tom « rd of said brid and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel withthe 





current of the river where said bridg 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, in section 6, line 13, before the word “‘said, 





to strike out ‘‘ therefrom,’’ and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ pro- 


ceed,’’ to insert ‘‘them:;’’ so as to read 


| 
ay be erected. 
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The next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to add: 


And all expenses attending such changes shall be paid by the company con 
structing said bridge; or, if the Secretary of War shall require any change in 
said bridge or the entire removal of the same after its completion, the same shall 
be at the cost of the company, and if such changes or removal shal! not be made 
when required, the Secretary of War may make such changes or removal, and 
cause proceedings to be instituted in the name of the United States in any cir- 
cuit court of the United States in whose jurisdiction any part of said bridge is 
located to recover from the company or persons owning said bridge the amount 


which may be expended by the United States in such alterations or removal. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 


were concurred in. 
Che amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


he disagre« g tes of the two Houses on 


rhe committee of conference on t d ‘eing Vv 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 8565) “making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 


















W! ss and other information aforesaid shall be examined by | ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’ having met, after full and fr 
him prove the same, he shall so notify the said railway com- | oynference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
pany |, and said company may then proceed to the erection of | Jyouses as follows 
said t + Chat the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 56. 

The amendment was agreed to. That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 

Che next amendment was, insection 6, line 21, after the word ‘‘ au- sage ao or 29 ‘ot to ae ae eee ne eee eg 
thorized to insert ‘‘ and all expense atte nding any such changes shall Phat the House rec ede from its d rre ement tothe amendment of the Se n- 
€ 


be paid by the company; ’’ so as to read: 

The said railway company may, at any time, make any alterations deemed 
advisable to be made in said bridge, but must first submit such proposed alter- 
ution to the Secretary of War, and his approval shall be first had before they 
shall be authorized; and all expense attending any such changes shall be paid 
by the company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 7, after the words ‘‘ bridge 
as,’’ to strike ont ‘‘Congress’’ and insert ‘‘the Secretary of War,’’ and 
in line 11, after the words *‘judgment of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Congress ”’ 
]- 
r 


and insert ‘‘the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the section read: 
Sec. 7. That the said bridge herein authorized to be constructed shall be so 


kept and managed at all times as to afford proper means and ways for the pas- 


I 
we of vessels under ii both by day and night. There shall be displayed on said 
bridge from sunset to sunrise such lights and signals as may be directed by the 


Secretary of War. And such changes may be made from time to time in the 
structure of said bridge as the Secretary of War may direct at the expense of 

railway, in order the more effectually to preserve the free navigation of said 
) or the said structure shall be altogether removed, if, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War, the public good may require such remoyal, and withou 
‘ 


xpense or charge to the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 
Sec. & That this act shall be null and void unless actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of thisact being approved, 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out section [9] 10. It is entirely 
unnecessary. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 10, as fol 


lows 


Sree. LO, That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 


he amendment was agreed to, 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
NOXUBEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-pa-senger bridge across the Noxubee River, at or near Gainesville, 
in the State of Alabama, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 


ments. 


rhe first amendment was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ obstruction ”’ 
at the end of line 14, to strike out ‘‘touches”’ and insert ‘‘ may be;”’ 


s0 as to read 

That the court of county commissioners of Sumter County, Alabama, be, and 
are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, if, in the opinion of the See 
retary of War the same be a public necessity, a wagon and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Noxubee River, at a pointat or near Gainesville, Ala, ; that said bridge 
shall not interfere with the free navigation of said river beyond what is neces- 
sary in order to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted; and 
ition arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to 


in case of any litig 
the navigation of said river, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of 
the United States in and for any district in which any of said bridge obstruc- 


tion may be 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of section 1, to add: 


And if tolls shall be charged for the passage of wagons or other vehicles, or of 
animals and foot-passengers, the rates thereof may be fixed by the Secretary of 
War, on appeal to him for that purpose, and no higher charges shall be mace 
than shall be established by him 


The amendment was agreed to. 





ate numbered 48, and agree to the same withan amendment, asfollows: Strike 
out in line 13 ofthe amendment the words “‘survey or resurvey,”’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “allotments ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to tl nendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 51, and agree to the same with anamendment, as follows: Insert 
after the word “ California,” the words “in suit, Byrne vs. Alds and another;”’ 





and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 52 lacreeto the same with an amendment, as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: *' This sum to be in full satisfac- 
tion of all claims against the Government growing out of such service and 
the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 68,and agree tothe same withan amendment as follows: Strike out, 

n line 4 of said amendment, the words “ one thousund eight hundred,’’ and in 
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘one thousand five hundred;”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sena 
numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the word “ previously’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “to be;’’ and the Senate agree to the same, 








Ht. L. DAWES, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
S. W. PEEL, 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC PARK AT ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 

The bill (S. 2946) granting the use of certain lands to the city o 
St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN FINN. 

The bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn was considered as in 
| Committee of the Whole. 

The preambie recites that in October, 1863, John Finn and William 
P. Milliken were partners in trade, engaged in the purchase of horses 
and mules for the Government, under the firm name of John Finn and 


Company, and during the latter part of the year 1866 Milliken with- 





drew from the firm and conveyed and relinquished to Finn all of his 
interest therein by way of settlement and adjustment of the partner- 
| ship affairs and accounts of such firm, in order to dissolve the same, 

whereby Finn became, and is now, the sole owner of the claim for the 

horses and mules herein mentioned; that Finn, on or about the 10th 

of Oetober, 1863, furnished to the Government twenty-four horses and 
seventy-eight mules, which were inspected and accepted by a regularly 
| appointed deputy inspector of the Army, according to the regulations, 
practice, or custom of the Quartermaster’s Department at St. Louis, 
Mo.,at that time,and for which he has not received any pay; that 
Finn has prosecuted his claim before the Quartermaster-General, who 
dismissed the same for want of jurisdiction, and he thereafter appealed 
to Congress for relief, and his claim was, by the Committee on War 
Claims of the House of Representatives, referred to the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowmanact, where, upon 
hearing, the claim was dismissed for a want of jurisdiction; and he 
then procured and adduced newly-discovered evidence and applied for 
a rehearing before the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, 
which rehearing was granted and the claim transmitted to the Court 
of Claims under section 1063 of the Revised Statutes, and the court 


law again dismissed the petition for want of jurisdiction. Finn then 
appealed from the judgment of the Court of Claims to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where the judgment of the court below was 


heard the case and found the facts for the claimant, but by conclusions of 
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affirmed: and that it has been demonstra it great expense an 
that neither the executive department e courts 
to hear and determine the claim. 

The bill therefore proposes that the claim of John Finn, of St. ! 


Mo., for the value of twenty-four horses and seventy- t m 
interest, be referred to the Court of Claims with jurisdiction 
determine, and allow the same; and, if it shall appear to tl 
tion of the court that the horses and mules were duly insp 
cepted as suitable for the service for which they were intended 
ofticer of the United States under the regulations, practice, 
in force in, and observed by the 
Louis, Mo., in the pure hase of h 
at the time the claim originated, the court shall rende1 
the agreed price of the horses and mules, with legal 
date the said claim first accrued 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims w 
ment, in line 18, after the word ‘‘contrary,’’ to strike out 














orses and mules [tor the Grove 









And also with« es t sas tot issig : | 
of any claim upon r pa s e. o1 st t 3 
tained in section 1 Statutes of the United States 
. , } 2, 
So as to make the proviso read 
Provided, That said court id l cla Lot w 5 
ing the bar of any statute of limitatio n 





The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. COCKRELL. I see the committee recommend another am« 
ment in lines 15 and 16. In the report of the committee it d 


The committee is also of the opinion that the d 


cuting his case, until after the same was barred by 
ought to preclude } 





him from a recovery of interest against the Gov. 
They therefore re« ommend that the bill be amended by striking « 
teenth and sixteenth lines the following words with legal interes 
date the said claim first accrued 

‘hat amendment is an amendment offered by the committe 
wish the Senate to disagree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRyYinthechair). The 
ment will be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know what the general rule of the Senats 


been in regard to allowing interest uponallclaims. Theruleha 
almost universal, I believe, against the allowance of interest. The 


ator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES], who represents the Committee 


Claims, can say what that rule is. This case, I think, ought to be 


exception; but the committee did not feel justified in reporting ita 
exception, but made that recommendation. The Senator who re] 


the bill [Mr. SPOONER] is not here, and I would not want to tal 
advantage of his absence. Ido n 
upon the question, and if it could be done fairly and 
like to have the amendment disagreed to. The 
ean state what the report is. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This report was made by the § 
from Wisconsin[Mr.SrooNEeR]. In the absence of that Senator I t] 
it better to allow the bill to pass as it came from the committee 
there is a committee of conference the Senator from Missouri « 
sent such reasons as satisfy him that an exception ought 
and the amendment of the committee not adopted. It can be « 
taken care of by that means. I prefer that that course should be t 
and I hope that the Senator from Missouri will agree to let that 
be taken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course I can not let the b 
over under the circumstances. If the Senate adheres to the act 
the committee, very well. I would rather have the bill passed 
way than not passed at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator from Missouri asking that inte 
be allowed on a ¢ Li i 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say this seems to bean execs ptional case 
mit che rule all the time is against interest 

Mr. FRYE. I have seen thousands of cases whi h were cla 
be exceptional, and yet the rule was adhered to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senate act 

Mr. PASCO. I will say thatthe committee on this matter w 
imous that tlle amendments ought to be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmen 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 15, after the word ‘* mules,”’ i 
posed to strike out ‘‘ with legal interest from the date the said « 

first accrued.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend: 
were concurred in. 


ot know how the cor litte 











1 





1 
t will be stat 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The preamble will be a 
there be no objection 

Mr. COCKRELL. The preamble should be disagreed to, ac 
to the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the pr 
will be stricken out. ‘The report does not mention the preamble 
there be no objection, however, the pr ll 


reed 


r 


“amble will be stricke 
The Chair hears none, and it is stricken out. 








m 
( 
son 
t 
t 
ul 
} 
| ’ 
3S we 
: 
‘ 
lt 
Phe 
wi 
q 
H 
1 
Ci 
The PI 


\ 
‘ 
I 
\ 
i 
1 
4 





1 the 
e phys 
Lw ope 





CORD—SENATE. 














































































Dd CONGRESSION 
i 
| I 
‘ | i ‘ i 1 o 70% } 
the n ed } bein 
2 1 ¢ hie ‘ 4 ? ‘¢ 
( LJ } that will bei mally laid 
‘ ose OFA mor bi yn the ¢ l ndar 
i i] e! ( ‘ on tot bill being laid a 
1 the Calendar. I do not know what op] 
i ition |} 1, bi I hardly feel ] ce pre it 
1 nate 1s to-a It may be informa 
| i ) t pleasure 
a Let it retain its } 
: HAI I suggest that it } ay! 
to ha full Senate | agr 
{ 1 Or », L ask that it fi 
DOLPH. 1 supp quite pos e that some § 
' ‘ ire u n the bill b yre that 1 
} a 7 laid 
HA Let it be laid aside, then, from day to « 
til the con cency happe ns which the Senator sugges 
i PRI DING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the 1 
} will be informally laid aside. 
[PPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAI fA, WI 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider: 
of 1 bill 16) to authorize the construction of a brids 
4 i po i 3 the M ippl River between the State 
: ‘ und J} esota, to ocated north of and in the vicin 
; ( 4 \\ 
‘ n endment reported by t Cor ttee on ¢ ere 
‘ % eri ! tion 
e I tt tsh I y l ial co 
} a ‘ I a < ‘ iv 
t t l the 
I ent agreed 1% 
“ i ‘ ] ill re} rted to the S« nats t imended, and the me I 
we Col rred 
bill ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
‘ } ] 
; ri ‘ EE RIVER BRI 4 NTERSVILLI ALA 
l bill (s 11) authorizing the construction of a bridge: 
Tennessee River at or near Guntersvill Ala., and for other pury 
4 was announced as next in order. 
: Mr. HARRIS. Let that be indefinitely postponed. A House 





4 
he same purpose has already been passed and become a 


SIDING OFFICER. 











‘ fhe PRI The bill w | 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
4 PUBLIC-LAND ENTRIES 
4 i sennt \ in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to « n 
: bi to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of cert 
2 Sé on public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certai 
: ‘ : . ana ry ions. paid on void entries of pnb 
z i pu 1 and commissions, paic n vold entrie of pub 
ini } ve June 16, 1880, 
2 rhe bil i reported from the Committee on Public Lan 
} mendments, in section 2, line 1, after the word ‘* homestead, 


rt ‘‘ pre-emption; ’’ in line 20, after the word ‘‘entry,’’ to inse 
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Che amendment was agreed to. 
. : as E ' : ‘ , 
i ine bill was repo Led tol sen j ea ina T :mend ni ’ 
were concurred in 
i bill was ord 1 to | I l reading, read tl 
{ } } 
l a time 1d py a 
DISTRI TION ¢ FI \) FISHERI ° 
ry } ‘ 7 .* + r nwrr . ] 
The next business on the Calendar was the House concurrent resol 
tion for the correction of an error made in the distribution of a doc 





‘*Fish and Fisheri and the Senate proceeded toi 








consideratiol 
rhe 1 lution was read, as follows 
IN THE HOUSE « REPRI NTATIVES, Apr Ss 
W he is it appears by the report made tothe House of Representatives fi 
the Committee on Printing, February 16, 1888, that there are in the hands of th 
I c Printer 507 sets of the document known as “Fish and Fisheries,” he! 





xy him for sale; and 


1 


aiso by 


appears by sa 
February, al 
»,000 copies, the actual number 
with 5 more 





g these books about the 
y g 6,000 copies instead « 
the H This mistake 
< than they were entitled to receive, 
rtof the number credited. Asthe 


Vhereas it 





t of L886 1istake 


puse, cred it« 








nper 











n ing-room about 
! td »vered for ghieen months after, and very many 
in the mean time number thus placed to their credit 

te to fully correct the error After it was discovered, however, 3 sets 

ted from the accounts of members who had that number still remain 

! credit, and where only 1 or 2 sets were to the credit of members the 

en t w neeled. On account of this error there are 437 sets of this book } 

till tothe credit of members and ex-members which can not be furnished unt 
1e provision is made to supply the folding-room with that quantity of them 
Res d by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Publi 














er be directed to withhold from sale and rn over to the Doorkeeper of 

{ louse of Representa i37 copies of the do vent known as “ Fish and 

Fis es t et 1 ing good to the respective members of 

( ess ¢ el joint resolution passed July 21, 1882, the de- 

ency occurring tothem by 1 < ! ake made in the prorating and 
distribution of such documents under res tion, 


1¢ resolution was concurred ip. 
1e preamble was agreed to. 

















n= 
ht 











I 
7, - 








- DR 
s 4 
l a 
4 
= : <I 
- * 














PO y's 


eee teed 
oe Ar kiaeisctien 


Fs 
: 
i 
ie 
7 
F 


(Rg BON KAS TON IRE TRS A LR EE er NE OODLE eS ay Ne Sanat 


5352 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JuNE 18, 


—— 


The bill w reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment were concurred in 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
JOHN FLETCHER, 

Mr. DAWES in my absence the bill (S. 1331) for the relief of John 
Fletcher was passed over, I move to take up that bill now. It will 
take but a moment 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. DAWES I move that, instead of the Senate bill, House bill 
128, reported this morning, which is identical with it, may be taken 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objec tion, the House 
bill will be reported and considered in lieu of the Senate bill. 

Che bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to John lletcher, of Franklin, Ind., $3,450, for loss of cat- | 
tle, while in the employment of the United States, in the year 1870, 
by the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no report, the clerks inform 
the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a report made to the House of Representa 
tives upon the House bill which has been made to the Senate on two 
separate occasions unanimously, and the same report has been adopted. 
There was no report made with this bill at this session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any Indian fund out of which the claim 
is payable? 

Mr. DAWES. No, there is no Indian fund out of which the money 
can be paid. These Indians are supported out of the Treasury now, so 
that if it should be confined to the Indian fund nothing would come ot 
it 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no fund applicable to that purpose? 

Mr. DAWES. No, there is no fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator state briefly what were the cir- 
cumstances ? 

Mr. DAWES. This man was employed under contract with the Gov- | 
ernment to supply cattle for the Indians at the Cheyenne and Arapaho 
agency. In taking them to the agency, after they were got upon the 
reservation, but before they reached the agency, a raid was made by | 
some Indians, who could not be controlled, upon the cattle he had 
there, and this amount of cattle was captured by them. 

This matter was before the Senate at two separate sessions, and the | 
bill passed the Senate unanimously. It has been reported unanimously 
twice this session by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and has passed 
the House of Representatives also. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Indians ate the cattle? 

Mr. DAWES. The Indians consumed the cattle, but this man lost | 
them. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise to object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I should like to have the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs explain how it is that this claim for Indian depredations is sin- 
gled out of the hundreds of claims that are pending in the Senate, 
numbers of which have been referred to the Commiltee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. DAWES. A great many bills for what may be called Indian 
depredations have been referred, session after session, to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and a good many more to the Committee on 
Claims. The Committee on Claims at this session found themselves 
so overwhelmed with the matter that they could not cope with it, and 
they instructed a subcommittee, after conference with the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to submit to the Senate a resolution for a special 
committee to take care of the subject. That resolution was reported 
to the Senate by the Senator’s colleague, and remains pending in the 
Senate. 

This claim was considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs to be 
somewhat different from the others in the fact that this was a man in 
the employ of the Government taking these cattle under contract with | 
the Government to these very Indians, and he had got the cattle upon | 
the reservation, and on their way to the agency, when they were raided 
upon by these Indians and captured. It is somewhat different from 
the general question of Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the Indians appropriate them to the same 
purpose that they would have been appropriated to if they had been 
delivered ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, they appropriated them to the same purpose, 
but the loss was taken out of this poor fellow who had the cattle driv 
ing them there. The cattle were not accounted for, and he could not 
get pay for cattle he did not deliver to the agency. 

Mr. DOLPH. Under the same principle, whenever there is a raid 
made by Indians from a reservation into the surrounding country and 
horses are stolen or cattle taken and eaten, they are appropriated to the 
same purpose for which the beef that is bought by the Government to 
feed them is appropriated. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt about that, but itis taking private | 





property to feed the Indians when the Government is under treaty ob- 
ligations to feed them itself. The Government made a contract with 
this man that if he would deliver tothe agency these cattle it would 
pay him for them. On his way to the agency and aitter he got within 
the jurisdiction of the agent himself, the Indians destroyed his cattle 
before they were accounted for. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ican not see that this is a stronger case than the 
4,500 cases which are now peuding for payment by the Government for 
Indian depredations, 

Mr. DAWES. This case has one advantage, if no other, over those. 
It has been reported favorably by this committee in two previous Con- 
gresses, and passed the Senate unanimously, as it has now passed the 
House of Representatives unanimously; and it has been to some extent 
adjudicated upon as a fair and proper claim against the Government 


| (whether the other claims were or not), because the Government ought 


to have taken care of these cattle after it had got them upon the reser- 
vation. 
Mr. DOLPH. I simply desire to say that I think it isa burning 


| shame that claimants have been for the last twenty-five or thirty years 
| waiting for the Government to take action upon their claims for Indian 
| depredations. I think the Government is under a legal obligation to 


pay for all depredations committed before 1860. There has been a pro- 
vision of law all the while, before 1860 and since, for the presentation 
of all such claims to the Secretary of the Interior, for the auditing of 


| the claims by him, and for a report by the Secretary toCongress. ‘The 
| reports of the Secretary of the Interior are before Congress. Congress 
| has all the information that has been obtained by the Secretary of the 


Interior, together with the findings of facts in the cases; and then nu- 
merous bills, bills of a general character and bills for private relief, 
have been introduced into both branches of Congress and referred to the 
respective committees. 

I admit that the present claim has this advantage, that the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs has taken it up, and reported it favorably; but 
upon its merits it has no advantage over the four thousand five hun- 
dred claims now pending and waiting to be paid; and I hope the com- 
mittee and Congress will find time to act upon those claims. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator that it is a shame that these 


outstanding claims are left to be knocking at the door of Congress and 
get no hearing. Many of them are just claims which ought to be 
paid. 


Some of them in the nature of the case are exaggerated and swollen, 
and some of them are groundless. There is a vast number of them, 
involving a very large charge upon the Treasury. 

From time to time the Committee on Appropriations, pressed with 
these claims to be put upon their bills, have devised ways to eliminate 
those that ought to ke paid out of the others, and as yet they have failed. 
The proposition which came from the Committee on Claims, and had 
the co-operation of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to constitute a 
committee here whose sole business it should be to sift out these claims 
and report such as ought to be paid, should be adopted by the Senate. 
Upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his 
report, just such a committee was created in the House of Representa- 
tives at the beginning of this session, but they have somehow or other 
been appalled, and like all other committees have gone to work pick- 


| ing out here and there those claims which have had the greatest press- 


ure behind them, but no general disposition of the claims hss been 
made. 

[ donot think the Committee on Indian Affairs is very much to blame. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs is a pretty industrious committee with 


| other matters. These are claims, and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
ought not to be burdened with them this much. That committee will 


bear me out in saying that if they undertook to pass upon these claims 
they could not do anything else. 

I have not a word to say in contravention of what the Senator from 
Oregon has said. Nobody upon any of these committees who has seen 
the character of these claims and the appalling amount which has been 
rolling up from year to year, and the condition and need of many of 


| the claimants, will hesitate a moment in saying that it is a shame 


they are left undisposed of. , ; : 
This claim has certain elements which I have tried to point out, in 
addition to the fact that it has had the indorsement of two or three 


| committees and of the Senate on two or three occasions. 


Mr. DOLPH. It seems that we are all in favor of paying these 
claims. As far as I know, everybody agrees that they should be paid. 


| We are constantly passing bills for private relief and passing bills of a 


general character for the adjudication of claims against the Govern- 
ment. It seems very strange that these just claims, which have been 
for over a quarter of a century awaiting the action of Congress for their 
payment, and which have been adjudicated over and over again by the 


| Secretary of the Interior, can not be paid. J can not say, I will not 


undertake to say, where the blame lies, but it seems to me that there 
ought to be some action taken, either by the passage of a general bill, 
or a committee should be appointed to take up these cases one by one 
and pass upon them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this case is distinguishable from the great 
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NOMINATIONS 
i rominations received by the Senate June 18, 1888, 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Andrew I’. Shafer, of Michigan, to be surveyor of customs for the 


port of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan, being a new office cre- 
ated by act of Congress approved June 4, 1888. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUIM 


of Texas, to be United States distri 








Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Second Lieut. Henry De H. Waite, to be first lieutenant, June 4, 


1888, 1 Watts, appointed regimental adjutant. 
Ninth Regime nt of Car alry. 
First Lieut. F. Beers Taylor, to be captain, June 15, 1888, vice Daw 
son, retired from active service. 


Second Lieut. John H. Gardner, to be first lieutenant, June 


J 


t l promoted 
i 
} }? ent " Infantr 
J ti of infantry. 
First Lieut. Joseph A. Sladen, regimental quartermaster, to be cap 
1 I™ . € dy ry? , y ? ' 14 iw =r Ut 7 
J 15, 18 duentin, retired from active service. 
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rhe original bill provided for the appropriation of $60,000 for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of the building, but the city council of Brownsville hay 

a site to the Government, the committe: 

ginal bill, which authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to accept the dona n of a site for the building, and which pro 

des for an a ropriati ly $50,000 for the cost of tl lildine. 

The committee recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand, $50,000 is the whole sum pro- 
posed to be expended for this building ? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 
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1et revenue of the post- e for the fiscal year 1887 was $1,421.29 


1 second quarters of the year 1888 it amounted to $810. 





and fi 


» fir re 
Mr. RROWS. Is there any special necessity for this buiiding? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. The Federal courts meet at Brownsville, 
and there is a custom-house there. ’ 
There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the st 
f the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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may be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk for reference 
under the direction of the Chair. 


There \ no objection, and it was so ordered. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 
rhe following bills and resolutions were introduced by being file: 


at the Clerk’s desk: 
GRANTS OF SCHOOL LANDS, 
Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 10547) to amend sections 2275 
and 2276 of the Revised Statutes relating to the grants of school lands 
to the States and Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed 
ARMY UNIFORMS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 182) to 


print 3,000 sets of plates illustrating the uniform of the Army of the | 


United States from the organization of the Government to the present 
time; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 
FRANCES E. SMITH. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contingent 
fund of the House to Francis E, Smith the sum of $102 for services rendered dur- 
ing the construction of the elevatorin the south wing of the Capitol, for the 
months of July, August, and September, 1887 


EDWIN WILKINSON, 


Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 10548) to rerate the pension of 


Edwin Wilkinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY RESERVATION, WEST POINT, N. Y. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 10549) for the enlarge- 
ment of the military reservation at West Point, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, RED WING, MINN. 

Mr. MACDONALD introduced a bill (H. R. 10550) for the erection 
of a public building at Red Wing, Minn.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FARIBAULT, MINN. 

Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 10551) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Faribault, Minn.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SEVEN WILSON, 

Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 10552) granting a 
pension to Seven Wilson; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 10553) to impose certain 
duties upon the Department of Labor; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

EVENING SESSIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that one even- 
ing in each week should be set apart for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar to which there is no objection; that the other evenings of each week— 
other than Friday evening—be set apart for the consideration of bills reported 
from the various committees, to which there is no objection, one evening being 
specifically set apart for each committee, which shall, through its chairman, 
apply to the Committee on Rules for such opportunity to consider bills which 
have been reported to the House by said committee; and that from and after 
Monday, June 25, the House shall meet at 10 o’clock a. m., the daily sittings to 
be devoted to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue. 

REFUNDING OF COTTON TAX. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to refund the internal- 
revenue tax collected on cotton under the acts of Congress approved 
March 7, 1864, and July 13, 1866, and other acts amendatory thereof; 
which was referred to the Committee en the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE BAYOU PIERRE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCITARD also submitted a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for the removal of the raft and other obstructions in Bayou 
Pierre, a tributary of the Red River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

BAYOU TECHE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of Bayou Teche, in the parishes of 
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St. Martin and St. Landry in said State; which was referred to the 


Committce on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
CASTOR, D’ARLONNE, AND CORNIE BAYOUS, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to make appro- 


in said State; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
ors, and ordered to be printed. 


priations for the improvementof Bayous Castor, D’ Arbonne, and Cornie, 
} 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CAMDEN, ARK. 
Mr. McRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 10554) for the erection of a 
public building at Camden, Ark.; which was read a first and second 


| time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 


| ordered to be printed. 








| part of said sum shall be used to procure or pay for spirituous or intoxicating 


LANDS IN SOUTHWESTERN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R. 10555) to authorize an entry of 
certain lands in Southwestern Louisiana under the homestead laws, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I believe to-day is suspension day for 
committees. If during the morning it is the desire of any of the com- 
mittees to have the privilege that the rule grants them, I am willing 
they should exercise it. I do not know whether any of the commit- 
tees are now ready to make motions for suspension, and if not, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to consider general appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs has a prop- 
osition thatit is ready to submit now and ask the suspension of the rules 
upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon what subject? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Making an appropriation of 525,000 for the 
reunion at Gettysburgh. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not object to that; but I give notice that 
after that I shall ask consent to go into Committee of the Whole on 
appropriation bills, 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Foreign Affairs is first on the 
list. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called. 

Mr. COBB. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 

ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF THE BATTLE OF GETTYSBURGH. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the resolution which 1 send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 169) appropriating $25,000 for the celebration of the 
twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh. 

Resolved, ete., That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the celebra- 
tion of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh, on the Ist, 
2d, and 3d days of July, 1888, by the survivors of the Army of the Potomac and 
the Army of Northern Virginia; said sum to be expended, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, for the erection of temporary barracks, kitchens, and 
mess quarters, for the flooring of tents and for straw for the same, for the build- 
ing of stands and their decoration, for a band of music, and for the necessary 
ine'dental expenses for the purposes mentioned: Provided, That a part of said 
sum, not to exceed $5,000, may be used to guaranty contractors against loss in 
order to secure subsistence at a moderate rate: And provided further, That no 


liquors, 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; I demand a second. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. A second being demanded; the Chair appoints as 
tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, noes 11. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Michigan having raised the 
point of no quorum, and there being within my knowledge eighty-two 
pairs, involving the non-voting of 164 members, I must ask that the 
House proceed with the sundry civil bill, on which bill I do not be- 
lieve the point of no quorum will be made. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois can withdraw his 
motion. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel warranted in with- 
drawing the resolution. If a resolution of this character can not pass 
the House, in my judgment we had better suspend business. I feel 


| that if a resolution of this character can not be voted upon without 


the question of no quorum being made against it, the House had better 
adjourn and wait until the other side of the House are ready to vote. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
practically gives notice the resolution shall not pass. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no occasion for the observation 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. I raised the ques- 
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tion in this case upon my individual responsibility c é 
this expenditure ought not to be made out of the I 
l of some t or 





It has come to pass that whenever a centennia 
rtant historical event comes about in some s« 


to have a celebration and Congress is at once asked for an 





on If there is to be an exposition abroad at Australia or 
somewhere else——- 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Debate is not in order. 


PEAKER. There having been no second, the gentleman mak 


point that debate is not in order 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am simply responding to the gentl 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. This is not a local matte: Chis 
is a national celebration. It is a national affair and every Ameri 
ought to be in favor of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the itlema 
from Indiana m l with his statement. 

The SPEAKER. How much time shall be given 








ay proceet 





Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. RANDALL. Five minutes on each 
inere was no obpjectio! 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was proceeding to say th the « 





of every event of a historical character a centennial ors 


celebration is proposed, and there is always an attempt to have an ay 





propriation made by Congress to pay the expenses. 

When a locality proposes to do this a call is at once made up 
eee ll the States to pay the expenses out of the national 
a We have expositions in France, England, and in the islar 


Some ambitious merchant desires to send his wares to one of th 
positions fer his own private benefit. He asks that his advert r | 
paid by the national Treasury and wedoit. When there isa centen 
nial at Yorktown, and of an event certainly hallowed in the m« 
of every American citizen, we take money out of the Treasury to pay 
the expenses of one of the most disgraceful orgies that has ever occurred 
in the history of a 
Mr. TOWNSHEN 
him 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am not opposed to the celebration h¢ 





Will the gentleman permit 1 to remind 


I 
cause Confederate and Union soldiers meet. Iam as glad to see the 
meeting as any gentleman onthe other side. ‘The war is ove1 A ] 


time ago I said in this House I would, if I could, have that bloody es 
perience of the nation taken up, like Uncle Toby’s oath, to Heaven’ 
chancery, let the recording angel drop upon it the tear of pity and bl 
itout forever, I put my opposition to this resolution solely upon 
ground that it is undemocratic and unconstituti There is no v 
int for it in the Constitution. If the gentlemen on the other side will 
find a warrant to make this expenditure I will find a warrant to runa 
circus or menagerie at the expense of the people of the United Stat 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can find precedents. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; for anything. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can find precedents for just such : 

Mr.OATES. Iwanttosay to my friend from Indiana [ Mr. Bro 









that I am most heartily in accord witl? him in this matte 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I congratulate my distinguished frie 
from Alabama. This is the first time I have knov him to 





during the session. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The imputation cast upon the proposed c 
bration at Gettysburg} 





rh in characterizing it as in the nature of ; 















ing party and likening it to that at Yorktown, where there was some 
misconduct, is, in my judgment, entirely unwarranted. I t 

| now simply for the purpose of calling attention to the express and 
eX} it language of the resolution, which excludes the use of spirituou 
or intoxicating liquors or the purchase of anything of t nat th 
the money here proposed to be appropriated. It is to be used under 

1 ~ . - . . : . , 
the direction of the Secretary ot War for the erection of temporary 





barracks, kitchen and mess quarters, for the flooring of tents and s 
for same, for the building of stands and their orat et 





he accommodation of those who participated in the battle that may 
attend the celebration. 

{ yield the remainder of my time to my colleague on the Military 
Committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA |]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr, Speaker, this being the second time that th 
resolution has met with opposition from the other side of the |] 





opposition coming from gentlemen who clai he special 1 
ians of the surviving soldiers of the war of the reb n, I de 


right and just that I should call attention to that fact. Now, sir, 

is the purpose of this proposed meeting upon that great battle-fi 

I will redd you a statement of the purpose of it. It is that oth 
armies may on that occasion recall, in friendship and fraternity, the sen 
timents of good-will, loyalty, and patriotism which now happily unit 
us all in sincere devotion to our beloved country.’’ That is the object, 
sir, of the reassembling of the brave men who met there twenty-five 
years ago to contend with each other in deadly strife, and I am utterly 
amazed that a gentleman upon the other side should characterize it as 
acircus. The gallant men who are to meet on that great battle-field 
will not, in my judgment, accept that characterization —— 
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Mr. RANDALL. I do not say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LAWLER] that the effect of his point is to stop the farther considera- 
tion of this bill, yet I want him to distinctly understand while that is 
the effect on the one hand, on the other hand I do not mean to be co- 
erced in this way. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that tellers be ordered. , 
Mr. LAWLER. I have raised the point of no quorum. It is my 


resent needs me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. LAWLER. I will withdraw my point of no quorum and call 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. ForNry] and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
LAWLER. | 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 49. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAWLER. Knowing as I do the necessity for this money, I 
am compelled to insist on getting something in this bill, if possible, no 
matter how small the amount may be. I ask the committee to with- 
draw its objection and allow the sum of $20,000 to go in this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no authority from the committee to make 
any compromise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


After line 22 insert: 
‘*For repairs of post-office and custom-house building, Chicago, I11., $20,000." 


Mr. LAWLER. I do not like to assume the position of begging for 
a building in regard to which the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations makes the frightful admission that it cost $6,000,000. It 
is true. That only shows the more the necessity that the appropria- 
tion ought to be granted by this House. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania knows himself and from others who have visited the building 
what its condition is. I do not want to take up the time of the House 
in showing what has been done with the last three niggardly appro- 
priations made for that building. The building is not fit to carry on 
business in. The few appropriations made have put the building 
partly in a substantial condition. I have stated, and I repeat, there 
are rooms occupied to-day by employés of the United States Govern- 
ment there that have not been cleaned or painted in four years. It is 
ashame. I say here asa member of this House, in behalf of a city that 
| in part represent, I do not believe the opinion of the committee or 
the report of the committee ought to be followed in this case. The 
chairman of the committee dwells strongly on the $200,000 that has 
been appropriated in bulk for eight large cities. That appropriation 
could go to one large city alone instead of being distributed among 
eight large cities. The amount I now ask, $20,000, is small. I hope 
the House will grant it. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to say that I am familiar with the condition of 
the building in Chicago. Ihave frequently been init. It is unfit for 
cecupation. It is dangerous. It ought not to be left in its present 
condition. It needs the appropriation recommended by the Treasury 
Department. It is indecent, unsafe, and inhuman to leave the build- 
ing as itis. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. My only statement is that this matter is pro- 
vided for in the general fund. If we go outside for one building we 
may be obliged to go outside for all. 

‘The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. LAWLER. Task foradivision. 

The House divided; and thereupon there were—ayes 41, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Huntsville, Ala.: For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, $50,000, 

Mr. NEAL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, after line 25, insert: 

‘For court-house and post-office at Chattanooga, Tenn.: For completion of 
building under present limit, $50,000." 


Mr. NEAL. Inconnection with this amendment I desire to have read 
the letter from the Supervising Architect which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The letter was read, as follows: 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, April 12, 1888. 

Sir: In response to your communication of the 11th instant, I havethe honor 
to state that the limit placed by Congress on the proposed Federal building at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., is $200,000, of which amount $150,000 has been appropriated, 
and the balance, $50,000, is included in the regular estimate for the fiscal year 
1889, 

In view of this it will be necessary that the appropriation asked be made in 
order to permit the entering into contracts during the ensuing fiscal year for 
the erection of the building. 

In this connection I have to inclose copy of Annual Report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for 1887,and to invite your attention tothe marked paragraphs on 


pages XLVIIT and XLIX,. 
Respectfully, yours, WILL. A. FRERET, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. J. R. NEAL, 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
House of Representatives. 


JUNE 18, 





Mr. NEAL. I desire also to have read the paragraph which I have 
marked in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After a careful consideration of the method that has been pursued in the past 
in appropriating money for the construction of public buildings, Iam convinced 


that a great saving of time and money would be secured if the full amount of 
the limit of cost should be appropriated in one sum, so that the work of con- 


| struction might be uninterruptedly pursued, and thus avoid a suspension of 





duty to fight for my rights here, and I shall do so when the city I rep- | werk by reason of the exhaustion of a partial appropriation. If this method 


should be adopted the inconvenient delay experienced by the Department up to 
this time in building public buildings would be avoided, and the large sums r-- 
quired for the rental of private buildings on account of this delay be saved to 
the Government. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I think that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury presents the common-sense business view of this matter. The ex- 
penditure in the amendment proposed by me is already provided for 
bylaw. TheSupervising Architect practically admits in his letter that 
he will not be able to expend the extra $50,000 during the next fiscal 
year, but he states that it is included in his estimate and is necessary 
for the purpose of making contracts for the completion of the building. 
I know that we are in very great need of this building at Chattanooga, 
and I know of no reason why it should not be completed within the 


| next fiscal year; but if it should not be, still this appropriation is nec- 
| essary to enable the Supervising Architect to make contracts so that he 


can go on and complete the building within reasonable time without 
detriment to the general fund which has been provided by law as the 
limit for this building. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. On the 3ist of December, 1887, there was $149,- 
685 of the appropriation for this building unexpended, to which should 
be added $75,000, if I remember aright, appropriated in the bill which 
extended the limit $75,000. 

Mr. NEAL. That is correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. Making,on the 31st of December, $224,685 on 
hand to be expended during the coming fiscal year in the construction 
of this building, a sum which the Supervising Architect advised the 
committee was all that he could expend during that period. There- 
fore this $50,000 additional was not appropriated in this bill. If the 
Architect could expend that amount more during the fiscal year, well 


| and good, or if he could with advantage to the Government make a con- 


tract up to the limit requiring an additional $50,000, I would not ob- 


| ject to incorporating the appropriation in that part of this bill where 


like cases are provided for. Ifthe Architect feels that he can with econ- 
omy make contracts covering this amount, even though he may not be 
able to expend the money during the fiscal year we are appropriating 
for, . would be willing to allow it to go into the bill in connection with 
other cases that are treated in that way. Therefore if the gentleman 
[Mr. NEAL] will consent to incorporating Chattanooga in the general 
clause, which provides that the Treasury Department may make con- 
tracts up to the limit authorized by law, I shall not object. 

Mr. NEAL. I have no objection to that. I have not had time to 
read the bill through since it was printed, and had not noticed that 
part of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the gentleman’s object will be accomplished 
in the way I have suggested. We have had to take the same course 
with reference to the building at Jacksonville, Fla. 

Mr. FORNEY. If the gentleman will examine page 7 of the bill, 
he will find that general provision. 

Mr. RANDALL. When we reach that, I shall not object to the amend- 
ment being inserted. 

Mr. NEAL. Then I withdraw my amendment for the present. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. NEAL] to lines 16, 17, 18, and 19, on page 7, where he 
can have his amendment inserted when that part of the bill is reached. 

Mr. NEAL. ‘That will be satisfactory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ For court-house and post-office at Louisville, Ky.: For continuation of build- 
ing, $60,000. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come in 
after line 8. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 8, page 4, insert: 

‘** For custom-house at Port Townsend, Wash.: For construction of building, 
in excess of present limit, $120,000.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I must make the point of order on that ameand- 
ment. The committee can not extend limits. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the gentleman to withhold his point of 
order for a moment, to give me an opportunity to make a brief stafe- 
ment. The entire situation, briefly summed up, is this: Originally, 
$82,000 were appropriated for the construction of this building, but it 
was ascertained early in this session of Congress that that amount 
would be wholly inadequate for the purpose of constructing such a 
building as the public business requires at that point. Consequently, 
the Supervising Architect requires an additional appropriation of 
$38,000 for the purpose of constructing the building in accordance 
with the present plan. 

Mr. RANDALL. And they got it too. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state the exact situation. That amount 
of money was appropriated in the legislative appropriation bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. In the urgent deficiency bill. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I should have said ‘‘ the urgent deficiency } t W mad | Ls 
But to such an extent is the Supervising Architect impressed with the thern d 
importance of an additional appropriation for the construction of sucha p RANDALI [tis 1 : estion é } t is 
building as is necessary for the rapidly increasing business at that point | w 1e 
that he has entirely suspended work upon the building t é 
to the present. He is thoroughly convinced that the compl . of t | CHAIRMAN [ ( } t 
building in accordance with the present plan would be anyt! t i sustain 
in line of public economy. In order toshow the attitude of the Super- Mr. WHITI 
vising Architect in this matter I ask that the letter which I send tot lest 
desk may be read e CHA MA* 
[The Clerk read as follows = + ‘ << 
PREASU! DEPARTM I M r) i I 
VEER OF SAR SURE ES OM yuld be held good as against t 
prashin u“ I 
Si R ring to our conve f this m« eI) et } he CHAIRMAN The ¢ 
that Congress has appropriate« tl t t i Pe sy] nia vyho! t 
at Port Townsend, Wash., and limite to tl ’ punt of appro i Califor i who ¢ 1 t 
By reference to resolutions passed by the Board of Trade of $7 ee et 1 ‘ ‘ . : 7 
I find that the limit pls i ll be in ttos e the led a , ma R , 
tions for the transac Fede sines the reasons the ¢ s of op t 
First. That this port stand t be An st ‘ vue ten wlatehlons off 4 
5 l sel : I 
M WHIT t | | I 
‘dintniacadanamnmai The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ 
3 double the r ‘ insists upon it 
: Mr. RANDALI I think t ‘ t ha t 
t a here ites U ome +} I + 
Resp ° decided. 
sing A Mr. WHITE, of | . I 
Hon. C. S. Voornees, a9 ta as 
House of Representati Washing . ° nent 1s a¢ inge OF ¢ 
Mr. VOORHEES. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me thi ‘a. D> \NDAI PF ty be 
is an exceptional one. The Supervising Architect, in addition to ot: a a Se al ; 
he has stated in the communication just read, has assured me that it | 4... ‘ie 1, on ar taal 
would be very unwise to continue to work on that building under ft] cae WHI ry ' India think 
present limit. Hence it seems to me a case is presented here for t ealled re anes 
exercise of some discretion on the part of the Committee on Appro} Mr. RANDAI 
ations as to whether the point of order should be pressed. Ss 
Mr. RANDALL. If what the gentleman states as to the publi a WHIT! I] { 
cessity in this matter is correct—and I do not undertake to contro ee acta : 
his statement the proper tribunal from which to seek relief is the ' we ny sed — , ‘ ag ‘ . } 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, not the Committee on er ae ago os ' 1 
\ppropriations; and the sundry civil bill is not the proper p ’ , : 
which to remedy the difficulty. The original appropriation for this * 
purpose was $82,000. In the urgent deficiency bill passed at this “a rh, 1 \] ( ‘ 
yn the limit of the original appropriation was exceeded and i = ia : 
propriation of $38,000 was made, aggregating, as the Supervising 1 Mr. VANDEVER - 
chitect states, $120,000. Now there comes in a proposition to « oe : 21s" } : : 
the limit still further. I must insist on the point of order. si dad vuld ‘ ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the | , t “ ra ait 
point of order that this amendment changes existing law and is « i The ¢ TA I Ny \N . - ; 
order. The Chair sustains the point of order. a a ee oon ai ( 
rhe Clerk read as follows: ae Beas 
For court-house and post-office at Los Angeles, Cal.: For complet , pro} if n 
ing under present limit, $100,000, ' tofore fixed by law 
Mr. VANDEVER. I move to amend the paragraph just read I Mr. VANDE\ I 
, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ in the last line, the words ‘‘ and The CHAIRMAN t ( 
4 fifty:’’? so as to make the appropriation $150,000 I offer the a d Mr. RANDALI Che vis ] r 
‘ ment for this reason { and dollars v ppropriated 
5 Mr. RANDALL. I make a point of order on that amendment } te $100,000 
Ir. VANDEVER. One hundred and fifty thousand doll in | I CHAIRMAN I é 
advantageously expended within the coming fiscal year in the com} tleman from I N t the ( 
tion of this building. The original amount fixed in the last Co ‘ of order well ta 
was $150,000, which, as the Secretary of the Treasury and the Supe Che Clerk read : 
vising Architect have reported, is insufficient for the erection of a build For pos , M s, M I 
ing which will be adequate for the public wants at that point Phe 000, and for é 0 
have therefore recommended an increase of $100,000 end- Mr. RICI ] e to 
ment simply asks that the limit be extended 350,000. If this be agreed 37,’’ so as to make th | 
to, contracts can then be made for the entire completion of the w: craph $37,000. The estimate of t | Ye 
I wish to state further—— item is $55,000, which would, perhaps, $5,000 f 





Mr. RANDALL. Those who originally introduced this subject to | 1 $1 ) und é I 
the consideration of Congress should have been better informed, | make up $55,000, w punt te ! 
haps, than they were when they fixed too smallalimit. But the rem- | post-office building at eapr n a 





edy is not with the Committee on Appropriations, nor in this bill. | rhe building is nearly completed 1 all tl 
insist on the point of order that the amendment is in violation of ¢ ippropriation of this amonnt. I do1 
isting law. is insisted upon. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the Mr. RANDALL. I desire to t t 
point of order that this amendment proposes to extend the limit of ap- | the subcommittee went over this « 
propriation already fixed by law, and is therefore a change of existing | we considered s ent 
law. Does the gentleman from California desire to be heard on the | committee, and I ar 
point of order? mittee in this « ectior 
4 Mr. VANDEVER. I was only going to present the question whether Mr. RICE. In view of the statement t mace 
4 the circumstances in the case of Los Angeles, the second city in im- | amendment. 
‘ portance in California, do not justify the making of an exception in The Clerk read 


; 
5 
; 





3 this case. There is not a public building in that entire Sixth Con- For court Be ae at Rochester. K. ¥.- Vos , . 
a gressional district, and it strikes me as very poor economy to confine | $20,000; and « ‘ all, $ 
; the limit to the original appropriation, inasmuch as since that appro-| Mr. BAKER, of New York. I offer the follo oa 
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{ Mr. BAK ff New Y« ° Well is { y two « 1 sa 
1es at 10ST. 
i l i My ALI That would n naterial differ 
sy i W he ture is once made the main « ht lALCTIAL ¢& 
: { ti nship. 
d rds t i M of N ork rhe yr in t lilding a och- s 
Mr. B That endr t, Mr. Chair: ester will take double the amount of la that was required here, and 
a d i tl dati of the Supervising Archit vill cost double 1 h money, I ed. : 
the l rtment lhis building is now in course of comp Mr. RANDALI | t yW th ‘ yi " 
) d tl nda provides for appropriating the amount rect rat vill « as 
ed for 1 ( truction of the elevator and for the app BAKI 1, Mr. Chairman, t 7 
the l ent rre te $45,000. The to tl ( ll hay 8 \ ) SC; Wii i 
ec l ilo eating ap} t I rve for both J] 1 fre e the purp i 
) UU elevator DY, ( } tO 3, Of 1} the United tat ( ad the | 2 partme la < 
I é é ‘ ] 0 for aj} ou 8 hich pay WO, n ] constantly rowing f 
{ } committee she tl last story of the b 1 x | more rapidly in } { think, than ieiphia 
1 is ¢ cted re t now f this b i \ 1, IT hope m 1 “rom J y will pt this 
" be « ( patie I to be hoped t ment . 
{ ir, RANDALI ) 
( | 1 I desire to il to t ri ) Mr. BAKER tl I { ay 
on the re ( 1 of the Super x Architect in this respe f the Super \ tect ey 
I< re to say 1 re nee I t th i I Ir RANDALI Oh, W ] vt | 85 
i ent ol p 9 vin b 1 propo ] to :o 
mendm«e th ne I t \ ( 
col let Lie l ) i it l V n le ( for the t I I I mn ) it to 
n vd mire Lhe ) LLKé i eI lo} ed ] RANDALL. In ) ‘ 
» ed mer l rehit 1 to t] ] L by tl Gt ( t ‘ t j 
buildin e ] twen one ol t in co of « n ¢ gh for 
t ti i er is one ot t I ) ii} g Ir. BA ‘ ] ib t t < 
é pe iditure « ( e! $550,0 a l r the ¢ l I hb l 
hese items as provided for in my amendment are necessary, and I 1d t] I d hed f » on tl 
ymit . business proposition, the recommendation of the Super subject 
vising Architect, whose judgment is reliable, should be carried o rhe q 1 WwW ( I AT 0 
He stated to me this morning what he asked for should be approp York. The commit ided:; : th ! 31, noes ‘ 
ated rhe heating apparatus, the elevator, and the approaches to th Mr. BAKER, of New York. I 
building are required just as soon as the building is completed. Tellers were not ordered, tw me v1 sin supp of ; 
Mr. RANDALI I do not know what the Supervising Archite the demand. 
tated to the leman this mornin I do know what he stated Mr. BAKER, of New York. 1 of ler that 3 
to the subcomn And I know the subcommittee and the general | quorum has voted, I! think thi proposition, that 
Committee on Appropriations have given great care to the examination | sh¢ ae coee itself to the con t the House, and I pi 
of these estimat for public buildings, and we appropr that | pose to stand | { \ 
direction what we believed to be necessary. Mr. BUCHAN I ise toa par I tary ina 
This building is not yet higher built than its third story. The CHAIRMAN. The t LW tate it 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. They are putting on that story now Mr. BUCHANAN, I unders 1 that ¢ t rem he had 1 { 
Ir. RANDAL] Next comes the roof. I say, with deliberation, | sustain the demand for tell e 
thi ipervising Architect came before the Committee on Appropria- The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is correct 
tions and said he did not need this appropriation for approaches. | Mr. BUCHAN LN. Was not that the last vote? 
is not for 1 o reconcile the two statements. I hope, therefore, i] The CHAIRMAN, I 
gentlemun’s ar Iment will be disagreed to. Mr. BUCHAN AN. 1 not thatr { 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I was assured by the Super Archi- Che CH: AIR MA? », It requires « th 1 quo to « 
tect this mor in person that these items will be necessary, and | { s. One-fifth of the last vo t 
has uniformly in all his reports and communications urged them upon | the yeas and nays, b l 
Cong The Secretary of the Treasury has also urged upon Congre Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think th N i 
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Mr. Y orlk. No, J 1 k t it ol 
Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say anadditional word. The Super: uorum has v oted. No quorum ha 
ing Architect was asked by the subcommittee, and he said—— The CHAIRMA? e Chair t f 
Mr. BAKI R, of New York I know all about that. late. Tellers had } dem 
Mr. RANDALL. TI beommittee showed him what it had done. Ir. BAKER, of New York. But 1e point k 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let me ask my friend, did the Super- | for tellers, I certainly did not i t he } 
g Ar hitect advi e the committee to reduce the amount for heat- | quorum. It amounts to th p ly 
apparatus and elevator ? Mr. RANDALL. But the gentle 1 New York « 
Ir. oe He did. He recommended that. edy. Now, having failed, he wants t » bac ' 
Mr. BAKE! ‘New York. It is contrary to his letter to me, wh > C HAIR MA} The Chair had 10D the resul 
I have he ng for appropriations for heating apparatus, $25,000, andi it is proper to make the point of no rum as ma 
| for elevator, $9,000. is announced. The gent eman i 13 
RANDALI We know what heating apparatus cost. then. 
MM PAKI ew York. Everybody knows it. We ought to Mr. BAKE of New York. I think it ] r tre ient to ‘3 
} le ite heating apparatus for a building that has « cord tellers when the point of no gu : 
) Heating apparatus can not be provided forless than $25,000. | sense business transaction, and I } \ % 
\ de for the construction of an elevator for doing busi proposition. ‘ 
‘ friend to the top of the building when he comes thet Mr. WILKINS. Let me , Mr. ¢ t 4 
to look after t ratic party in my district. [Laughter.] It quire to order tellers? | 
the very lowest { iat ought to be accorded, as a business propo The CHAIRMAN. One-fifth of a q 
tion, for such a pur] We, as business men, are bound to regard t Mr. WILKINS. Not one-fifth of t t % 
comment ons of the head of the bureau in dealing with such a The CHAIRMAN. One-fifth of a quorum under the rul O @ 
( tion, rather than the opinion of my good friend from Pennsylvania, | fifth of the last vote would order the yeas and nays, but ; : 3 
who likes to cut down these estimates. Mr. BAKER, of New York. I will not that : 
RANDALI [ do not care for the criticism, but unfortunately | move a further amendmen 
have lost 1 to cut down. Everybody who appeared, almost I move to amend, in li 3, | i 
iS ZO wi vanted in this respect. But I want to call the ad of $25,000 as proposed in the for: 
ttention ¢ itleman to the cost of the elevator. He propos rest of the amendment stand as originally proj d, and « t 
9, G00 fe Now, we did not give such anamount because we do | total footings to $44,000. 
not eve it to be necessary. The elevator here in the corner of th The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Baker, of N 
building, nea rot f the Committee on Appropriations, which is | York. The House divided; and there we yes 30, noes 4 a 
as handsome an elevator as could be constructed, did not cost but about Mr. BAKER, of New York. No quoru 
ou, 000 Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from New York wants a di yD 





: 
; 





/ \ 


ipidated 





g ‘ 
k 
= 


Kris Seg ete Setar as Seb Lea TO 





ie TRUER 


Sead a: 


eye 


eee net ae 
i 


Se ett tet seth nmemae eee 


EER Sai SAB LAAN SMES ENE IM, 


Soren cibeeacertes can\eound 


5354 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






The ¢ : read as follows 

or one rintendent for the life-saving stations and for the houses of ref 
uge on the « ts of South Carolina, Georg and Florida, $1,200. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 10, line 20, strike out *“‘ two” and insert “five: so as to make the amend- 


ment read: **$1,500."" 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order on that; but if the gen- 
tleman desires to make an explanation, I will reserve the point. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I willdetain the committee but 
a moment, 


the life-saving stations specified in this section of the bill was not ade- 
quately paid. 
served by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] would lie 


In the last session of Congress I called the attention of 
the committee to the fact that in my judgment the superintendent of 


I am also aware of the fact that the point of order re- | 


against this amendment; but it does seem to me clearly within the | 


province of the committee, if it should see fit, to allow this amendment 
to be incorporated in the bill. The superintendent of life-saving sta- 
tions and houses of refuge mentioned in this portion of the bill is re- 
quired to travel a greater number of miles probably than any other 
superintendent upon the coast. I am not offering this amendment, 
sir, simply for the purpose of getting an increase of salary for an officer 
who happens to be in my district, but because I believe the man is 
underpaid for the work he is required to perform. Iwill state further, 
that the means of communication between the life-saving stations and 
houses of refuge in that district, especially upon the coast of Florida, 
are exceedingly bad. The superintendent has to travel upon the ocean 
in an open boat. There is no regular communication between the sta- 
tions, commanication is difficult, and it does seem to me very unrea- 
sonable that the lowest paid superintendent of life-saving stations any- 
where upon the coast of the United States, except this man, should 
receive $1,500, while he receives only $1,200. 

Mr. RANDALL. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a recent statute fixing this salary, and 
an increase isnot recommended by Mr. Kimball, the head of this service. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For wages of (not more than two hundred and twelve) plate printers, at piece- 
rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually 
paid for such work, including the wages of (not more than two hundred) print- 
ers’ assistants, at $1.25 aday each, when employed, and for wages of (not more 


in thirty-eight) printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each, when 


employed, and for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, $398,000, to 
' 


be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury : 

Mr. WILKINS. I wish to inquire whether this paragraph author- 
izes an increase in the number of plate printers in the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. 

Mr. RANDALL. It contemplates an increase from one hundred and 
eighty-seven to two hundred and twelve. 

Mr. WILKINS. Does the Committee on Appropriations propose an 
increase in the number of steam plate presses in that bureau ? 

Mr. RANDALL. They do not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR.  Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, page 15, strike out the words “not more than two hundred and 
twelve in line 1, page 14, strike out the words “ not more than two hundred; ” 
and in lines 3,4,5, and 6,on the same page, strike out the words “and for wages 
of not more than thirty-eight printer's assistants at steam presses at $1.50 a day 
each when employed, and for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state my reasons for | 


offering this amendment. At the present time the quality of the work 
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; 


shall be brought into use, how much royalty shall be paid, and what 
| class of work shall be turned cut. 
Mr. WILKINS. Wiil the gentleman state what committee is in- 
vestigating that bureau ? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 
Mr. WILKINS. Is that committee engaged in the investigation 


| now ? 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes, sir; it is making a practical investigation 
in person. 
Mr. RANDALL. And there have been other investigations. The 


| Committee on Banking and Currency has had the matter under con- 


sideration, but I believe declined to investigate it. 

Mr. WILKINS. There was nothing to investigate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The chairman of that committeee states there was 
nothing to investigate. The Committee on Appropriations, before de- 
ciding upon the form of this paragraph in the bill, gave a lengthy hear- 
ing to the parties in interest. 

Let us brush aside all this mist which seems to surround this ques- 
tion. TheCommittee on Appropriations have only adopted whet was 
in the existing law in this connection up toa certain point. They have 
stricken out the proviso which permitted, and we understand such was 
the intention, the purchase of six more of these steam presses. They 
were not willing to gofurther. They were not willing to say the eiglit- 
een steam presses there should not be made valuable. The saving on 
each one of these steam presses, as the committee is informed, is that 


| of four persons, or a saving in salary amounting to $4,000. 


The Committee on Appropriations have no power to say steam presses 
now in possession of the Government should not be used. ‘They did 
omit to repeat the act of last year as to further purchase of steam presses; 
and they did so with the understanding the rule of the Department 
has been that where authority is given in one bill and omitted in the 
next the effect is to stop any further purchase in that direction. The 
committee fully understand the question, and as far as that subject is 
concerned acted in that direction. 

Mr. WILKINS. Will the gentleman permit this proviso to be read ? 
I think the gentleman from New York will find it covers the ground 
which he wishes to have covered in this bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will yield for the purpose of having it read for 
information. 

Mr. WILKINS. It meets with the approval of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. WILKINS. Isend up an amendment to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shail be expended in royalty for steam 
plate-printing machines other than for those now in use by this Department. 


Mr. RANDALL. If the amendment introduced does that, I have 


| no objection. 


turned out from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is a subject of | 


investigation before one committee, if not two committees, of this 
House. Isee that this clause is so framed as to meet a contingency 
which has been prepared by the chief of this bureau. The paragraph 
does not propose to put in more steam presses, but it gives the present 
head of the bureau enough money to put in such presses if he desires 
todoso, Without giving the chief of the bureau distinct authority 
to put in more presses, which is really the objectionable part of the 
work of that bureau, the committee proposes to give sufficiént money 
to enable him to do so if he wishes, thereby curtailing the amount of 
plate printing. 

Taking either horn of the dilemma there will be no need of any com- 
mittee of this House investigating this bureau further, if this proposi- 
tion is to stand as itis. Asa member of one of the committees that 
have been engaged in this investigation—and I have gone considerably 
into the matter—I wish to say, without any prejudice against any of 
the officers of that bureau and without claiming that every complaint 
which has been made is valid, I think it right, when the amount of 
money here proposed to be given is voted, that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations should not take out of the hands of other committees en- 
gaged in this investigation their proper and just regulation of this class 
of public printing. If this paragraph is to be passed as it now stands, 
we might just as well set aside at once all investigation of this bureau 
by other committees, and declare that the Committee on Appropriations 
shall say how this printing shall be done, how many new machines 





Mr. FARQUHAR. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think this officer intends to take any 
other action. I hope there will be a serious reduction in internal-rev- 
enue taxes so the appropriation we give when it comes to be expended 
will only be used in part, and that a large balance will be left over to 
be returned into the Treasury. 

Mr. WILKINS. Your committee does not object to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me make a fair proposition now. Why 
not strike out the words my amendment indicates. Then you will 
have $398,000 to run the bureau on and let the chief of this bureau 
run it on his best judgment. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is for the Treasury Department to deter- 
mine, I understand. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But the chief of the bureau, Mr. Graves, has 
carried out as nearly as possible the intention of the Department. 

Mr. RANDALL. He had.the concurrence of the Secretary. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have no means of knowing that. 

Now if the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will allow 
me a minute, I will say that as far as the investigation has gone, the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department are not satis- 
fied that everything has been well done. ‘That is the whole of it; that 
we are not getting the highest character of engraving in that bureau 
for which we are paying the highest price. When the head of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing and the Government Printing Office 
can not turn out as good work for the United States as private indi- 
viduals, it is time it should be inquired into and some remedy applied. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is another matter. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the way todoit. The paragraph of the 
Committee on Appropriations is practically in the line of putting in 
more steam presses by cutting down a certain number of plate printers. 
lt is to provide that Mr. Graves shall do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee does not think so. The commit- 
tee is sincere. I agree the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WILKINS] should be put on the bill. He is chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and has investigated this sub- 
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( 
p vide that hall not pay any 1 ality. 
TA] ( er} ith ne e] i 

} point 

i i { l the ex t ) I I ré uit e « 
{ whin ie n out 1 not that 
l paying a1 ty 

Vil { rtain 

i \ i pro fO1loy ul 

ir. TRA I ild like to tha 3 the { i 
eX] ed b entleman from New York is concerned, I am in: 
C01 ith |] It appears to me to be unreasonable to prevent the 
Gov ent n carrying out the contracts it has made. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. lam nottenaciouson this matter. If any mem- 
ber the « ittee has an idea that this legislation would stop pay 
ing the royalty on the pre s now in use [ would endeavor to make it 
perl plain 

M NDALL It is not a matter of royalty only that the Govern 
men col ted to; itis bound by itscontracts. Iam not friendly to | 
patents of this character nor royalties of this character. But here we 
find the |: Here we find the contracts; here we find these eighteen 
presses. On the part of the Government are we to break the contracts, 
br the law,and make useless these eighteen presses? I donot think, 
nor did the Committee on Appropriations think, that was wise. T 
committee did, however, think we ought not to provide for any addi 
tional pre f thischaracter; that we ought to stop just where we are 
now 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Isimply want to supplement my statement, as 
I think the committee has not caught the exact idea. If you strike 

he part of the paragraph that contains the limitation of plaie 
printers you are then exactly in harmony with the chairman’s expres- 





CTRACEY. In relation to this matter so much has been said 
that not entirely relevant to the amendment that I would like to 
explain my position somewhat. 


| had a conversation with representatives of some of the labor organi- | 
tions, and gentlemen who were interested in this matter, and I was | 


very much impressed with their sincerity. They at notime represented 
to me that they had any desire to stop progress; they simply wished to 
have an investigation, believing that the work is not properly done. 


Moreover, it happens to be within my knowledge that the officers con- 
nected with the Treasury Department and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are not at all averse to an investigation of this kind, if the House 
deems it proper tobe made. As has been stated here, there is at present 


an examination of the matter going on before one of the committees 
of the Hou I make this statement, because I am heartily in accord 
vith the desire of those gentlemen, who represent a very large body of 
laboring people. I do not desire, nor do I believe they would desire, 
to have the Government violate any contract, and I hope the gentleman 
| Mr. FARQUHAR] will so word his amendment as to avoid any miscon- 
struction. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask unanimous consent to strike out of my 


‘ 


amendment the words ‘‘and for royalty for use of steam plate presses.’’ | 


Mr. RANDALL. Letus have the amendment read as it now stands. 
e CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read first the amendment and 





t] the amendment to the amendment. 

ihe Clerk read as follows: 

In e 23, page 13, strike out ‘not more than two hundred and twelve.” In 
] page 14, strike out the words ‘‘ not more than two hundred.”’ Inlines 3 

! 6, strike outthe words ‘‘and for wages of not more than thirty-eight 
printers’ assistants at steam presses at $1.50 a day each, when employed.” 

Mr. RANDALL. How will it read as amended? 

Che Clerk read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, as follows: 

wages of plate printers at piece wages to be fixed by the Secretary of 
{ Urry t to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
\s s nters’ assistants at $1.25 per day each, when employed, $398,000, to be 
‘ r the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

M NDALL. That leaves out the printers’ assistants, does it 
not? Those are the females employed there; I do not want them 
struck out. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No; it simply leaves out the number, 

Mr. RYAN. That is all left in the discretion of the Department. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; where it ought to be. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to know if the words “ print- 
ers’ assistants’’ remain in the bill, page 14, line 2? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been read twice. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I am asking for information. The gentle 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] raised the point that those 
words were struck out. 

Mr. WILKINS. Let it be considered asan amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

I here wis no obiex tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 have no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN, ‘1 t is on tl umendment of t 
un ire w Yor! L l by th idmei t 
2 1 from O Mr. WILK! 
y H Et amendmer € 1} po 
Phe CHAIRMAN r} ndr t } a 
ean only be done by un 1 
h Ww object ae) 
hae Cler] i fo] 
[nti I { t than ty ywnd 
. ‘ ' ' . 
and E 1d 6 strike rds 1 for n 
thant eight printers’ assistants at steam presses, at $1.5 ly ¢ h 
lo which t Jllowing amendment is proposed 
P 1, That no portion of this sum shall be exy dedin royalty for st 
plate-printing machines other than for those now in use by this department. 


Mr. RYAN. I want to call my friend’s attention to the fact that his 
amendment do provide at all for printers’ assistants 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Itdoes. Itsimply strikes out the number “two 


1 ; 
hundred.’ 


> 











Mr. RYAN. If I heard 1dment correctly, it strikes out 
including the wages of more than two hundred printers’ assistants.’’ 
If that is struck out, there i authorizing the employment of 
printers’ assistants. Now,I understand my friend’s object to be tostrike 


out only the limitation. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will report 
paragraph as amended. 
here was no objection. 
he Clerk read as follow 
For wages of plate printers at piece rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Freasury, not to exceed the rate usually paid forsuch work, including the ws 
of printers’ assistants at $1.25 a day each when employed, and for royalty for use 
of steam plate-printing machines 


Mr. RANDALL. That leaves out the ‘‘ thirty-eight 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; that is left out. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want that left out. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent to insert it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The employés must be described. The gentle- 
man’s amendment as he has it might throw out every female employé 
there, and I do not think he intends that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No. 


The CHAIRMAN. Let the gentleman from New York send up his 











amendment as he desires to modify it. 
The amendment of Mr. FARQUHAR as modified was read, as follow 
In line 23, page 15, strike out ** not more than two hundred and twelve 





ed 


In line 1, page Li, strike out *‘ not more than two hundr 

In lines 3 and 4, same page, strike out *‘ not more than thirty-eight.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, Iam in hearty sympathy with the 
general principle of the amendment under consideration, believing, as 
I do, that its purpose is to provide that all the securities and stamps otf 
the Government shall be printed in the highest style of art. I deem 
it proper, however, that I should correct an erroneous impression, which 
some of the remarks upon the amendment render it apparent must pre- 
vail. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department have 
not been directed to investigate any question relating to or connected 
with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that committee have 
not assumed to make any such investigation. Something more thana 
month ago the bill (H. R. 9623) was introduced in the House, and 
referred to that committee. The bill is inthe words I will read: 

7 


i 
iy l 
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Be it enacted, eic., That from and after the passage of this act, all Government 
securities, bonds, notes, checks, stamps, and drafts shall be printed in the high 
est style of the art of plate printing from hand roller presses, 

Sec. 2. That hereafter the Chief and the Assistant Chief of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing shall be either practical engravers or plate printers 

The bill has been considered in the regular course of business and has 
had that investigation which it is customary to bestow upon bills by 
the committees to whom they are referred. Ata meeting of the com- 
mittee, held on the 26th of May, some gentlemen who are advocateso! 
the bill appeared in person and by their attorney and submitted an in- 
teresting and instructive statement of the difference between and rela- 
tive merits of steam and hand roller presses. The principal points pre- 
sented for our consideration were: 

1. The steam press wipes out the fine lines entirely, and injures 
the fuller lines proportionately, and this destroys the. whole effect of 
the engraving. 

2. It hardens the paper on the side opposite to that on which it prints, 
and such hardening prevents even and effective dampening of paper to 
receive the subsequent hand-press impression. 

3. The steam-press impression is more available for counterfeiting 
by photographic methods than the hand-press impression, for the lights 
and shadows in it are lost sight of. 

4. The wastage by imperfect sheets printed by the steam press is 


vastly greater than by the hand press, and this isa great, absolute loss, 


and in addition is an evidence of the low degree of excellence in even 
the steam-press work accepted. 
5. The introduction of the steam press has led to the adoption of a 


| lower standard for the work accepted. Mr. Sullivan (present assist- 


ant chief ) directed acceptance of work done by steam press that a child 
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print the seals « I ted States notes and silver certificates The tints ana 
seals a printed from steel dies by the ordinary surface process, the effect be 
ing produced the sel lines of the die instead of by the depressed lines « 
the plate as plate-printing. The printing done by this process does not eq 
plate-printing in finene ind delicacy, but it is believed to answer ils purpose 
sufficiently well so far ast s¢ sand tints are concerned 

The chief purpose of the elaborate printing upon the public securities is to pre 
vent counterteiling A there 4 nothing to show hat the use of the surfa 
printi t ss in printing se itl yunterfeiting of 
the securities upon wl rof seals and tints b 
the present thod int s | flice require ne 
ices of x} . eleven he annual cost is about 

lo rit the by } cess Would require tl 

! ‘ f1 | ints, and fifteen other 
operative md th I ‘ ise over due present t 
of $222,200 

rhe orname il charter number n green ink on the backs of the nationa 
i k notes of the series of ISS2, printed by this process, are, in my opini of 
aqu vy unfit to b don the publie securities The backs of the 1 na 
ban} es of thes es of | pare p ted in two colors, and consist of a green 
I r of lathe \ : lo mental work, embra x denominational count 
ers and the legend ul « i engraving of some appropri st ect fr i 
4 erican | ! iily ener diand printed in black fhe two colors 

rd a ple As “i e the tw } tl sand the « lity of he wo! 
furnish excellent prot t ag nst counterfeit 

Inthe backs oft e) f i882 the o'd borde hay tained, but the 
beautiful black vi ttes have been dropped, and the ace formerly occu { 
| bee omett lathe work ap and open de 

I ‘ bi nink, and r work covering 

nter of the r number of the bank is printed in green Ink 

tre brass dies on an inary power pres he « ymbination of the two pr nt- 

it 81 \ the Loe nott nish the best security against coun 

t« ! d or to the backs of the series ot 18/5, which it 

replaced, It would, inmy opinion, be wise policy to restore the two plate print 
of the Lal ! 

In a letter addressed by me to the Comptroller of the Currency January 11, 
1888 (Appendix K), 1 earnestly urged this change lo carry this suggestion 
into effect would require the services of 7 plate printers, 7 printers’ assistants, 
and 2 other operatives, and would involve an addtional cost of $12,000 per an- 
num 

hie feriority of surface or relief printing to plate printing is due to the fact 
that when the impression is made by rais« . a the lines must have an ap- 
app able thickness, while in printing by the plate process, where the damp- 
eved paper is forced into the incis ed ines or on plate, the lines may be of ex- 

sand yet printclearly. In relief printing the line is only a colored 





surface of paper, while in plate-printing it is a cast from the depressed lines of 


THE HOMER LEE PRESS, 
Next in the scale of excellence is printing by presses which perform auto- 
matically, without the aid of a plate printer, all of the operations of plate print- 
ng, including the inking-in, the wiping and the polishing ofthe plate, and the 


taking of the impression. The Homer Lee press in operation in the bureau is 
of this class. This press has been used exclusively of late in printing the green 
internal-revenue stamps for tobacco of the denominations of 2 and 8 ounces. 
While the impressions produced by this press have not the fullness and rich- 
ness of color of the best hand work, they are perfectly clear and sharp. In se- 
curily against counterfeiting, which isthe ultimate test of their excellence, they 


{ equal to hand work. Itis not at all material that the printing should 
conform to the arbitrary system of hand printing so long as the essential ele- 
ment of security is not sacrificed. 

rhis press was highly commended in a report made April 30, 1883, by a com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury (Appendix F). The’Secre 
tary,on May 24, 1884, by an indorsement on this report, directed the chief of 
this bureau “to acquire the Lee press now in the bureau, as well as three 
presses of the cylindrical pattern recommended by the committee, other presses 
to be acquired as the needs of the Department shall dictate,” but, for some un- 
known reason, the owner of the press failed to submit terms for the sale of any 
of his presses to the Government, and repeated attempts since made to renew 
negotiations with that object have failed. The press now in the bureau is the 
property of Mr. Homer Lee, and a royalty is paid to bim of $1 for each 1,000 
perfect impressions printed on it. To replace this press with hand presses 
would require five additional plate printers and five printers’ assistants, and 
would increase the annual expenses of the bureau $5,124. 

















In the spring of 1885, the four years’ contract then running being about to ex- 
pire, a question arose in the Post-Office Department as to the process to be 
adopted for printing the postage-stamps for the next four years. The Post- | 
master-Cic ral, after a personal inspection of the Lee press in operation in this 


bureau, decided to have the stamps printed by the “all steam” process, 7. e,, by 
a press which, like the Lee press, performs automatically all of the operations 


of plate printing By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, this bureau 
submited proposals for the work, but being unable to obtain additional presses 
of this kind, it was unsuccessful inthe competition. The award wae made to a 





private company, which prints the stampson an automatic press of its own de 
vising, not open to publie use. 

Lam informed that the printing of the stamps is entirely satisfactory to th« 
Post-Oflice Department. Certainly the appearance of the stamps themselves 
hows no impairment of the quality of printing. The bill under consideration 
requires the postage-stamps to be printed on hand-roller presses. On the basis 
of the bids of 1885 this would involve an additional annual cost of $22,784.73, 
chargeable to the postal revenues, out of which the expenses of printing the 
stamps are paid rhe postal-notes are printed by the same company, and, it is 
understood, by the same process, under a contract made 1887 





THE MILLIGAN PRESSES, 

Approaching most closely to hand printing is the printing done by the Milli- 
gan pres lt is the recent introduction into this bureau of additional presses 
of this pattern that has led to the presentation of the bill under consideration. 

One or more of these presses have been in operation in this bureau during 
the Jast ten years, and numerous reports concerning the press have been made 
} ress or the Department, all of which pronounce in faver of its economy 
ud efficiency for the lower grades of work, such as internal-revenue stamps and 
the backs of notes. The first of these reports was made to the Secretary of the 
Treasury June 9, 1877, by a committee of which Mr. George W. Casilear, then 
superintendent of the engraving division of this bureau, was chairman, and 
Mr. Ward Morgan, then and now superintendent of printing. a member (Ap- 
pendix A rhe press reported upon was the original press of this construction 
then in experimental operation, They reported that ‘there are certain classes 
of work which might be satisfactorily printe d upon the press with more econ- 
omy and more ri ipidity than by hand press. In consequence of this report the 
press Was intre duced into the bure au. 

February 26, 1879,a committee, of which Hon. Hiram P. Bell, M. C., a member 
of the Committee on Banking and Curreney, was chairman, made an elaborate 
report to the Secretary on this and another steam press (Appendix B). They 
reported that, ‘in our judgment, several classes of printing might be done on 

hat (the Milligan) press in a satisfactory manner and with considerable saving 
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tothe Government,.”’ They further reported that “‘it might be tothe advantage 
if the Government to procure a limited number of presses to be used in print- 















































i h securities as, hereinbefore indicated, might be executed thereon,” and 
t » question of economy is settled beyond dispute, by the statistics fur- 
ied by the chief of the bureau, in favor of the steam presses.”” The commit- 
t in its report, divided the various classes of securities produced by the bu- 
rei 1 into three grades, and placed the ba ks of notesin the third or lowe tyrade. 
In pursuance of the recommendation 1 le in this report, five additional Milli- 
gan presses were built and set in operation in the bureau. 
{ l Mr. O. H. Irish, the chief of the bureau, made a report to the 
: be Treasury concerning steam presses (Appendix ¢ in which he 
1 

‘The work executed upon these (the Milligan) presses is that recognized in 
the b ness as of second quality, mainly composed of lettering, lathe, and 
cro!l work, such as backs otes, certificates, and such stamps as th and 
x ice tobaceo stamps ie excellence of the impressions of this class of 

ork executed on steam presses is equal to 1 ressions of the same class of 
work executed upon id pre . 

In J 2 1icor mitte c int = d of seven exper nce i officers of the Gov- 
ert twoof wh« from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, was 
appointed by the 8S tary to cons j elative merits of the Homer Lee 
and the Milligan steam plate-printing presses, The committee reported (Ap- 
pei x F), among other conclusions, that“ the Milligan press has demonstrated 

s work in the bureau that it can print certain securities with an acceptable 
cle eellenee;’’ and “‘that the press has executed the impressions done 
by iderable saving over the hand presses. * * * The committee 

fore, conclude in favor of the adaptability of this press for certain 

‘ of securities,’ rhis committee also rated the backs of notes as work of 

the third or lowest grade. A minority of the committee, consisting of the two 

members from the bureau, though non-con:urring in the findings of the majority 

relative to the Homer Lee press concurred in all the « r statements and rec- 

ommendations of the majority, including, of course, those concerning the Mil- 
gun press Appendix G 


fhe conclusions of the majority of this n favor of the Lee press 
I 


‘ 
not commend themselves to the Chief of the Bureau (Mr urrill} and he 
presented to the Department a protest (Ap p endix ainst the 
further introduction o f presses ofthis patt whose work did not, in his opinion, 
} compare favorably with that of the Suiitienc presen In this protest he said 
The Milligan pressis * * * a hand printing press so far as the applica- 
tion of intelligence to the polishing process is concerned, and its condition of 
| work (sic) and the standard of the passage of it in its examination are the same 
| as for the hand presses.’ 
| Immediately after I took charge of the bureau, in May, 188), the question of 
| the introduction of additional presses of this pattern was referred to me by the 
| Secretary ofthe Treasury forreport. There were then in operation in the bures 
| six Milligan presses, which were engaged exclusively in printing 2 and 4 ounce 
| tobacco stamps. The records showed, however, that they had printed accepta- 
bly large quantities of the greenbacks of United States notes at a considerable 
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saving of expense. As, however, there was still a greater saving in printing 
tobaceo stamps on them, the stamps were substituted for the backs of notes 
when the quantity became sufficient to keep the presses fully occupied. 

The unanimous reports in favor of the Milligan presses by all of the commit- 
tees which had examined them, the favorable judgment that had been expressed 
concerning them by my two immediate predecessors as chief of the bureau, 
the fact that only a smallshare of the securities—which experience had amply 
demonstrated they could print acceptably and economically— was being printed 
on them, and the further fact that noadditional presses of the Lee pattern could 
be obtained, all constrained me to report to the Department, after full and care- 
ful consideration of the subject, that it would be wise policy to acquire more 
presses of this pattern. I therefore reeommended (Appendix I) the purchase of 
six more Milligan presses. The recommendation was approved by the Depart- 
ment and the presses were procured and set in operation in the bureau between 
November, 1886, and January, 1887. 

The printing of the backs of the one-dollar certificates, which had been begun 
upon the old presses of this pattern, was transferred to the new presses imme- 
diately after their introduction. Shortly afterwards the printing of the two- 
dollar backs was also transferred to them,and more recently the backs of the 
five-dollar and ten-dollar certificates have, toagi er ol sextent, been printed 
onthem, Allof the one-dollar bac ks printed since January 21, 1887, and ail of the 
two-dollar backs printed since April 29, 1887, have been printed on these presses, 
o present they are printing the backs of all the one-dollar and two-dollar certi- 
— s produced by the bureau. 

\, de evidence of the quality of this work it is only necessary to refer to the 
| 
| 























backs of the certificates of these denominations, which are now be ing issued at 
the — of 148,000 certificates a day. In clearness, sharpness, and uniformity of 
impression, and all the qualities which tend to prevent successful counter‘eiting 
they are up to the highest standard. They may lack something of the fullness 
of col lor of the very best hand-printing, but this lack is only to be detected by a 
close comparison of backs printe “dl by the two methods, and is more than com- 
| pensated for by the superior clearness of the steam-printed impressions 
Soon after the beginning of the current fiscal year it was found that, in con- 
| sequence of the operation of the provision granting fifteen days’ leave of ab- 
sence to all of the employés of this bureau, and of the unprecedented demand 
for tobacco, cigar, and cigarette stamps, the bureau could not meeet the de- 
mands upon it with the facilities it then possessed. As the force of platc-print- 
ers was limited by law, under the wise policy of specific appropriations pur- 
sued by Congress, the ouly possible relief was through the introduction of more 
| labor-saving printing-machines (Appendix J). Accordingly, by authority of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, six additional Milligan machines were bought 
and set in operation, increasing the number of these machines owned by the 
Government to eighteen. 

The new presses were at first applied to the printing of 50-cigar stamps, and 
afterwards of 2 and 4-ounce tobacco stamps and the backs of silver certificates, 
The 50-cigar stamps are printed in black ink, which is more difficult to work 
than the green ink used on the other securities printed by the steam presses, 
and therefore they do not come quite up to the same standard of excellence as 
| the other securities printed by this process. They do, however, compare favor- 
| ably with much of the printing of the Same class done on hand presses. Their 
quality hag steadily improved since the first attempt to print them by steam, and 
there is no doubt that with added experience it willstillfurtherimprove. These 
stamps are pasted on boxes of cigars to indicate the payment of the internal- 
revenue tax, and, from the way in which they are issued and used, are not ex- 
posed to the same risk of being counterfeited as notes or bonds, 

All ofthe Milligan presses recently introduced have been procured on the 
same terms as those previously in use; the Government pays the cost of con- 
struction, a royalty of $00 for the privilege of constructing each press, and a 
royalty of $1 for each 1,000 perfect sheets of securities printed thereon. There 
is an average net saving to the Government of more than $4 for each dollar of 
royalty paid. The cost, exclusive of royalty, of the six presses bought in 1886 
ras $5,500, and of the six bought in 1887, which were of stronger construction, 




















As to thee omparative merits of steam printing and hand printing, it may be 
said that, speaking in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal to hand 
printing; that is to say, the steam press has not shown its capacity to print the 
‘inest grades of work, such as the black faces of notes, bonds, and drafts. This 
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}in one-dollar certificates, and $428,110 in two-dollar certi ates. The ' 4 ' 
a reden ons in eighteen months of an issue of more than 23,000,000 o1 l | : 
% certificates were but little more than ialf the redemptions in ten months of Yetin t f the s, so fra f 
an issue of less than 14,000,000 one-dollar notes of the series of 1874 three pla ‘ 1 make t 
Che records of the Treasury Department may be searched in vain for any othe a tl y of 1uty and a defia t 
issue of currency which has withstood the wear and tear of circulation so we 1s e pla rint vith « c 
’ t A reuiation i ee primtit 





Seat eran we eres 


RS AY 


Wa Fhe 


ia nes mcr 


ee 


Fe PS 


-— 


—. 


Le Sab iy Eo 


a ERIE AA mS OR BV 2 So Nae AE GRACO 


pene ae 


PONE SERN ARO Moth 


ES Ha oF coreg oe 


SEE arene itvanhanettng> ceteeenatiy ka 4a 


i 
‘ 








{ 
4 
: 
by 
% 
zy 












it plate printings of intricate designs to 
‘ te ‘ ace printing, and the backs of the lver cer- 
tif l late printi: g, executed notin such manner 
1 IK excellen: protection against count t 
i h impion of the steam presses confesses,on 
J ! th i ess color of the very best bh 
I 
J ed I i you ym mittee that, as I have herctof I 
the ar f es co indicates that the finest lines have been utter 
wij out ex hed,and the remaining ones have not re ived t r 
full effect, and the whole has been rendered therefore more easy of 1 rod 
t ‘ ledly t tive ha cteristies of plate print r 
I th é of ive excellence of work, i 2 W th 
\ to » Mr. Gra s ip to the 50-cigar stamps. He 
vd “ t« te > standard of excellen is 
th ties pr ted by this press.”’ The same fact has also been ad- 
m 1 are pl ed to show, by Mr. Morgan, chief of the press-room 
But Mr. Graves is not deterred from the use of the steam press on the stamps | 
for t I n, a > immediately tinds that “from the way in which they are 
iss land used (they) are not exposed to the same risk of being counterfeit« 
notes I ids 
licre is another plain intimation that superiority of workmanship is a prot« 
lion, coupled with a more than doubtful statement of fact as to liability to coun- 
terfeitin rhe records of the secret service show that numbers of counterfeit 
plates of revenue stamps are yearly taken and destroyed, 
HOMER LEE PRESS. 
In speak of this pre page 4) the idea is conveyed that no plate printer is | 
needed for it rhis is erroneous. 4 plate printer is employed at $ per day. } 
Mr. Graves confesses the inferiority of the work done by this press, for he | 
\ ‘the impressions produced * * have not the fullness and richness of 
color of the best hand work.” I have already commented upon the meaning 
of an expression similar to this. Again Mr. Graves inferentially admits that 
the production of this press is not tested by the same rigid rule as is applied to 


hand work, for he says (pag 
' 


it is not at all material that the printing should conform to the arbitrary 

standard of hand printing, so long as the essential element of security is not 
sacrificed.’’ 

Here is a distinct recognition of a different standard for the work of this press 


from that used for hand work, and I have already alluded to the existence of 
such different standard as tothe Homer Lee press, as shown by the report of 


ex-Chief Burrill 
l'o quote Mr. Burrill’s exact words: 
Phat this substitution |machine for hand polishing, etc.] has not accom- 
plished successful results is demonstrated by the fact that the quality of work 





done upon it [the Lee press] in this bureau has not reached a standar 1 suffi- 
ciently high to be measured by that which governs all other work. 

And he « tinues with much more to like effect. 

THE MILLIGAN PRESS. 

I need senreely refer to the half-hearted commendations of this press quoted 
by Mr. Graves. Iam not surprised to learn, knowing the conditions surround- 
ing the test, that a Treasury committee reported that “certain classes of work 
might be satisfactorily printed on the press with more economy and more ra- 
pidity than by hand press,”’ or that another committee found that several classes 
of printing “ might be done on that press in a satisfactory manner and with 
cor lerable saving to the Government,” or that non-practical chiefs, such as 


Mr. Irish and Mr. Graves, should be imposed upon in this matter. We have 
but to bear in mind the fact that in the competitions between the two presses 
special instructions have been quietly issued to the printers employed on the 


sleam press to use methods not employed in the ordinary course of steam print- | 


ing and caleulated to produc e exceptionally favorable results for that press. 
Mr. Burrill is quoted as reporting to the Department that ‘‘ the ene, press 
is * * * ga hand printing press, so far as the application of intelligence to the 
polishing process is conce rned, and its condition of work is and the : standard of 
of it and its examination are the same as for the hand presses.”’ 
hil 1ot wish to question the sincerity of Mr. Burrill in his belief as to 
the standard for examination of the work of this press, we are prepared to show 
again, as we have shown before, that the then and now assistant chief of the 
bureau directed acceptance of work done by steam press that a child on the 
street would not object to, 





COMPARATIVE ECONOMY. 

It isa dif thing to learn from the reports of the bureau anything at all 
Fatisfactory neerning the relative cost of steam and hand printing. Mr. 
Graves says, on page 13 of this report, that “there is an average net saving to 
the Government of more than $4 foreach dollar of royalty paid.’ Let us see 
about this. Mr. Graves is much more modest than formerly. in making up 
the figures upon which he based arecent answer to a House resolution (see Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 210, Fiftieth Congress, first session) he estimated the cost 
per thousand impressions on the steam pressat $6.28; on the hand press, $i5 me 
leaving a net gain by the use of the steam press of $9.23, instead of $4, for eac 
dollar of royalty paid, Mr. Graves’s figures son xewhere lack the prime ele- 
ment of accuraey 

Rut there is reason to believe that his statement this time is, as before, wide 
of the mark. In Ex. Doe, 224, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, we find 
that o committee, giving the matter more careful attention than Mr. Graves ever 








secms to have bestowed upon it, reported that the cost of printing 1,000 impres- | 


sions by hand, in green ink, was $11.26; 1,000 impressions by steam-press, $8.61, 
exclusive of royalty. This would give a saving of $2.65 for each dollar of roy- 
alty paid, or, including royalty, make steam press work, with all its imperfec- 
tions, only .15— per cent. cheaper than hand work. 

I have heretofore alluded to the many errors involved in Mr. Graves’s esti- 
mate submitted to Congress. Let me now add that they vitiate every figure con- 
tained in the repo rt we are now considering. 

Exami gures he has presented seriatim, we find that he estimates 


he f 
that aabanin x tints and seals, now done by surface printing for $25,500, wo uld 
cost by plate printi =: 





ng nearly ten times as much, or $248,700. Let us charitably 
suppose that in presenting such a statement as this Mr. Graves was simply out- 
rageously imposed upon. Besides a manifest exaggeration in his figures, Mr 

Graves in compiling them has ignored the fact that after the passage of the bill 
before your committee a very large proportion of the work now done upon the 
surface printing presses of the bureau would still remain to be exeeuted in the 





sa 





em 

To replace the Homer Lee press by hand presses he estimates would cal! for 
the employment of five additional plate printers and five assistants and would 
increase the annual expense by $5,124. Inasmuch as Mr. Graves’s highest esti- 
mate has been that one press did the work of five printers, and as one printer 
with an assistant is already employed to take charge of this press, under no cir- 
cumstances could more than four additional men and four assistants be called 
for. But Mr. Graves’s estimate of additional cost is also further erroneous for 
the same reasons that his estimates of comparative expense of the two presses 
18 erroneous 


Mr. Graves further states thatto replace the steam presses in the bureau would | 


require the employment of at leastseventy-three additional printers and thirty- 
t additional printers’ assistants, and add $95,465 to the annual cost of main- 
taining the bureau 
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Cor fir he imated the production of one; 
three-sevenths men on hand presses, and as I have befo ! 
tlee, to arriv } red most important elements. We s 
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G s reques 1 for ref he reduced number is to 
| ar as far as the fact goes, the allegation iIreau 1s notlarge enough 
} to contain the printers neces y to do its work by 1 1, 

The Governmentalready owns suffice ground about the present bureau on 
which to place without inconvenience another building of the same size were 
the necessity for it to exist, But there should be no question of economy when 

| the safety of the Government issues is the matter under consideration. Upon 
| this point we can notdo |! Soest anate from the report of the Committee on 
Ba inking and Curreney (H. R. No. 150, second session FYorty-third Congress 

| 





All these cire umst: ances ; ive satisfied the committee that methods of print- 
ing, numbering, seal ng, and issuing of the securit the 1 nited States ought 
dopted which wi os proach the nearest to being absolutely secure against 
srror and fraud, even if such methods should be much more expensive than 
others having less guaranties of protection.” 

And again (page 20) with regard to internal-revenue stamps: 
| ‘While the individual citizen may have comps: vely little interest in the 
tamps, the public revenues are heavily involved. These suffer, and the honest 
tax-payers are defrauded if counterfeit stamps are altered or there is an unau- 
thorized an ishonest issue of genuine stamps. To prevent counterfeiting the 
highest attainable artistic and mechanical skill in the execution, together with 
the use of distinctive paper, is believed to be the most effectual mean 

The views of the committee which signed the foregoing opinions were adopted 
by Congress, and the legislation at that time recommended by them was enacted 
| into le 

it may be that, as contended by Mr. Graves, a smaller per cent. of silver cer- 
tificates (printed on both steam and hand presses) have returned for redemp- 
tion within a given time than was formerly the case with the United States 
| legal tenders. The explanation is twofold. First, the silver certificates were 
issued at a time when there was a great dearth of notes of the lower denomina- 
tions, They met an immediate and pressing want for change, and were there- 
fore not readily presented for redemption. Second,the silver certificates are 
printed upon paper of a much tougher fiber than that used for the legal tenders, 
|} and they may therefore be expected to continue in circulation a longer time. 

Neither of these reasons at all affects the question of hand and steam printing. 
Our contention is simply that the printing of the back by steam calenders the 
face and renders it less suitable to reccive the subsequent face impression, and 
that thereby the face impression is deteriorated. Upon this point I again refer 
to my former communication to you. 

The condition of the postage-stamps printed on a steam press may be satis- 
| factory to the Post-Office Department. It can hardly be to any one who cares 
for excellence in governmental work. We are prepared toexhibit to your com- 
mittee sheets of stamps purchased without selection, and displaying the most 
striking variations in color and shading in the different parts of the sheet, in 
one stamp the fine lines being wiped completely out, and in its near neighbor 
the lines having been left so full ef ink as to produce a “ mashed” impression. 




































Every effort has been made by the committee to progress with their 

| inquiry into this importants subject as rapidly as possible. Though not 

specially authorized or ordered by the House, the examination is of that 

character which it is the duty of every committee to enter upon in con- 
sidering the bills referred to it. 

I therefore say that Iam in hearty sympathy with the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FarquHAR], for without the 
adoption of such an amendment it might be impossible to carry out 
proper measures to enforce the law, as I think the majority of this 
House and of the people at large believe it ought to be enforced in ri 
gard to the printing of the securities of the greatest Government on the 
face of the earth. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have some apprehension as to the effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] in so 
far as it proposes to strike out the restrictions as to the number of per- 
| sons to be employed. If that limitation be struck out, I apprehend 
that, perhaps not the present superintendent, but some future superin 
tendent might assume that he had the authority to employ any nuin- 
| ber of plate printers that he deemed proper, and thus under pressure, 


| whether political or otherwise, he might exhaust the annual appropria- 
tion in less than the year, thus creating a deficiency. It has always 
been found safe to make these limitations. Theprinting in that bureau 
has never been behind, so far as I know; and if the gentleman from 
New York, upon reflection, will leave in the bill the limitation as to 
the number of employ¢s, and content himself with the proviso of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I think that may be a very desirable way of dis- 
posing of this subject. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire merely to say that if this limitation is 
not removed from the bill, all that the Chief of the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing will have to do is to go to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and say: ‘‘The number of plate printers provided in this bill is insufli- 
| cient to do the work; and, consequently, I desire that steam presses 
shall be put in, by means of which I can get out the work with ease 
for the money provided.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. But here comes the proviso, which will prevent 
| that. 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. Even that proviso will not prevent it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, yes, it will. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Why? 

| Mr. RANDALL. Undoubtedly it will. I think, upon reflection, 
| the gentleman had better agree to be content with the provision in the 
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After the twentieth line insert | Clerk’s desk. 
* For two elevators and additional water-« 
000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order upon tli 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I will state, 
visited the Pension building and have been particularly interested in 


losetsin the Pension building, $18,- 


amendment. 








the way the employés are obliged to run up and down the stairs to get 
at the different file-rooms, and there is very much time lost in that 
way. I believe by putting in these two elevators the greatest conven- | 
ience will be afforded to the employés, and the file-rooms can be 


placed upon the upper floor of the building, which is now almost us¢ 


less, and much more room utilized in the Department by making that 
change. I think it is a measure of economy 
I also believe that the water-closets are most inadequate for the ein- 


ploy és the re, 
Mr. RANDALL What amount is fixed there 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Eighteen thousand dollars. 


9 


Mr. RANDALL. ‘There is no occasion for the elevators atall. Ido 
not know about the closets. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RICHAI ’N in the chair). Does the gen- 


tleman make the point of order ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know whi 
of order. There is no law authorizing it, of course. 
finished. The floors are easy of access. 
and down the stairs there knows there is no necessity for elevators 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is subject to the 
point of order. 


ther it is subject to the point 





I want to say, sir, that in my judgment it is a matter of economy to | 


put in one or two elevators in this building. The upper floor of that 
building is now practically unoccupied, and can be occupied only for 
lile purposes; but if there were one or more elevators there these files 
could be readily accommodated on that upper floor, and would be of 
casy access, and additional rooms, as stated by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, afforded in the rooms below. 


I believe beyond that that it would be a matter of economy to the | 


Government to put in the elevators, and that in the course of two o1 
three years it would save the amount of the expenditure to the Gov- 
ernment. 1 do not think that the amount that is asked for is neces- 
sary, however. I think that one elevator there, costing say $6,000, 
would be ample for the present, and that no more would be necessary 
than one. I do not believe that more than $12,000 would be necessary 
for two. 


Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I have put in this amendment two el- 


evators, because I have with my own personal knowledge of such mat- | 


ters, practical knowledge, included all the expenses of the employés, of 
steam, and everything. That is the reason I have made it of that 
amount. 

But I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas, for I know 
the necessity for at least one elevator there. I know the upper story, 
as my friend said, can be utilized for file-rooms if there can be any 
mode of access to them; and by the construction of this elevator it will 
enable us to have the files removed from the first floor and put them 
above. I believe it is economy to the Government to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. I feel with my colleague on the committee that 
if there is to be an elevator or two elevators there, they ought not to 
cost over $6,000 each. The committee must bear in mind that with 
an elevator must also be provided one or two conductors; and this 
proposition not only fastens on the Government an expense now, but 
a permanent expenditure hereafter. Itis true these elevators were es- 
timated for, but they were not strenuously pressed. 

Mr. RYAN. I move to amend so as to provide for one elevator at a 
cost of $8,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. 
only cost $5,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well, make it $6,000. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SmirH] modifies his 
amendment so as to embrace mine. In other words, he accepts my 
amendment providing for one elevator at a cost of $6,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman,I think expenditures of this kind 
are the least burdensome of any that are made. I hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. When I first came to Congress there was no 
elevator at thisend of the Capitol. We first put in one in one corridor 
and recently have added another in the other corridor. Gentlemen 
have found these elevators very convenient and useful. I hope the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the amendment includes 
other matter besides the elevator. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read as it now stands. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent that this amendment be 
inserted after line 16, on page 45, which is its proper place. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the Capitol: For work at Capitol, and for general repairs thereof, includ- 


You know $6,000 is enough. Our elevator here 


ing wages of mechanics, workmen, and fresco-painter, $35,000. 


Mr. Chairman, that I have | sentatives, to be selected upon public competition under the direction of the 


| Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, $1,000in all.”’ 


| ventilation that ventilated. 


| to the purpose. 
| I hope the amendment will be made, so that those who come alter us 











The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after line 23: 
‘‘And for an improved plan of ventilation for the Hall of the House of Repre- 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Loffer that amendment for a reason that I think 
will be appreciated by every one who is compelled to spend a portion 
of each of these days in this Hall. It is time we had some system of 
We have machinery already; but it does 
not seem to perform the required work. My amendment is simply to 
sive the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics the right to select, 
aiter public competition, the plan which they think is best adapted 
[t is all left in the hands of a committee of this House. 


and fill more worthily the seats we fill will have occasion to rise up 


| and call our memories blessed because of the good work we did in these 


sweltering days of June. 
Mr. RANDALL. There have been thousands and thousands of dol- 
lars expended in that direction; as much as $30,000 at a single period’ 
This Hall will not be properly ventilated until members cease to 


eae : . | smoke within its limits and cease to spit tobacco juice in the apertures 
Chis building is i ; 


Anybody who has walked up | . ; ; : ret 
: y 7 I | induce the members of the House to correct their habits in these par- 


| ticulars the atmosphere of the Hall will be much purer. 


in the floor. If the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] can 


Mr. WEAVER. That is a matter of morals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill remind my friend from Pennsylvania that 
in the last Congress I introduced a resolution to put a stop to the filthy 
habit of which he speaks, and to a large extent it was stopped. I will 
also call his attention to the fact that twice during the present session 
I have risen to points of order with reference to smoking, and all I 
have secured has been invidious remarks from the victims. 

Mr. RANDALL. One thousand dollars to secure a plan to prevent 
this abuse will amount to nothing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand. But I believe if this practice 
were stopped, still it would remain a fact that the thermometer would 
attain an altitude in this Hall that is entirely inconsistent with per- 
sonal comfort. I do notask that any extended appropriation be made; 
but I do ask that the small sum of $1,000 be set apart to allow this 
committee to advertise for plans and to select the one which, in their 
judgment, is the best. Then they will have to go to the Committee 
on Appropriations to secure the adoption of that plan. The scepter 
will not depart from Israel even if this amendment of mine is adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam very glad to aid in the adoption of any pro- 
vision that will improve the ventilation of this Hall; but it can never 
be improved until the whole system now in use is changed. I have 
called attention on this floor several times to the fact that the whole 
system upon which the Hall is ventilated is wrong; that, in other words, 
they begin at the wrong end; they bring the fresh air in at the bottom 
and let it out at the top. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill suggest to the gentleman that he can put 
in his plan. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was about to suggest it is not necessary to ap- 
propriate $1,000. If any gentleman will write toa manufacturer of 
such apparatus whose address I will give him he can find a plan with 
out any cost at all that will bring about the desired result. 

What is needed is to pump the foul air out from the floor and let 
the fresh air come in from the top. If we will just change the present 
plan, turn it end for end, and reverse the operation that is going on, 
we will have no difficulty about ventilation. This is not mere theory 
or mere experiment. The hall of representatives and the senate cham- 
ber in the new state-house at Springfield, Ill., are ventilated upon that 
system, and they are very well ventilated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There may not be so much gas there as there is 
here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Probably not, but there is just as much impor- 
tance attached to the ventilation of those halls as to the ventilation of 
this, and it is just as difficult in theory and in practice to accomplish 
it; but it has been done by the system I have described, which gives 
perfect satisfaction toeverybody. I have never heard asingle complaint 
in regard to the ventilation of those two halls. Thesystem seems to be 
absolutely perfect, and, as I have said, it is just the reverse of the sys- 
tem weemploy here. The air that has been breathed should be pumped 
out at the bottom, and if that plan is adopted here we shall have no 
more trouble in regard to the ventilation of this hall. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I have had some experience in venti- 
lating by power, and I have found that you can not push air, but you 
can pull it by proper machinery. You can exhaust every particle of 
air from this Chamber by using the proper appliances; but the work 
must be done in a different way from that in which it is done now. 
We try here to force pure air in, but that can not be done. You can 
not push a rope, but youcan pull it; and in like manner you can bring 
in pure air enough to ventilate this Chamber as well as anybody can 
desire. 

A MEMBER. I wish you would do it, 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. The gentleman says he wishes I would 
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Committee on Ventilat 


Acoustics, be se there has been just complaint that this Hall 
well ventilated; but in my judgment we shall never have 1t pro 
ventilated until we reach the outside air Members will obser 


this Chamber is a box within a box. Now, I believe in the ait 
God Almighty sends through, and until you run this Hal 





vindows I do not think you will ventilate it properly yD 


y 

that I shall oppose the amendment of the gentleman from N 
[Mr. BUCHANAN], but I have given my idea of what must 
before you can have this Chamber properly ventilated 


The question was taken on t 





So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, I w ofier the same amendment with tl 
dition of the words ‘‘orso much thereof as 1 be necessary. 


Mr. RANDALL. That has just been voted upon. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; the amendment is changed. 

Che question was taken on the amendment as modified, and it 
rejected 

Mr Bl CH ANAN Ni Ww, I offer ana 


se, making the amount $750, or so mu¢ 


[The amendment was rejected ayes 29, noes 37. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Now, I offer an amendment for the same } 
pose, making the amount $500, or so much thereof as may be ne« 
‘amendment was rejected—ayes 29, noes 34 





Clerk read as follows: 











I ling for the Library of Congr For contint ! 
ect of the Secretary o ie Interior. the construction of t I 
the Library of Congress, including the appointment of all persons « 
connection therewith at the rates of cor is follow t > 
ssistant architect, $3.00 s nte1 con s4 
cle who shall act as « i ( ind w sh ) i iz i 
ist = retary of the Int yr may direct, 32,2 dt Se! es ( 
dy I en, clvV ers omputer i int t ce sts,and s 
vices as the 5 of th I erior na l ecessary a 
may! pi the off ort urchitectand iper ende 
< t ther with s LAN ic i laborers as may re 
‘ o effect t pt 1 1 mad or construc il 
i e paid fir is rriat for t 
it bu zg i g-T ! 1 ti = :% 
ed ew 5 ‘ i 4,2 and tl Secretar 
s het y au zed to tract I ion of the said western f 
ling, reading-room, a ook rep ries 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word in ord 








few words on this provision of the bill Phe inguit Lic 
been made lately into the subject of this Library building tend to 
a doubt as to whether upon the pri t plan the work should pro 
I hold in my hand the report made to this House by t House ¢ 
mittee on the Congressional Library at the first session of the t ¢ 
gress. and I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph ch I have 
rhe Clerk read as follows 
I I rements of these architects, together with the figure 
wth of the col tions reported by t Librarian, demonstrated t 
en ore ent of the ¢ ipitol wh vould i t it ist 
ri I odationforr > crease, atter 
. l { be cx ronted at ast by t} ate b | 
+) « f bu ling « ‘ ¢ 1 «ft 
1 i ul d fo tl I purpose ‘ I 
voulda prvarnie I iry eve as irran 
et} i? et ina a I ad us t must 1 essarils 
ted 1 the < . wi rved Corinthia reh t 
Walter. tl ner Are t t « { Capito estimated 1e cost of ar r 
of the west f t at . r a M Clay on . 
to cost $4,200,000, while the plan of ab l sted y the co 
cost only $2,323.60 


Mr. HOLMAN. I: 
Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, chairman of the committee, deliver 
this House March 24, 1886, when t 
a site and the erection of this buile 

Before that is read, however, I wish to ca 








, 


l attention to the 
‘ 


he House the cost 
building was to be $2,33 


ing was pendin 
] 


+4 


according to the re pol of the committee to th 

g > 2,333, 600. There were two projects etore & 
gress. One was the enlargement of the present Library; and t 
ment in favor of that project was that for accomplishing the pu 
of a Congressional Library, the Library must be easily accessible t 
two Houses of Congress. 

For this reason the Library had remained in its present locat 
having been enlarged from time to time and greatly improved 
the last twenty-five years, and made as nearly as possible fire-proof 
expenditure altogether, I think, of $750,000 having been mad: 
it with the view of the Library being retained in its present lox 
for the convenience of the two Houses of Congress. In oppositi« 
the plan of enlarging the Library in its existing location was the } 
of having a separate Library building at some point away from 
Capitol. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


the Clerk to read from the remarks of H 
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ee ar r.% ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN I 

ir. RANDAT est that e on t qué 
tion run a till lart { eve i I e lor 
1 1 ; 

our and q i ) a | pp i . 
the gentlemen Lined here i permitted to 
the cons}! rat ( gy appl riatiol i ty 
to do anything against t r consent in this connect 


The CHAI hi 
Mr. RANDALI rhe gentleman from Illino Mr 
| 


and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] seemed 


RMAN. What time does the gent . 
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co! t it 4 o'clock. I 1 content with that, the | nificent structure named at a cost of two or three millions of l 
unt i ( i J ( ‘ i pate not to « or hether any ¢ xpenaitul iba was stil i for the purpose, 
two ho ould sugges 1 will not attempt arbitrarily to | gentlemen opposed any scheme for a large expenditure, beli 
limit ib of the Hou n exposing an imposition which has } 1 Whole movement for a new yb if wholly unjustitie 
pra edt ( In my judgment they should have fu Mr. CATCHINGS. Is that the imate made by t rchitect? 
erty to do Mr. HOLMAN, Ipresume so. It was, I presume, the basis upon 
The CHAI 1A N Is there objection to permitting gen ce te which the Library Committee acted in recom: ding tl passage oO 
on the |} ) ! { iil, ; 
Mr. RA ALI wo h [ thin ug Mr. WILKINS. But who furnished t rures, t chitect ? 
Mi ri) ne-half of that t ) n h i! HOLM \ it t lor ted that y we I nished b 
N KA i say one nou wnd | th irchitects 4 oO 1 co tilted 
i it was o i ( ling! I wi to sa i that t juu ad mtion ast Line 1 
HO ‘ir. Chairman, I do n wish to throw t ord i by the House ha not been completed, so 1 can not speak with 
est reflect ipon the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Sin conlidence as to the « ct source of information upon whl h the report 
wh p ‘ { t | to the Hou originally. The bill was made to the House by the | rary Committee was founded. 
quently be th fous previou to that time The gentlen itl wa 1pout to state h resp se to gentieman ilrom Mis 
reported the bill certainly acted in good faith, believing the stat ppi [Mr. Hooker], that the cellar of this proposed building is partly 
ments mad his reportand inthespeech which he made tothe Hous dou \ portion of the concrete foundation is already laid, and con- 
He is au ized by the best information ich could be obtais acts have been made for that wor l are being carried into effect. 
oni ; And I desire to disclaim at -any tno OL ¢ ra 3 have =O en I d lor no of the material, perhaps f 
ing ‘ itation on his motive, i ! n oO ra the basement 
of the Hor t I simply call the atten 1 of the committ to t ‘ ite alone, as I understand, is to be used, no other form of ma- 
fact d if Representative eceived or 1 being used for the walls except perhaps brick for the inside 
erel ) { hbether uch th nrention < I Lipp Wiallons are propose 1 in thi ill of about $ UU, OUY, 
There tion, Mr. Chair 1, that Ho ce 1 would be ample in any event for present purposes, as next 
in the passage of 1 ill in reter to this Congr nal L appro} tions would be available after the 4th of next March; 
Phat me had been defeated w er brought 1 id th iif it was ¢ ible to suspend the work in its present form and « 
ex} 1ditu »wn to be ln i W 5 ested t ) it pr sed buil 1 to other uses and purposes, which I shal 
cost, for 1 ‘ pa suggested was 58,000,000, and so , | tly suggest, the Government would lose nothing thereby. 
remain t that sum it could not command a majority of the Hou but, Mr. want to suggest this: Would it not be well now 
Whenever it was attempted to be passed on that basis it always failed for to de at ought to be d in view of the fact that no 
It came in in the Forty-seventh Congress, and again in the Forty-eight ial | if the work spended and a different and 
Co1 es ‘ i i ly it was brought b yvre the torty-ninth Con l expensive pian a lopted ? It se lear that t LIS eX pe nditure, to 
with the rt to which I have cailed attention. vast amount which is inevitable, if the work is carried on on the 
We were told then that here isa structure which can be |} t che: present basis, oughtnot to be permitted even if public interests justify 
than you 1 enlarge the present Library yr almost ha! the er the erection of a new Library building d the abandonment of the 
largement the present Library will cost. On that statement, [ | present spacious library rooms, spacious for the purposes for which the 
think it v understood by the House, on the motion to pend t Library of Congre established 
rules and } s the bill on a yea-and-nay vote, there were yeas 159, nay During the last few years a great many suggestions have been made 
68. So the House passed the bill which had repeatedly before that time | as to the inadequacy of the upreme Court room. It is well 
passed the Senate but had always been defeated, or at least been p nown that the old Senate r, while the most beautiful and 
poned, in the House. perfect chamber in this respect in the country, filled with historic mem- 
I take it for granted that the gentlemen were deceived The H » | a place that I hope will never be appropriated to any purpose 
was certainly deceived as to what kind of a measure it was entei ; dignified and honorable than the place of holding the sessions of 





upon. It is not the question now whether the House would enterupou | the Supreme Court of the United States, yet it is thought by many 
the building ofa Library building to cost $7,000,000 or more; thatisn that that room is not ] ‘poses of the Supreme 








the question rhe question is, whether the House of Represent \ Court, and there is a growing deman vhether ju ied or not. fora 
can consent that legislation shall stand which has been the result o irger place. The proposition is, I understand, before the Senate to 
clear misapprehension purchase a site and erect thereon a Supreme Court building. 

1 do not care whether fraud was intended by any person or whet! w, I wish to submit that if both of these expenditures must be 
deception s intended by any person; but the important fact is that | made why not economize by uniting the two together on that expen 


in the passage of the bill the House itself acted under a mi 
sion of the fact They we 





! purchased for the li- 
re assured the building would cost two or | brary. Ias a member of this body am not willing to act upon the old 
lars. They were assured it would cost less than | proposition with the facts before us. but i 





ve piece of land—that $585,000 site you ha 


three millions of doll , acting upon it as a new 
the enlargement of the present library. Instead of that it is now d roposition why not combine two purposes together, and if, after all 


covered that it would cost vastly more than enlarging the present Congress is still determined that that old historical library established 
ssors generations ago, shall be removed from its old 
the Capitol, why not combine this projected library edifice 
lars; but when the difference amounts to $5,000,000, or more, Congress | with rooms adapted to the sittings of the Supreme Court of the United 
should pause before they carry on a work which had been authorized tates asa part of it? 





brary roo by our 


We might pass over a difference of half a million or a million of dol uarters ll 














under a clear misapprehension of the facts, no matter whether there Why could not both purposes be accomplishex the same time, be- 
was an intention on the part of any one to create a misapprehension ¢ cause the movement for the construction of Supreme Court rooms 
not on the part of Congress. will be irresistible, eventually, judging from past experience? If the 
Mr. HOOKER. What amount of money was paid for the site of the use shall pause now they could invite plans for the combined pur- 
bu iv as it now stands? What progress has been made as tothe con- | poses, for the Supreme Court building and the Library building, on 
truction of the building? the great site you have on hand. Butin that connection, Mr. Chair- 
Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation at the time was $1,085,000 , I wish to submit that these changes should be carefully consid- 
Five hur d and fifty thousand dollars for the purchase of the site ered. The law library, which must necessarily be accessible to | 
he first inst », and $35,000 afterwards; making in all $585,000 { Houses of Congress, can not well be taken out of the Capitol. 1] 
the site; and that 1 was paid for the site. I have remarked thatas | | here is not amember of this body, orat the other end of the Cap- 
far as Tam e to m a judgment the 1onut paid for the site y who has not occasion frequently to consult it, as well as the other 
reasonable enough As to the value of the property taken, ! 11 nch of the Library. 
considering that feature of the transaction, for as to that Congress could Mr. RANDALL. Every day. 
not have been misinformed. Ir. HOLMAN. And yet itis obvious that with the Supreme Court 
Mr. HOOKER What are you going to do with it? vhere and the law library elsewhere, you will lose advantages { 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The cost of the site was more reasonable t! : rmation required on the spur of the moment which your predecessors 
cha made in other large cities for similar purposes have been I nd indispensable for generations. I repeat, therefore, why not 
my ndpoint, no such purchase was justifiable, even if a Li : ere now for the present and consider this matter; consider the 
building must be built, for the Government had ample real estat ypriety of the two purposes for which the two buildings are required 
equs ube order that the plan may be brought before the House with a little 
Mr. HOOKER. How far has the plan been adopted? eliability of detail 10ritative information as to the cost, and 
Mr. HOLMAN. Congress adopted a plan. That is, Congr consider also whether the scheme is justified by any public necessity. 
adopted the plan of the building. It was specially designated in tl Would it not be better than to carry outa measure of legislation mani- 
bill. During the dis n, and when the House voted on the proposi- | festly the outgrowth of a misapprehension on the part of the members 





ins were before the House. The question was whether we | of the House? 


ti 
should enlarge the old building at a cost of $4,500,000 or take this mag- | I wish to add further, sir, that this new Library building movement 
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the plan as 1t cam {ro he Senate iny Ving practica 
leged but a small expenditure, compared with the original esti: . 
$8,000,000, and greatly les than the enla ment of the i | 
J rooms in the Capito] 
On that argument that bill wv passed The question wl 
this House will feel it cons nt w the duty that Congr 
country to carry out a me ure of jegisiation that was the resuit 
apprehension when the real facts a scovered é h to 
vent any material loss o1 iss! { 
Mr. HOOKER { would like to c whet the 
plan adopted. 
Mr. RANDALL. The plan w i 
Mr. HOOKER. In the act that p fouses Do yt 
pose to suspend the work l vary ? 
Mr. RANDALL. The same po the act « I 
Ir. HOOKER After you have n itr 3 
Mr. HOLMAN. Very few contrac 1 mad 
Mr. HOOKER. You have adopted plan. = 2 
Ir. RANDALL. Yes; but we can chanze it law y 
M HOOKER. You can not change 1 » 1; as the ) { 


bought the site is concerned. 
Mr. RANDALL. The $585,000 that bought the site can 1 
changed. ‘That is g 
sition that I suppose the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN 
make will be a modification of the plan whereby the further 1 
) site in a public direction may be provided for. 
4 Mr. HOLMAN. A Supreme Court room in « 1 wit 
e Library, if the Library movement must go o 
my ic 
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civil expenses of t] Government io the sca r ci ng. 


1889, and for other purposes, had come to no 1 ution thereon. 
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Rollin 1 F. Presbrey for professional services for North Carolina Che: 
okees in sits in United States eourt. 

Numi fappropriates $10,000 to establish bridge across Wind River on In- 
dian reser t nin Territory of Wyoming 

Number 55 appropriates $3,000 to purchase river front on Columbia River at 
The Dalles in Oregon for benefit of Warm Spring Indians for fishing, et 

Number 56 appropriates $2,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to neg 
tiate with the ¢ ir d'Alene Indians for part of their reservation | 

Numbers 57 and 58 change the amount appropriated for day and industrial 


Indian schools from $725,000 to $750,000 
Number 59 strikes out transportation of pupils to Carlisle school, and limits 


expenditure to not exceed $167 to each pupil 

Numbers 61 and 62 increase the appropriation of $15,000 to erect schoo! build- 
ing at Carlisle to $18.0 

Number 65 corrects aggregate of Carlisle appropriation 

Number 65 fixes compensation of superintendent of Indian school at Chilocco 
at $1,509 

Number 66 sai for superintendent at Genoa, Nebr. 

Number 67 limits appropriations for heating, repairs, erection of building, ete 
at Genoa, Nebr., at $ m, 

Number 68 appropriates $10,000 to support Indian school at Grand Junction, 
Colo. 

Number 69 appropriates $1,000 for transportation of Indian pupils to Hampton 
school to be educated without further cost to the Government. 

Number 70 fixes salary ofsuperintendent of Indian school at Lawrence, Kans., 
at $2,000 


Number 75 fixes salary of superintendent at Indian school, in Salem, Oregon, 
at $1,500 


Number 76 strikes out appropriation of $20,000 for support of Indian school in 


Alaska 

Number 77 appropriates $25,000 to establish Industrial school in Ormsby 
County, Nevada 

Number 78 prov s that children of Indians who have accepted lands in sev- 
eralty shall share equally in school with other Indian children. 

Number 91 extends laws of Montana over territory lately acquired from Mon- 
tana Indians, lying in the counties of Choteau and Dawson 

Number 92 allows lands of Umatilla reservation to be sold at agency instead 





of local land office, ete« 

Having fully explained all the Senate amendments and the conference report, 
showing the action of the conferees of the two Houses, we respectfully ask that 
the report be adopted 

S. W. PEEL, 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to make a brief 
statement. This is the report of the committee of conference on the 
Indian appropriation bill, and we are considering in the House at this 
time the sundry civil appropriation bill. Now, there has evidently 
been a confounding of two items, as I will explain. The estimate for 
the Alaska schools is $50,000. The estimate for Indian industrial edu- 
eation for children of both sexes in Alaska is $20, 000. The sundry 
civil bill includes now but $25,000 of the $50,000, and this report of 
the committee of conference shows that the Senate has stricken out 
from the Indian appropriation bill the House provision giving $20,000 
for the Indian industrial schools in Alaska. Last year there was an 
appropriation of $45,000. By the condition of the sundry civil bill 
and by this action of the Senate on the Indian appropriation bill there 
is left but $25,000 out of $45,000, whereas $75,000 has been asked. 

I can tell the House in a moment how this happened. Educationin 
Alaska ought to be, and is, reeommended by the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion and the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs to be madea unit, and the pur- 
pose was to add the $25,000 to the $20,000, making $45,000, or so much 
more as might be thought proper for that purpose. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the House, conforming to the estimates of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and of the Indian Bureau, very rightly omitted the 
$20,000, and it was put on by an amendment inthis House. The bill 
went to the Senate, and the Senate, heeding the proper recommendation 
of the Secretary, that the Indians, the whites, and the Aleuts should 
have one system of education, have omitted that $20,000, and the mat- 
ter is now in this condition, that instead of having $75,000 for the In- 


dians and whites, you have but $20,000 for the whites; and the Indian | ; : ; : s ; . : 
: | treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 


schools in Alaska for the children of twenty-five thousand Indians are 
left unprovided for. 

I call attention to this now, not for the purpose of resisting the con- 
ference report, but in order that the House, when it resumes consider- 
ation of the Senate bill to-morrow, may add the proper sum for the 


| omitted entirely. 


JUNE 18, 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Indian Affairs surely have 
charge of a matter relating to Indian schools. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir; they had at that time. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the Committees on Appropriations took charge 
of the appropriation relating to the white school. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is right; but now, by reason of both being 
united and the two committees working on different estimates, one is 
I have here letters from the Commissionerof Indian 
Affairs, the Commissioner of Education, and the Secretary of the Interior. 
But this matter can be arranged on the other bill. I only wanted the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs to state that I was right 
in this matter. 

Mr. PEEL. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this re- 

> 


| port [Mr. PEEL] whether there is any matter embraced in it which 


was not included in the bill as it passed the House or in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; there is no new matter whatever. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 


| agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8S. 3182) making an appropriation to enable the several Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government and the bureau of Agriculture, 
the Government Printing Office, and the Smithsonian Institution, in- 
cluding the National Museum and the Commission of Fish and Fish- 
eries, to participate in the Ohio Centennial, to be held at Columbus, 
Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888; 

A bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2496) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. 
Augustine, ila., for a public park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2948) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien. and 
William T. Haskins; 

A bill (S. 1553) to provide for the purchase of a site for the erection 
of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 157) for the relief of Newton S. Murphy; and 

A bill (S. 111) for the relief of William N. Keightley. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendments bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winne- 
bago reservation, in Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; and 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan with amendments; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the House 
concurrent resolution for the correction of an ertor made in the distri- 
bution of a document known as ‘‘ Fish and Fisheries.’’ 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 


| ports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Indian industrial schools of Alaska for the coming year to the proper | 


sum to be allowed to the Alaska Indian fund. I think the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs will say that I have properly stated 
the situation in reference to this matter. 

Mr. PEEL. I think the gentleman has made a very correct state- 


ment, at least so far as the action of the Committee on Indian Affairs | 


is concerned. No estimates came to us for the Indian schools in 
Alaska for the coming year, but when the bill was under consideration 
in Committee of the Whole that item was put in on the floor, and was 
afterwards struck out. The reason given was that it would be provided 
for in the general educational fund for that Territory, and for that reason 
we concurred in the amendment striking it ot. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The Committee on Appropriations took action 
only on the part that it had been accustomed to take action on hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that. I simply wanted to direct at- 
tention to the matter, so that the error of confounding these two items 
might be corrected. 


| 
| 


Houses on the bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 


30, 1839, and for other purposes. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriatioas for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let it be understood that all points of order are 
reserved on that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). All points of order 
will be reserved. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., FOR GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution authorizing the loan of tents and tent equipage to the veteran 
organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac. 

Whereas at the annual reunion of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, 

held at Saratoga, N. Y., in 1887, aresolution was passed extending to all the sur- 
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ivors of the Army of the Potor rguests, to meeti aternal ré of a quorum is developed so a in orig il propos t ( i 
nthe twenty-fifth anniversary battle of Gettysburgh, July 1, 2, and reco : red the gentleman to move to suspend the ruk 
$8, on the field of Gettysburgh as the invitation has been generally ex a —_ ~~ ‘ us 
ended and accepted, tl irvivors of the two armies will be largely repres« i ‘i aaa ND ly ne that mot 1 to susp t I Ss 
ton the oceasion ; and Mr. Bl OWS Does the Chair | ithat t t | 
Wher is it is appare nt that this ¢ ongress will not make am mney appro} a the rules is pending 
a isurably mee the expenses of properly celebrating such annivers y ad H \IRM iN No , 
k ' by the Senate and H f Representatives of the United States of Am Mr. Bl RROWS Does the ¢ 
4 of the Potor acsuch te munittee in char ge of quarte uy be need ed fi he she te : Che ¢ H Al Ik M AN rhe ¢ ult cS 
oft veteran organizations participating in said anniversary, ¢ that to I I } ivipeg the matt 
sord i from the use of such tents and tent equipage rent eid es \ 
iry of ed to detail troops to take cha »of the e a ; 
toy f ng an | teumapactation ander tht direction o ary Clvli appropriation Atte t es 
© iste nittee rose I eupon t t 
SPE \KEI t pro tempore. Is there objection to the present co1 nized, when he renewed his motion to suspend 
baa rabhens of this resolution ? Mr. TOWNSHEND I insist on tl 
Mr enero I rise toa parliamentary inquiry: Does that ca Mr. BURROWS Che only t! I wish to t 
vith it an appropriation ? tic Ifon examination [ find i I 
Mr. ‘TOW NSHEND. It does not. Mr. TOWNSHEND That 1 too 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 1 
Mr. BURROWS. I shall object for the present, until I have an o} Mr. BURROWS I demand nd t 
portunity to examine the resolutio1 iles 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman objects now, it ends the mat Mr. TOWNSHEND. La 
ter for the session, because the celebration comes off in two weeks, ar Mr. BURROWS I object to th 
unless this authority be given now—— Mr. TOWNSHEND Chen | 
Mr. BURROWS. I say to the gentleman that I desire to examin The CHAIRMAN appointed as t 3 Mr P l 
this resolution, and if I have no objection to it - BURROWS 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. It will be too late Mr. CULBERSON Does the Chair decide that 
Mr. BURROWS. ‘To-morrow will not be too late. ime committee to repeat the motion to pend 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. It will. first motion has been voted down 
Mr. BURROWS. Let it be printed in the REcorp. The CHAIRMAN. On the first me 
) Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman thinks proper, let him object. | the motion was withdrawn; and then after the H 
Mr. BURROWS. I do object, until I can examine the resolut committee the motion to suspend the rules was ewe 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move tosuspend the rules and t uestion be the Hou 
resolution. There is nothing in it which a child ten year House divided; and the r 
comprehend. It simply provides for a loan of tents. Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 
TheSPE AKER pr -o tempore . The Chair can recognize the gentleman Mr. BAYNI Is a motion to adi 10 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] representing the Committee on Mil The CHAIRMAN. Not at this tir When the 
tary Affairs to renew the motion to suspend the rules. report it will be in order. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I renew that motion. Mr. BUCHANAN. If the He 
The SPEAK pro tempore. Asth is is suspensi mn day, and as that | « on, does not this motion expi 
committee is entitled to the call, the Chair recognizes the gentleman The CH AIRMAN, No; but it will un 
Mr. BURROWS. That ieieuiiitin ten ‘teen aed, disposed of, w henever this class of b ess is in order 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. ButI withdrew the proposition. Mr. BUCHAN I move, by una 
Mr. KILGORE. I make the point that the Committee on Military | made the spec ial ord r for 11.30 a. 1 
Affairs has already been called. juestion be considered as ordered upon it. 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in response to th Mr. BURROWS. I demand the regular ord 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Texas, that when the « at a time 
mittee was recognized in a previous part of this day, it moved a prop Phe 5 re d the « at 
osition on which no quorum voted, and the proposition was withdray Mr. Ne I 
There was no action taken, and therefore, in effect, there was no ng that 
ognition; and the Chair takes cognizance of the fact that the Spx el Mr. WILKINS. I move that the Hous 
of the House at that time said that he would recognize the gent Mr. BUCHANAN I ! 
from Illinois when the Committee of the Whole should rise this « : go over as unfinished 
ing, if he desired to be recognized to renew his motion ling of the J 
Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Illinois asked ur BURROW 
consent for the consideration of this r ion PEAKER l 
Mr. TOWNSHEND I did in my li il capacity { ) t I 
‘ Mr. BURROWS [am addressing the Chair Che gentk WILKINS ‘ 
; that on his individual responsibili 3 had of co t thd: that x 
Gao That proposit yn was objected to. \ ¢ the t} ‘ 
man of the Committee o1 Affairs, proposes to i t 
‘ rules My objection to th: he Committee on Military Af _—s 
4 I been already recogni ’ I + mo 1; and what rs , : a 
3 may have been the fate of that motion, whether su seo nind , , 
cessful, the committee is itled to ther recog yn. but On tl ae ' 
next committee is entitle called. lin th d | H as rt - 
rule provides, and it is \ ed by parliamentary law, tha 5 are - BUNCE BIE OF ek ect sadn 
al notio nis voted down another motion can not be made to the : 7 t to the Col . LA ypriat , 
TOWNSHEND. : gentleman from Michigan raised his point | Potted back by that committee and referred to the 
of order, v 1 the ¢ i ided I hold the gent] 1 ha lings and Grou I tter commiutt : 
4 right a te this any | , as 1t has} n settled rom 16 10 , . - 
; The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Michigan has the ri ’ ce on Appropriat 
; . > \ PA VAT I 1 
; diseuss the question of order. - a 
: Mr. BURROWS. I have nothing further to say. It is a cleat the SPEAKER } e. The ( f 
; lation of the rule to recognize a committee to suspend the rul lif CODTIBEASION OF ' 
4 not successful t rect ze that committee ain. If that be tr om 1ttec 
c Chair can recognize every succeeding Monday motions to susp Mr. RANDALL. 
x rules from the same committee. ‘ Phe SPEAKER j : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion there was no votes | the building 
and therefore no action on the motion as no quot a here being n : : 
: withdrawn. If the motion had been insisted | 0 . Is was d ; at 
over on the adjournment of the House, it wou! nication and - ‘ 
first business in order on the next occasion he uittee on Ap 5 
classof businessis in order. Itwould have been the first business on I \ rO PRIN 
the next Monday when motions to suspend the rules are in order from unanimous cor t, Ie vas granted to Mr 
committees. There is no action onthe part of the House when a wan re rks in the RECORD on House bill 6115 
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Mr. FO ) I m e that the House 
| sen; and on a division 
negative was announced 
iouncement of the vote 
terms of my last re quest were misunders 
mpore, Che Chair will announce the vote first. 
Before announcing 


ending thean! 





On this question the es are 39, the 
the result the Chair will entertair the 
from New J¢ y. 

Mr. BUCHANAN My } I ition 
he 1 come up in th rnit fter t 
out any limitation to 1 pre 1S ¢ 

* Mr. BURROWS. Let us have th 

of the vote just taken. ‘The ayes have it 


‘Tellers were ordered. 











5 Mr. T 1 Mr. BURROW 
: M1 INOLA, l rise to 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentlem: 
Mi PINOLA. Will it be in order to mak 
1e On t] f n of the resolution of the g 
3 be no object n the gentleman will be 
i Phere » objection 
q Mr. SPINOLA. I wish tosay, Mr. 
3 kindne to our friends on the other side of the 
: stood here acting for the survivors of the Army of tl 
- d rt » pe iade the ¢ 
2 a sl n th oney 
“ 4 y p » f vy abso v me 
i l 1 anniversary of the great battle of Gettysburg! 
I l mor f five and twenty y« 
I ;of the men who fell upon that ) 
Ly { five and twenty rising and setting summer suns have cas 
. had ( the hills and valleys among 
d u and urvive rs, who are but lew al d 
( kle wi its by me, sug 
i Ii ul fe i 
: canteen fre one hand to another, to re-establish the friendshiy 
i exi l bet the war took place. |[|Applause. | 
t been my on motive in asking the House 
$ tI Gutto my utt 
3 i i l { which I can 
for thet 
$ p f ce that le of the H« 
_ a { ot 1 tera ( 
Mr. BUCHANAN. And in justice 
{ oug ther to s that that opposition was 
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1es to be the special guardian of the Uni 
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resolution 
only ks the loan of some few tents to shelter the vi 
hall « te her upon that famous field. 
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NAL RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 18, 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10561) providing forspecific sur- 
veys and resurveys of the public lands in the State of Oregon—to the 


Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10562) grantinga pension to Mary 
: e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, @ bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William S. Latham 
» the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10564) granting a pension to James Butler—to 
i 


ister—to th 


























the Committee on In sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10 for the ré of C. Phelps—to the Com- 
mittee on Claim 
By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of Georg 
Denny 0 the Co 
Also, a bill (H. R 
Committee on War 
By Mr. E. J. TUR) 
William S. Bradshaw 
i follo } p t 
r the ru! l re 
Mr. BURROWS 
fi in l 
tte ( 
J Mr. CUMMING 
ho. MeQOua 
By M ENLO} | 
S. D. M d 
f Say ; W ¢ ( 
Brooks, of Peter A. Andrews, of M1 Rebecca Rhodes, of Thomas 
l and of J Brown, administrator of Hezekiah Brown, of Ten- 
I ee, for! ( r claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com 
e on War Claims. 
by Mr. GEST: Petition of t of I is, f yurt of 
\ational arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign rs. 
‘ petition of the same, against the exportation of intoxicating 
ors to Africa and the islands of the Western Pacific—to the Select 
( tee on the Alcoholie Liquor Traffi 
r. GLASS: Petition of R. W. Mitchell, of William Bannon, of 
Henry Babb, of estate of J. Robinson, and of jamivk. Roe, of Ten 
é heir claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
7 
D 2 rof General J. C. Black, to be filed in claim oi 
Charles Johnson for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of A. A. Schulthers and 17 others, fo 











mendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
erce. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of R. T. Moses, asking pen- 

tir rendered as assistant folder, House of Representa- 
LV ttee on Accounts. 

By Y: Petition of Melvina Hicks, of Rockville County 
Kentucky, to be restored to the pension roll—to the Committee on 
In 1 rens D 

MWORRILI eti 1 of John C 1worth, Kans 
rence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 


‘ iil . 

By Mr. RICHAI Petition of the State Medical Association 
of Tennessee, asking for the removal of duties from medicines, medical 

1d surgical appliances, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. N. Rutledge, of J. C. Atkins, of Leah Bray, of 
Moses Arnold, of Thomas ] and of Joseph H. Bryson, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolution of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, for the passage of Senate bill No. 2943, to perfect the quaran- 
tine service of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Fealden Brantley, of Mrs. 
E. J. Allen, of Edmond T. Riggs, and of J. L. Wheeler, of Kentucky, 
for erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 

1 War Claims 
y Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
», Cal., for the act incorporating the Nicaragua Canal Company- 
o the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of William O. Guinn, of Hum 
; Cou , Tennessee, for reference of his claim tothe Court ot! 
» Committee on War Claims. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Of G. W. Burleighand 24 others, mem- 
*the Jerseyville (Ill.) Gun Club. 
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Che following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of citizens of M: 
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5380 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 19, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the chairman of the committee would in- | the Institution are concerned the other building was constructed in an 
form us if he can, as I have no doubt he can, what is the Pneumatic | extremely short time and very economically. 


Gun Carriage Company and where it is located? Is it a corporation or Mr. BECK. I know it was. I ask if the building is togo on under 

a partnership? * | the same general supervision that built the museum & few years ago. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose it to bea duly organized corporation, from Mr. MORRILL. The bills are precisely identical in language. 

the fact that the Navy Department has been making contracts with it. Mr. BECK. Then it is all right. 

I have also a report by a board of officers of the Navy Department. Mr. MORRILL. There is a single verbal amendment that I desire 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you told us all you know about the Pneu- | to have made. 

matic Gun Carriage Company? Where is it located? Where are the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

works? The CureEF CLERK. In line 11, after the word ‘‘Grounds,”’’ it is 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have not examined the history of the company | proposed to insert the words ‘‘ of the Senate; ’’ so as to read: 

itself; I trust that to the War Department. I trust that the War De- In accordance with the plans now on file with the Committee on Public Build- 

partment will not make a contract with a company unless it appears | ings and Grounds of the Senate. 

to be a duly organized and responsible company. The bill does not The amendment was agreed to. 

direct the-Department to do it. The Department itself is satisfied as The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

to the legal existence of such a company and as to the value of the | ment was concurred in. 

work, and the Department is authorized to contract. It has never| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


been known, in my judgment, to contract with a company that has no | third time, and passed. 


existence EDWIN DE LEON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I dare say that may be so, and still I suppose it} ‘the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 1387, the next 
would not be unlawful or even impertinent for a Senator to inquire | i) on the Calendar under Rule VIII, will be stated 
where the company was located and who composed it, as a matter of The CHIEF CLERK A bill (8 631) for the velief of Edwin De 
ee ae acer ins oo -ntimated | “02: reported adversely from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Ir, HAWLEY, I did not intimate that it would be. Tintimated | “ppg PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
my belief that the company had a legal existence, and that the Secre- joned, if there be no objection 
tary of War would certainly be satisfied on that point before he made Mr H ARRIS. Had hot the bill better remain on the Calendar. as 
a contract. . c ; oe ; +4 3 ¢ : - Pe 
F the Senator who reported it is not present ? 
‘Ir. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator to say he does not know Mr. COCKREI E Yes. he is ie 
where the works of this company are? Mr. H ARRIS. Very ell , ; 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have not myself examined the legal organization The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
ol the company. " Sf dhar Bd ke TT Yhair ara . ce Su . 
, yoned, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Where are the works located? as , ’ 
Mr. HAWLEY. Idonotknow. All I knowis that they have made 5 JOHN D. MAXTED AND ROBERT J. B. NEWCOMBE 


their carriages and exhibited them at Sandy Hook, and that the reports 
are favorable tothem. In the report of the naval board it is stated that 
the company offers 

lo build at the South Boston Iron Works, under the inspection of one of the 
meinbers of the present board, one Powlett pneumatic gun-carriage, etc. 

[t is proposed to build the guns at the South Boston Iron Works. 
do not know that the company has any established works of its own. 
It owns the patent and has made some carriages which have given great | 
Batistaction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | 


The bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J. 
| B. Newcombe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to pay to John D. Maxted and Robert J. B. Newcombe, of Man- 
| istee, Mich., $636, for extra excavation performed by them under the 
I | direction of the United States superintendent in the construction of 
| the Sturgeon Bay life-saving station, in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER May 23, 1888: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 878) for the 
relief of J. D. Maxted and Robert J. B. Newcombe, have carefully examined the 
same, and report: 


was concurred in. The committee find that the House report, No. 969, accompanying H. R. bill 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | 878 clearly and properly presents the facts on which the petitioners in this case 
third time, and passed , ask relief, and the said report is therefore adopted, as follows: 

Hird time, and pi ae ‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bili (H. R. 878) for the 


| relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J. B. Newcombe, having considered the 
} Same, report: 


ADDITIONAL BUILDING FOR NATIONAL MUSEUN. 


Mr. Mt MRRILL, I desire to call up Senate bill 3134, Order of Busi “That the claimants in October, 1885, entered into a contract with the Gov- 
ness 1555, ernment for the construction of a life-saving station at Sturgeon Bay C: 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. | Wisconsin, and that among other items of labor to be performed by the « 

mo. mans : . O794\¢ > erecti Pan ¢ Tepe ants by the terms of the contract was an excavation of 1,200 cubic yards of earth, 
on ( Hit I A Li RK. A bill (S, 3134) for the erection of an additional sand, and loose gravel, to prepare a place forthe foundation of certain buildings 
fire-proot building for the use of the National Museum. which were to be erected; butin the prosecution of the work it was found ex- 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being | pedient and necessary to excavate about 10.000 cubic yards of such earth, sand, 
: ier. the Senator from VY t moves t ‘oceed to the c le a and gravel in addition to the 1,200 yards called for by the said contract, 
An OFGeT, Uh SeDAvOr ATOM ermont moves vO proceed WW tue considera- ‘*Mr. William Henry, the superintendent in charge of the work on the part 
tion of the bill the title of which has been read. of the Government, makes an affidavit that such extra excavation was necessary 
| s agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


and practically unavoidable, and that it was done at his request and by his di- 
{toconsider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $500, 





rection, and thatit was duly approved of by Colonel Rogers, the engineer officer 
in charge. 

“This claim for extra work was referred to the Solicitor of the Treasury, who 
under date of October 28, 1886, gave it as his opinion that under the contract the 
extra work could not be paid for, as it was not author 1 in writing by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, but that under the circumstances it was a proper case 
to present to Congress. 

‘The amount named in the bill, that is $636,is the amount estimated by the 
civil engineer in charge of the work as the amount that should be paid for the 
extra work. 

‘The committee recommend that the bill do pass.”’ 

The committee report H. R. bill 878 favorably, with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There does not seem to be any reason in this re- 
port why the bill should not pass; but it must have been an extraor- 
dinary engineer or Government officer who had charge of the work, in 
whose plans 1,200 cubic yards of earth were required to be removed 
for the foundation when it was found necessary after they began the 
work to increase that by 10,000 yards, more than eight times the 
amount of the estimated excavation by the engineer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
the committee do not find that 10,000 cubic yards, as stated in the 
ilouse report, was the proper amount actually excavated as extra work. 
The Senator will recognize that at once from the amount that the 
committee allowed in the bill, $636. Ten thousand cubie yards was 
the amount claimed by the contractor, but the engineer in charge re- 
dueed it very considerably; in fact to four thousand and something. 
building. or at what time it shail be finished, or anything in that re- | That was caused by the shifting of the sand at the point to a great ex 
gard Che bill seems too indefinite. tent and by the determination of the Government engineer, after the con- 

Mr. MOKRILL. ‘The Senator knows that so far as the Regents of | tract was made, to remove the sand that had accumulated some 20 feet 


The motion w 
dec 

000 tor the erection of a fire-proof building for the use of the Nationa 
Museum, to cover 300 feet square, and to consist of two stories 
basement, to be erected under the direction of the Regents of the 81 
sonian Institution, in accordance with the plans now on file with the | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, on the southwestern por- | 
| 














tion of the grounds of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is a full report by the committee on this 
hill, Report No. 1539, which I presume most Senators have already seen. 
I shall not therefore ask for its reading unless some Senator desires the 
letter of the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution to be read, which 
is very full on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 ask the Senator from Vermont if this building 
will correspond with the National Museum building? 

Mr. MORRILL. It will, but it is one story higher. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the old building of the National Museum full ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Itismorethan full. They havemore than enough 
to fill another building of equal size. The proposed building will con- 
tain room equal to three times the present amount of the existing mu- 
seum, and the pressing necessity for it will be seen by the report that 
is made and by‘the urgency of the officers of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion that the bill shall be acted upon at the present session. 

Mr. BECK. Trose to make aninquiry of the Senator from Vermont. 


I did not observe any provision made as to who is to superintend the 








Sitke Urea oat Rint oS 


«ge Sosiegie iP aesige's 





Saisie. se 


& 





“8 
# 













District have proceeded to take these acknowledgments in accordance | took canntaen } Mr ‘ 
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bia with an amend it t 
insert 
7 ‘ 4 T 4 
i i \ t t s< 
Columbia, acknowledged sit the | f Se; ‘ 
United States « iis u 
or by the supreme courtof tl istrict of ¢ i a,and duly : 
hand and seals of such « Im lsslor 3, are de ired va i id t ‘ 
the fee-simple or other es te ed to nveved, and | ‘ | ver ‘ , ‘ 7 LA 
real estate therein ment avor ¢ parties claimit \ , 
such deeds: Provided, That ithis acts! be « é 7 a 
heretofore acquired, of r« 1, in good faith, by purchasers or « t ; ate Ol 
parties to such deed r other instruments the Slat of Virg l 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from West ( ( 
ori [ Mr. FAt LKNER } who reported the bill, expla nwha t} tio and it ‘ 
ent state of the law in the District of Columbia, and the ne t 
the passage of the bill. led by the ts as va con 
Mr. FAULKNER. There has been no act that I have } 1 abl fr. EDMUND I 3 no ibt 
find that would ratify any supposed defective acknowled t the owner of the prop " has executed the 
the date givenin the bill. The objectis to confirm all dk t ‘ ed the cons tion f t, that it is within 
acknowledged before commissioners of the circuit court o! e | ed t Lutho to rectify y informality, to w 
States or commissioners appointed by the supreme court of the D t | t vy hay sted in the acl 
of Columbia. that was not acknowledge ita but it op 
I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to section 1775 « 1, tt K, whether tie ould ap] to t 
the Revised Statutes, which authorizes the commissioners of « Howeve [ am ts ! t 
urts to take acknowledge its of deeds. Chere is no quest t ] t t tt 
mind as to the v ty of those acknowledgments; but the questio PRESIDEN' rt Lhe 
has been suggested in the District of Columbia by the title compa imen oposed by t 
that exist in thi District, and they hi » refused to wa t or guaranty) ine nen t was agree 
the title where the deed has been acknowledged ei ‘ iS 1 t ) ‘ 
missioner of the circuit court or a commissioner appointed by th wel meurred i 
preme court of the District of Columbia. Che bill was ordered to be engrossed f ) 
Chat has produced such a condition of affairs that several inst third time, and } ! 
have been brought to the attention of the committee affecting the tit Che title was a ed so to rea 
to property in this way. Deeds have been acknowledged before t] ments taken | L> S 
commissioners in trust The parties proceed to enforce the provisions lit courts of is t S 
of the trust by the sale of the property. It s resulted i e t of Columbia ‘ ed in ) 
companies refusing to guaranty the title, in purchasers refusing to ] 
chase, and throwing ultimately the property upon the beneficiari 
the trust, bought in order to savethemselves, they being confident that Che bill (S. 1582 th of t é 
the title was good under the provisions of the law as it stood. Cons¢ considered as in Committee of the W 
quently it has been very unjust and injurious to a great many pers the Treasury to pay to the representatives of 
who were owners of property and have been forced to give deeds of | for hospital stores, vehicles irness, and sadd 
trust and mortgages upon them. Baton Rouge, La., for the use of the United States 
I called the attention of all the title companies to this bill, and ‘ war of 1861. 
attention of the supreme court of the District of Columbia to it. I Mr. EDMUNDS I should like to hear tl 
modifications made in the bili are modifications in accordance with th The PRESIDENT t Che repor 
suggestions of the judges of the supreme court of the District of Co The Secretary read the following report, submi 
lumbia. They have urged and suggested and advised the passage of a | May 23, 1888 
bill similar to this with the amendment suggested by the committes Phe ( tes Cla " i 
which is in accordance with their recommendation. f of the estate of Lucien Goyau ive had t 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The statutes of the United States concerning the eapectiully report a 4 ; 
wcknowledgment of deeds in the District of Columbia, section 441 of | } wise | Ste Cesesev a aa ; ice 
the statutes relating to the District of Columbia, provide, among other In August, 1862, Lucien Go; 
officers who may take acknowledgments, thus gaged in the business of manufacturing and selling « 
Sixth. Before any commissioner of th reuit irt of the District ay Ll < ‘of the Fe artl W i aie | : ‘ ; att ‘ 
for that purpose ( Soon after the battle of August 5. 1862. at Ba 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that | P@!¢- by Special Order No_ 5, 1562, directed Maj. Free 
the title companies hold that the supreme court of the District of ( shan didaneiad tan caida te emai 
lumbia is not a circuit court within the meaning of that sectic ry for t 
that although the commissioners appointed by the supreme court « ‘ 





with that section they are not willing to guaranty the title conveyed | « ’ 
under those acknowledgments ; ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think they are mistaken about that, with great | p Y ee ee a 
respect; but that would be no objection to passing the bi ’ 
any doubt about it in their minds. : 

Another doubt occurs to my mind that I should like to hear the Sen . Sonat Smee 7 t of harne tc., belo 
ator from West Virginia relieve, as doubtless he can. Under the laws \ n taken for the use of the forces of the | 








in this District deeds by the husbands of married women require the | ‘ nanding Laan n DOREG SaRtEENOn PUES 
assent of the wife and her acknowledgment in a certain way Shatin dadl tas Saas lath oak thei: ated tah tate oe 

The question is, supposing Congress to pass this act, whether, inas- | the cla t, 1ux, as wellas the testimony prod 
much as the married woman stands in that peculiar relation, it is within er Cae ee = appcens po om = eaten 





the power of Congress to divest an estate which she still holds because | they recommended the payment of $1,845, the 
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it tmer 1c ] Lying t 
I i « } ul Sn ith, t 
. t ! ad i reor He ites as 
Uy of I G I e the } or to repe that in: 
f t > {that 1 tly en 
i ‘pa of t c i, | t ‘ » Aj opriat n ou 
Ww I vid t » Ler 
‘ wx « il Nove r 20 |. Hlewas a native of France, and it appea 
i Ww i l t} hat he had ever become a citizen of 
{ I ] \ le i 1 of Goyaux caused the claim to 1 
ltot Ir i American Claims Commission, but upon invest 
v ered that Goya ad bec« a1 alized citizen of th« 
{ t < yu he be American citize 
French and A rican Claims Commission c« inotadjudicatethe claim. The 
elai S ( le before the Southern Cla Commission, but Goyaux died 
a! mont ter tl commission was esta shed, ar is satisfactori y 
l that gal representatives had no know! r that the claim 
could ) é 1 by the Southern Claims Commission lor fter th 
oe cpired by limitation of law. 
rhe ori il claimant, Goyaux, was diligent in asserting his claim. 
vi itishie that the proper hereinbefore described was taken pursu 
nt to the order of Colonel! Paine,the commanding officer ; that tig 9 l 
to the use of the Army, and that it was used by the Army. We ar: 
satisfied that it was of the value of $1,545 
therefore report back said bill an d recommend that it do p ass 


reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


1 reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIMS FOR ADVANCES IN WAR OF 1812. 
The bill (S. 610) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine 


be engrossed for a thirt 


and settle the accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore, grow- 


ing out of moneys expe worsen by said States and the city of Baltimore 
for military purposes during the war of 1812, was announced as next 
in order. 

Ir. COCKRELL. That had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rul ae 

Mr. FAULKNER. lask that that bill be not passed over. The pur- 
pose of the bill is simply to place the States covered by the bill exactly 
upon the same equality as four States already relieved by an act of Con- 
grcss of precisely the same kind. It has been discussed fully. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill is animportant bill and involvesa great 
deal of money. There ought to bea discussion and examination of the 
preceding cases that are said to be precedents, and we ought to know 
something about precisely what is the nature of the claims which jus- 
tify Congress in paying interest. It is too important a bill, I suggest 
to my friend from West Virginia, to be taken up when the Senate is so 
very thin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the objection withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should renew it if it was. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
Maryland for advances or expenses in the war of 1776 are not settled 
yet. Those ought to be taken out of the way before we come down to 
those of 1812 

Mr. FAULKNER. I, of course, do not insist on the present consid- 
eration of this bill, as the Senater from Vermont has suggested that 
there may be a division called for, which would, of course, stop the 
matter, but I think the Senator from Kansas will find thatso far as the 
State of Maryland is concerned as to the war of 1812, all her claims 


have been settled. It is not the State of Maryland, it is the city of 


Baltimore that is more interested in this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill takes its place on the Cal- 
endar under Rule LX. 

MEDICAL CORPS OF THE NAVY. 

The bill (S. 262) to increase the efficiency of the Medical Corps of the 
Navy was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 

NEW BERNE NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD. 

The bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the necessity for the United 
States building that road explained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
report read ? 


My impression is that the accounts of the State of 
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"The e are buried in the national cemetery! 1e « New Berne, N.C 
over 3,000 Federal soldiers. The grounds a ‘ ‘ iin walls built of 
shell rock, of which material the h forthe suy t a neat two-story 
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** These grounds are situated on a bluff overlooking the Neuse River, a sheet 
of w bout a in width. The distance from the grounds to the cor- 
pora its of New Berne is about1} miles, and the only road now connecting 
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road, liable at any time to be closed by the owners of the lands over which it 
runs id wh ic ch, during certain seasons of the year, is grown up with weeds and 
mad most impassable by the encroachments of the plowmen who cultivate 
tl cent field s. Theowners of these lands, your committee is informed, are 
willis & to donate tothe Government the 1 geht of way over them. 

fhe macadam to construct _ road w Hil have to be hauled by rail betwee 

nd 100 miles, and according to approximate estimates made by Mr. Owens, 
of the War Department, the cont ‘of its construction will reach ab Out $20,000, 
which estimate is hereto attached and made part of this report. 

‘““ WASHINGTON, D. C., February 18, 1888, 

DeAR Str: In accordance with your request I hand you herewith approxi- 
mate estimate of cost of shell and of mac ad: im road from the city of New Berne, 
N. C., to the national cemetery near that p! 


‘The distance from the city limits to the cemetery is reported to be a mile 
and a quarter. 

‘If shells could be obtained in sufficient quantities at the price usual wher« 
shells abound a good road of the above len , 25 feet wide, with a depth of 18 
inches of shells, could be constructed for $15,000, possibly less, depending on the 
supply and price of shells. 

‘Il am informed that the city of New Berne has at present a contract with the 
oyster-canning factories for filling with shells a dock in the harbor, and that 
therefore a sufficient supply of shells for the proposed road could not probably 
be obtained this season. 

‘*T estimate the cost of a macadam road as follows: 








6,000 cubic yards earth work, at 20 cents ceameainiaireiieds dececahenides.. Cae 
5,000 cubic yards macadam, in place, at $3............c.sscecsscscsrecererssccecseresesere 19, 000 
1,000 cubie yards bank gravel on top, at $2... 2, x 
Drainage and sundries........ saeuhiinmniiibeianeieaiekdies ppaienipinnaaieiniaissalatiiiaaidtiesain 500 
Engineering and contingencies............. a dhieepesiadhenidisden tan See = 


‘It might, perhaps, be done for less, but it is better to make the appropriation 
$20,000 and then only the amount necessary need be expended. 
‘Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
‘W. H. OWEN, 


“ Civil Engineer, Quartermaster’s Department 


‘Hon. F. M. Sitmoons, M. C., 
** House of Representative 

“Your committee think there is urgent necessity for the immediate construc- 
tion of this road, and recommend that the said bill, after being amended by 
striking out, in line 9, the word ‘thirty,’ and inserting foritthe word ‘twenty, 
do pass.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
what is the nature of the soil between the city of New Berne, over this 
distance of a mile and a half, and this cemetery, in order to understand 





{ . . . ° ~ : ° 
what is the necessity of expending $20,000 to build a macadam road to 


this cemetery, w hich ought to haye a nice and convenient road to it 
we all agree, but if the soil in the neighborhood of New Berne is like 
a good deal of the rest of North Carolina that I have seen—and I speak 
of it with great respect as neither of her Senators is here to defend her— 
there is no need of building amacadam road at that great expense as dis- 
tinguished from an ordinary dirtroad, suchas we have in Vermont. But 
if it is a deep clay soil it might be a different thing; but a good, ordi- 


nary turnpike road, in almost all soils except the deep black soils of 


some bottoms, is perfectly adequate and suflicient for every such pur- 
pose. I should like to know what sort of a country that is? 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich- 
ita, Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building at Browns- 
ville, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7255) for the Telief of A. B. Tyan. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and con- 
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passed it this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right 
The joint resolution was repo 
lered to a third reading, read 





ore 


320) to authorize t 





JTHALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont asked 











me a question which I am not sure that I am prepared to ansy t 
curately. He asked me what was the character of the soil in the neigh to 
borhood of New Berne, N. C., where this cemetery road is propos: 
be con ed. id, but for an expression in the report so I think |] 
from n neral hat country that it was sandy soil; | gratitude t 
but I see fro only approach to the « metery now 5 
is by a narrow, pl t g e€ mo 
owners of the lands ov id toa 
sons of the year, is grow 
by the encroachments of 7 un 
From that I infer that n obj¢ 
sandy, as I would ha nd « 
It does not occur to me that the objection made to this bill by tl I said bef 
Senator from Vermont ought to prevail, no matter what the chara which the priva 


of the soil may be. There is no means of approaching this cemet« ind a good 1 
where there are more than 3,000 Federal soldiers buried, except by oug] 
narrow road liable to be closed up by the land owners, thus cutt 
the cemetery off from all approach from all directions. ta 








As to the necessity of a macadamized road there, I may state that I 
: can see no reason why this particular cemetery should be dis i 
’s against as to the character of the approach to it provided by legisla I 
_ I think I am safe ying that all the national cemeteries, at least | u 
i i he Sonthern n n of the Unior I » } 1 mac: Li ized ( nary il . 
i in the Southern p n of the Union, have had macadamized 1 inary soil } 
x other permanent roads provided for them when Congress has been a} lo continu: 
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plied to; and I do not know ofa single instance where an applicat essary 

has been made for a reasonable appropriation for that purpose, accom- rht to be « 

7 panied by an estimate from a proper engineering officer, when this body | necessary for 
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Now, whether the present road be a sandy road—a very uncomfort- | should not to 








such roads in that country—or whether it be an ordinary dirt road lia- 








unnecessary 1 


: has acted adversely upon such a proposition | le of the Unit 
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to be constructed as distinguished from having a good road there. I 
do not see the use of spending more money than is necessary. 

I do not find in the report any statement at all that a macadam road 
is required for public convenience, and utility, and ease in reaching 
this place; but it seems to be taken for granted that $20,000—ove1 
$10,000 a mile to be spent for building a road, for the land is not 
to cost anything, the mere macadam that is nine-tenths of it evidently 
(the breaking of the rock, the hauling of it, and laying it down), and 
we are to spend this for building a road a mile andahalf from the little 
city of New Berne to this sacred spot. As representing the soldier tax- 
payers, I call att ion to it because, so faras it appears, I do not see 
the necessity, wl we must have a road there, of spending so much 
money 10 build ie 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President,in some cases these cemeteries are 
upon public roads already existing, which the cities and the localities 
in general are bound to keep up; but in a number of other cases—and 
I presume it to be so in this—the public in general has no interest in 
the roud. The county authorities there outside the limits ef the village 
of New Berne are under no legal obligation to make a respectable road, 
and the result of refusing to appropriate in this case would simply be 
to leave this with this ordinary old road across the fields to grow up 
with jimson weeds and sometimes crowded upon and practically aban 
doned. 

Now, as to the character of the road, it isa common thing to build a 
good piece of road down that coast of shell. There is nothing finer 
than an excellent shell road. That could be done in this case proba- 
bly by waiting awhile, but there is a contract, I understand from the 
report of the engineer, that calls for a good deal of the shell that is fur- 
nished about New Berne to shell a dock in the harbor, and therefore 
if the road is to be ashell road the building of it must be postponed for 
some time. There is said to be no objection to waiting a year or so 
until the supply of shell is ready to build an excellent shell road. But 
the bill does not require the expenditure of $20,000. It gives that as 
the extreme limit. ‘‘So much thereof as may be needed’ is to be used 
for building the road. 

I do not think that the Military Committee, in recommending the 
passage of the bill reported by the Senator from Mississippi, has de- 
parted at all from the general policy of the Government, which has been 
to put these cemeteries in excellentorder, builda respectableand noth- 
ing more than a respectable wall, and to put a good porter and keeper 
and lodge there, and then, if needed, tomake theapproach tothe ceme- 
tery passable, because in many cases these cemeteries being kept so 
nicely are places of public resort, and I am glad indeed that they are. 
It is becoming in the Government to keep them in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, [ am willing to vote whatever is 
necessary to make a proper road to and proper provision for the decent, 
respectable preservation of the cemetcries for the soldiers; but it occurs 
to me that one way of testifying our respect for their memories is to 
respect the rights of the living so far as not to vote extravagant and 
unreasonable appropriations. The idea of appropriating $10,000 a mile 
for the construction of a road of this kind, it seems to mt, is not just 
to the living. I shall not, therefore, vote for the bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi having 
once spoken, is there objection to his speaking further? ‘The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I only wish to say a word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

I do not agree with the Senator that the roads to these national cem- 
eteries ought to be constructed with the same idea of economy that they 
are to private cemeteries. As.a purely economical scheme, it would 
perhaps have been well not to have established these cemeteries. The 
cemetery at New Berne itself was established at great cost. There was 
considerable outlay of money, in my judgment, very properly expended 
in the preparation of this cemetery—they are all alike, I believe—in 
beautifying the grounds, providing the headstones, and in inclosing 
the grounds with a wall such as is described in this report. 

We are not able always to show our respect for the dead resting in 
private cemeteries by an outlay like that. We are not always able to 
provide a handsome two-story building for the person in charge of a 
private cemetery, as is done, it appears, in this national cemetery at New 
Berne. We would like, if we were able, to beautify the private ceme- 
teries as these national cemeteries are beautified. We would like, if we 
were able, to inclose them in the same way, and provide a superintend- 
ent, to be liberally compensated for his services. But it is not always 
that that can be done in the case of a private cemetery. The Govern- 
ment, however, isable to provide a permanent, lasting, and creditable 
approach to each of these national cemeteries, and it has never refused 
todo this. So far asmy knowledge extends, whenever application has 
been made to the Congress of the United States to do for the national 
cemeteries elsewhere what this bill proposes to do for this cemetery in 
North Carolina, it has been granted. 

The Senator says that in the report of the engineer officer it is not 
recommended that the road be a macadam road. That is true. He 
was not asked for his views as to the character of the road. Congress 
having always determined in every single instance that I can now re- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNE 19, 


call when a road was to be constructed to one of these national cem- 
eteries that it should be a macadam road or a shell road or a gravel 
road, it was not for the engineer to say that this ought or ought not to 
be a road of one of those classes. He was asked what the expense 
would be, and he gives the reasons why a shell road could not be con- 
structed at that particular point, and the reasons why a macadam road 
would have to be resorted to. 

The distinguished Senator from Vermont seems to have been seized 
to-day with rather a sudden spasm of economy in reference to this 
matter. He considers that this appropriation is extravagant; and if 
he can induce a majority of the Senate to change its policy as to this mat- 
ter already adopted with reference to other cemeteries, I am sure I am 
content; but for one I do not think it is an extravagant use of the public 
money to provide a permanent approach toa national cemeterz, which 
has been established at a considerable expense to the Government, to 
make it conform in its plan and appearance to the approaches to other 
national cemeteries of the Government. 

I say that if on the idea of economy this bill be defeated, then there 
is a discrimination against this particular cemetery at this particular 
point, and the Senate of the United States will refuse to do for this 
cemetery, where there are 3,000 Federal soldiers buried, what it did 
without a word of objection within the last six weeks for another in 
the same section of the Union where there were less than 1,300. If ii 
is proposed to adopt a mure economical system or plan with reference 
to the approaches of these national cemeteries now, when roads have 
been constructed to nearly all of them, the responsibility shall not rest 
on me. I reported this bill, and I shall support it, because it is doing 
for this cemetery what has been uniformly done for all others in like 
condition. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WILILAM T. CRUMP. 

The bill (S. 353) for the relief of William T. Crump was announced 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill will be passed over, the 
majority and minority reports not having been printed, and the Sena- 
tor who reported the bill being absent. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern’ Railway Company was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 6, line 17, after the word ‘‘ rea 
sonable,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ratesor,’’ and inline 19, after the word ‘‘ such,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘rates or;’’ so as to read: 

Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, 
and, at the option of the said corporation, may be used for the passage of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers, for 
reasonable tolls to be fixed by the Secretary of War; and the Secretary of War 
shall have the right, from time to time, to revise suck tolls, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, after the word ‘‘act,’’ at the 
end of line 1, to strike out ‘‘so as to prevent or remove all material 
and substantial obstructions to the navigation of said river by the con- 
struction of the said bridge,’’ and in line 6, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to 
insert ‘‘so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial obstrue- 
tion to the navigation of said river by the construction of said bridge; ’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and any alterations or changes that may be required by Congress in 
the bridge constructed under this act so as to prevent or remove al! material 
and substantial obstruction to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of said bridge shall be made by the corporation owning or controlling the same, 
at its own expense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word ‘‘in,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘and for any district in which said bridge or obstruction 
touches’”’ and insert ‘‘ whose territorial jurisdiction said bridge or any 
part thereof is located;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction caused by this bridge to the free navigation of said river, the cause 
may be tried before the circuit court of the United States in whose territorial 
jurisdiction said bridge or any part thereof is located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 3, [ine 41, after the word ‘‘ war”’ at the 
end of section 2, I move to strike out the period and to add: 

And no such change shall be made until so approved. 

The same amendment that was agreed to in the Senate yesterday, in 
substance, on another bill of this character. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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S s¢ from the Senate. The word ‘‘change’’ was used \ 1 it ov ae ae ee Oe hid ie , , et : 

should have been ‘* changed.’’ : r ae aie sere 1 

The amendment was concurred in. ter b 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. l 118 1 Vj I 

The following bills, received from the House of Representative ve y to the Pre t 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee « date | 
Publie Buildings and Grounds: it mec 0 3 \ 

A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at W ta, ‘ 
Kans.; and he im} hat the « it was intend ) 

A bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building at Browns- | and probably is, that th officers would all be out and that th 
ville, Tex get in by the method prescribed in the act 


The bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the [ am not saving that that is good or bad. buto that it ought to be 








Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pu ~ I od wh \ s. If t uN é ‘ 1 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropri- | t] t « en sup 10uS a é I 
ations. tYE. It is so long ago since this bill reported tha 
MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. forgotter 

Mr. FRYE. In my absence Order of Business 665 was passed ovei [ made some inquiries, not of the Secretary of the Treasu but of 
It is the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital | one of the officers who came to see me about it e offi 
Service of the United States. I ask unanimous consent to go back to | !avorotit his is t bill act 310) tral tted to t 
that order, and take up the bill for consideration. Secretary of the isury aiter it é Ked 





There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whol efore. Iam not prepared to say what the effect of that } ) 1S. 
proceeded to consider the bill. he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment it 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from Maine who | be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 





reported this bill explain the proviso, whether the effect of the proviso \ DJOURN MENT. 

and the bill together is to legislate out of office the whole body of thes Mr. EDMUNDS. I take the liberty of moving that t Senate 
surgeons who are now in service, or what it means. I see the last ! now adjourn 

clause is, ‘‘And the President is authorized to nominate for confirma The PRESIDENT pro tempore lhe Senator from Ver mo 
tion the officers in the service on the date of the passage of this act, that the Senate do now adjourn 


which I suppose he would have the right to do anyway. I should Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to say to the Senator ft ‘ ont 
like an explanation as to what the effect of the bill is in regard to the | that the chairman of the Committee on Pensions had conte1 lask 
officers now in service. he Senate to? eed t ‘ 5 t ‘ 


Mr. FRYE. Ido not understand that it legislates any officer out of | the Calenda 
service. That amendment was put in at the request of the Treasury Mr. EDMUNDS We < take t 1 up to-m yw mv rth =f 
Department. The bill was reported to the Senate two years ago by | thing after the 1 } 








4 routine I 
our committee, and reported again a year ago, and a year ago the Se The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is ont] ‘ of t 
retary of the Treasury called the attention of the committee to a neces- | Senator from Vermont 
sary amendment, and that clause is the amendment. The Secret The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 55 mi 
of the Treasury writes now: the Senate adjourned until Wednesday, June 20, 18+ t 1 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, Feb 8 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge ther t f your « i f 

February 27, concerning Senate bill 1736 to regulate appointm t M 7 y . _ , 
’ x é i 7p C 
rine-Hosy ice ofthe United States, and in reply ther er HOt SE O] REI t-ESENTATIVI Ye 
witl co lett t Set y « Treasu \ r 
in ’ ' 1 

1886, relative to a bill containing identical provis < ry ESDAY J 19, 18858 

rhe views of this Department have undergone no change ft those there . ‘ . 
expressed. The House met at 11 o’clock a, 1 Pr ie ! 

Respectfully, yours, W. H. MILBuRN, D. D 









Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, VETO MESSAGE—DOLLY BLAZI 

Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. mee . a . 
je ak he SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto m« 
This is the letter referred to: phe <I pe tee rede H , . , 





from the President of the United State 



















TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, Feb ry 6,15 : 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter fro ‘ 
of your committee, under date of February 4, 1886, transmitting, in ac ‘ I re pp? ul Hi \ 4 
with the directions of the committee, Senate bill No. 780, “to regulate t pt ec! 
ments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States n whichla re La ben l 
quested to furnish the commi e with suggestions as I may deen é se! | I i t 
ing the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage, and i: 3W rv June, 1865 
spectfully inform you that the bill is in accordance with the various 1 Ile died in 1873, leav 
mendations of this Department that have been made from time to tin I I ' 1a i it , irs 
upon reports of the Supervising Surgeon-Gene al. fh cause of the s i v feve bh . y ino 
It appears t t there is at present no law s ifically reg ut t iou t i i I s¢ % 
pointment uf medical officers in th 1¢- Hospital Service, and the cessiul, Vv d go far tow 
ments are made in accordance w reneral at rity conferred ont se which stood in ¢ cla 
retary of the Treasury, to di 1 ‘ t Marine-Hospital S Phe bill herewith ed for the 1 
Hence the propricty of the passage of a1 t regulating these app tment er had ! { t } ‘ ‘ il 
An exam tion of the text of the Ll sho to be substantially a trar ript DG a CIs Nation ih ta of this apy; unt and ag 
of the regulations of the Department which have been in force since 1879, and widows fully as c en ed 
which were lately repromulgated and approved by the President under te GROV ‘ . D 
of April 24,1885. It must be sufficiently obvious toany one that medical officers EXECU [ANSIO June 18, 1888 
of the Marine-Hospital Service should be th rough y versed in the different Mr. WILKINS. I move that the messave be referred to the Com- 
branches of medicine as set forth in the bill and the incorporation of these re mittee on Invalid Pension nd Ra an ae ' ’ 
quirements in the statutes would seem to be necessary. Attention is invited to | Mttee On 4nvaba Fensions and ordered to be printed 
page 52 of my annual report for 1885, pages 11 and 12 of the report of the Supe: Phere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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| 
N f < to 
) t i | tl st 
| 
rh t at 
e@: ar nan- 
i t to 
I t now paid tot I I 1 wn 
I fr to 32 I ens ins n v a 
j i 1 ‘ < iw out impedim a 10tice to ahh r ailway 
I ! t mpany tor ‘ 1 < < | ents, the said c« pany fails to do 
j j t I er a t yr offi or » the Secretary of War sl ave the authority to make the same, and all the 
| 3 conferred | his act shall be forfeited; and Congres ss shall have powell 
I 1 ‘ } thiss but h xe ted | t do any and all things nec: ssary to secure the free navigation of the riy 
3 g J 
adie , : aikedtn = “Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker I observe from the reading that there is 
e 1] ith ‘ d since the intre | a cleri ical error in the bill. I ask that it m: be ¢ rrected. 
the I _ oc se | The SPEAKER. It appears to be the omission of a single letter. 
KROV iui a ¥i 9" 1 ; ~) 66 1 9) = 
' | The word ‘ ‘change’ should be ‘‘ changed. 
. | > , . . r , 4 
ae aia ee | Mr. RANDALL. It is a Senate bill. How have we the power to 
Ew i , I a eee a ee referred to the ¢ hange the bill except by amendment ? 
mitt on nsions, and ordered to be rinted , } 1 , 
oo pe : roe rhe SPEAKER. It can only be done by an 1endment. The gentle- 
e was no objection, and it was yr i . ‘ . ‘ 
ee ) ORGS OR, Bs ae o orderec man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asks unanimous consent to amend so 
DEATH OF EMPEROR FREDERICK. | as to ma ike the word ‘‘ change cameed.” If there be no objection 
. . ‘ . . ‘ j ; : i 
rhe SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary | that amendment will be made. 
ite, transmitting a letter from the Envoy Extraordinary and Min- | here was no objection, _s was so ordered. 
ister Plenipotentiary of Germany, conveying the thanks of the Emperor | he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed , and re ad a third 
of ¢ manv for the resolutions of sympathy on the occasion of the death | time; and being « ngrossed, it was ac cordingly read e third time, and 


of the late Emperor; which was ordered to be printed, and laid on 


REPAIR OF SEA-WALL, ETC., WILLET’S POINT, NEW YORK. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seeretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of the Secretary of War ot 
appropriation for repairs to sea-wall and wharf at Willet’s Point, New 
York; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. B. TYAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7255) fo 

the relief of A. B. Tyan, with Senate amendment. 


Senate amendment in this case is to correct the name of the beneficiary. 
Mr. WILKINS. Imovethat the House concur in the Senate amend- 


rhe motion was agreed to. 

PARI CHOCTAW AND LITTLE ROCK RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2930) to au- 
thorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to con- 
struct a a brid; ge across Red River at or near Hooks’ Ferry, Red River 
Count Texas. 

Mr. G RISP. That bill, I think, is identical with the House bill 
10063, reported from the Committee on Commerce of the House. I ask 
unanimous consent that it be considered at the present time. 

Mr. WILKINS. Will it take much time ? 

Mr. CRISP. No. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to any bill being passed in this House 
that has not been read. 

Mr. CRISP. I donot ask to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection, if the bill is read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thai the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company, 
a corporation duly created and existing under the laws of the State of Texas, 
be and is hereby, authorized to build a bridge across the Red River at or near 
Hooks’ Ferry, Red River County, Texas, the said bridge to be so constructed 
as not to interfere with the navigation of said river: Provided, That any bridge 
construeted under this act and according to its limitations shall be a lawful 
structure, and shall be known and recognized as a post-route, and the same is 
hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and the muni- 
tions of war of the United States, or for through passengers or freight passing 
over said bridge,than the rate per mile paid for their transportation over the 
railroads leading to the said bridge; and the United States shall have the right 
of wi ay for a postal telegraph across said bridge. 

Sec, 2. That any bridge constructed under this act shall be built and located 
under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of said river 
as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said com- 
pany shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, 
a design of the drawings of the bridge and piers, and a map of the location, giv- 
ing for the space of at least one mile above and one mile below the roposed 
location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore lines at high and 
low water, and the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the 
soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other 
bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be required 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject ; and until said plan and 
location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of ‘War the bridge shall not 
be built; and ifany change be made in the plan of construction of said bridge 
during the progress of the work thereon, or before the completion of said bridge, 
such change sha!l be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; and the 
said structure shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer reasonable | 
and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said structure ; 
and the said structure shall be change, at the cost and expense of the owners 
thereof, from time to time, as the Secretary of War may direct, so as to preserve 
the free and convenient navigation of said river; and the authority to erect and 
continue said bridge shall be subject to the revocation or modification by law 
whevever the publie good shall, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, so re- 
guire, without any expense or charge to the United States; and in case of any 





passed. 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
i table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. House bill 10063, on the same subject, will be laid 
on the table, if there be no objection. 
There was no objection. 
GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 
The SPEAKER also laid befo: re th ie House a bill (S. 2946) granting 
the use of certain lands to the y of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public 


: : 
; ARR oT . + 1 : . . | park, and for other purposes. 
fhe SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the only effect of the | ?“\> ae 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be con- 
sidered at this time. I will state to the House that the bill carries no 
money appropriation. There is a Government reservation in the city 
of St. Augustine which is an eye-sore andis now used as a common, 
and the city desires to get — jurisdiction over it in order to im- 


| prove it and make a park. By this bill the Government reserves to it- 
| self the right to resume j siriedtet tion at any time and retains the fee title. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gentleman 


from Florida for the present consideration of this bill? 


Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. TIhope the gentleman will not insist on his ob- 
jection, 

Mr. MACDONALD. LTobject. I have been three months here try- 


| ing to get recognition to pass a little bill and I have not got it yet. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. ‘That does not seem to me to be a good reason 
for opposing this bill. As objection is made, Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
for the present the bill lie on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

OHIO CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3182) making 
appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment and the Bureauof Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, 
and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum and 
the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Cen- 
tennial, to be held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 
1888; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1051) to amend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 


termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of 


Columbia; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
WILLIAM B. STOKES AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2948) for the 
relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, sr., and William T. Haskins; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OAKLAND, CAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1553) to provide 
for the purchase ofa site for the erection of a public building at Oak- 
land, in the State of California; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

NEWTON 8S. MURPHY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House tha dill (S. 157) forthe re- 
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as thus amer ~d the b 
The amendments recommended by the committee were a 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the i 
passed. 
Mr. HENDERS¢ N, of North Carolin %, moved to 
by which the bill was passed; and also 
consider be laid on the table. 


ict te in tb 


ilinitrant sate 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSI 


> i 


Patera oS 


Several members ¢ 


Mr. CROUSE was recognized. 


oes 


Vor J 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parli a] 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KILGORE. I desire to know whether there is any w 


gentleman to get recognized without going down into that bull-p 
front of the desk. [Lar ] 
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vent loss or damage resulting from the use of such tents and tent equipage, the 
Secretary of War is authorized to detail troops to take charge of the same and 


| to provide for their safe-keeping and transportation under the direction of the 


Mr. DIBBLE. Iask my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] to 
withdraw his objection. We only ask one day; and our committee 
has already lost one of the days assigned to it. 


Mr. RANDALL Let us fix next Thursday. 


Mr. WILKINS. Let me suggest next Tuesday, as it will be neces- | 


sary, I presume, on these public building bills to have full House. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely necessary that we pass 
these appropriation bills before the 30th of June; and I hope no busi- 
ne f the Ifo 
tion, so that they may go over to the Senate. I have given way in 
regard to one of f the most imports — bills before us for the very purpose 
of enabling the app opriati m bills to be soa to the Senate. I hope 


se will be inte erpose «1 to prevent their prompt considera- | 


| Quartermaster-General. 


| 
| 


| 


my friend from South Carolina | Mr. DIBBLE] will not insist on occu- | 


} 1 


‘ 


pying to-day, but will let the Committee on Appropriations go on with | 


the sundry civil bill. 


Mr. RA NDALL. [I suggest to the gentleman from South Carolina | 


to name next Thursday for the consideration of the bills of his com- 
mittee, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I modify my request for unanimous consent so as to | 
ask that next Thursday be substituted for to day in the order with re- 
gard to publie building bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER, That is already a part of the terms of the order. 


All that the gentleman from South Carolina asks is that the ordershall | 


be postponed from to-day till Thursday. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
would have Thursday upon the same conditions that they now have 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. If the change asked by the gentleman from South 
Carolina should be made, and the House on Thursday should prefer to 
zo into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of an appropria- 
tion bill rather than for the consideration of the special order, it could 
he done. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the substitution of Thursday for to-day will 
not interfere with the business which the gentleman from Alabama 
{| Mr. HERBERT] has in charge. Whether the House should go on with 
his bill would be a question under the control of the majority. 

Ir. DIBBLE. As I understand, if Thursday next should be as- 

igned to the business of our committee and the gentleman from Ala- | 

bama on that day should desire to have the naval appropriation bill | 
considered, that motion would have precedence. 

‘The SPEAKER. That question would have precedence. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the order fixing 
to-day for business of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds | 
be postponed until Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 


Mr. RANDALL, Inow move that the House resolve itself into Com- | 


| 


| 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 183) was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I sincerely hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. The form in which this resolution is now presented makes 
it entirely unobjectionable, and I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw 
the objection, as it will be too late to be ofany service if it is not passed 
at once. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is this simply for the loan of the tents? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; that is all. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; then I will withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, the joint resolution was cousidered, 


| ordered to be engrossed for a third’ reading; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and p: assed. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 


| resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
| be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 


Whole for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 
Mr. MORRILL. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I would Jike to ask 
unanimous consent that committees having reports to make may be 


| permitted to file them at the Clerk’s desk for reference. 


There was no objection. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 
STATIRA YOUNG, 
Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
bi ck favorably the bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 


| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


| be printed. 


mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the sundry civil | 


appropriation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
yield to me a moment in order that I may bring up a matter which 
was pending at the adjournment yesterday. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. In case the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to go into Committee of the Whole to consider the appropria- 
tion bill is voted down, will it then be in order to renew my motion ? 

he SPEAKER. It will be. 

Mir. RANDALL. Iam anxious to give the gentleman a day for his 
committee. 

Mr. DIBBLE. And I am very anxious to havea day; but it seems 
that members here will not permit the arrangement to be made. 

the SPEAKER, ‘The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mir. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
yield to me for just a moment to submit a resolution for present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. How long will it take? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not exceeding five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., GE[TYSBURGH REUNION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution authorizing the loan of tents and tent equipage to the veteran 
organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac. 


Whereas at the annual reunion of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, 
held at -aratoga, N. Y., in 1887, a resolution was passed extending to all the 
urvivers of the battle of Gettysburgh an invitation to meetin fraternal reunion 
on the twenty-tifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh, July 1, 2, and 3, 
1888, on the field of Gettysburgh, and as the invitation has been generally ex- 
tended and accepted: Therefore, 

Keso'ved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to loan to the committee in charge of quarters of the Society of the Army 
oft P Potom rc sue ch tents and tent equipage as may be needed for the sheltering 
of the veteran organizations participating in said anniversary, and that to pre- 


| back favorably the bill 


| 


| 


| ported back favorably the bill (8 
| sion to William H. H. Welsh; which was referred to the Committee o! 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe printed. 


MINNIE B. BAILEY. 


Mr. FRENCH also, from the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
| back favorably the bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie B. 
Bailey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


LEMUEL 8S. SKINNER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
(S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel 8. Skin- 
ner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. LOUISA WARD. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Louisa Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


| on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. H. WELSH. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
$s. 2842) granting an increase of pen- 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 


| ing report, ordered to be printed. 


J. S MAY. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2945) granting a 
pension to J. 8. May; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PADGETT. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 





ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2874) granting a 
| pension to George W. Padgett; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


WiLLIAM KELSEY. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2106) granting a 


pension to William Kelsey; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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PHEBE M’LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin t » the pens! 
roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, order dto be 
printed. 

EMELINE BEAM. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re] 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Emeline bx 
mother of Isaac W. Beam; which was referred to the Committee ol 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accor 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY CALVERT TRUXTON. 


Mr. YODERalso, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, r¢ 


back favorably the bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary 
Truxton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


be printed. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, report 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 7000) to pension P! 
Castator: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


rt, ord 





the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
be printed. 
LEVI B. SMITH. 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 1719 inting a pension to Levi B. Smith 





was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the P: te ¢ 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re] 


back favorably the bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of V 
T. Otey: which was referred to the Commit of the W e House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with tl l wnying report, o ed 





to be printed. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


i 
back favorably the bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A 
Tate: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on tl 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered t ‘ 


printed. 
TAMES R. DURHAM. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2675 t 
James R. Durham; which was 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, « 
dered to be printed. 


ranting an increase Of pension to Lie 


eferred to the Committee of the Vi 


or 
Y 
I 





SHAD 
Mr. LANE also, from the ns, vr { 
back favorably the bill (S. of pension 


Shadrach Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the W 





House on the Private Cals Mal 1 i € ( a 8 iC pol ( 
dered to be printed. 
LEOPOLD MAYER. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back favorably the bill (S. 619) granting : 
pold Mayer; which was referred to the Commi 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa 


to be printed. 











CHARLES WALSTER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to ¢ 
Walster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be pr uted. 

WILLIAM H. DOWDALL. 
Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. 
Dowédall;: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ord to 
be printed. 
JAMES A. MYERS 
Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re d 





' 


back favorably the bill (IH. R. 3234) granting a pension to Jai 
Myers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

; ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
upon the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3507) granting a pension to James Curran; 
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po 1] ‘ \ amendment the bill (H. R. 9173) granting : 
pel n I 1. Drake; which was referred to the Committee of th 
Wl H } e Calendar, and, with tl p 
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I RID 

M HI ER », f the Committee on Invalid Pen 
por 1 | bbl ith @ fi the bill (H.R Y15e 
a] } i rom .% i i eferred to { t 
ofthe VW i] tie i { { and 1 
pany y ( 1 to € prin | 

A. H 

Hi PE] lso, from the Committee on Invalid Pension 
ported } h amendment the bill (H. R. 9731) gra 
ap on H hv referred to the Com 
ol W I Ul of ite Calendar, and, with the acco 
Pp ‘ ‘ oO x pri ft ] 

i CAROLINE ¢ EYFORTH 

HI ! i n the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ré 
po ) i \ im Iment the bill (H. R. 91 ; ti 
ay ) ( G. Sevfort vhich \ referr >t ( 
mit of t WV ‘ eon the P te Cal ur, and { 
con] r reT t. ordered be pri d 

RA I y 

h HH { { Com tte on J i | 
pol l with amendn he bill (H I 
ap t i hich was r red to 1 ( { 
the hole H e on the Private Calendar, and, with tl | 
in t, (dl to hs i 

VILLIAM J. TONERAY. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ré 
ported I with amendment the bill (H. R. 6344) gra 
pension to Wiliiar foneray, of Tennessee; which was ri 1 t 
the Commit » of the Whole House on the Private C ir, al vit 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printeéd. 

ROCHIE 
N HI y al om ré 
d hb] -4} ; 
? ‘ i i ywauis i 
ne pe 1 < Mi Rochie "Bri ti 
Co ttee of the Whole Hou h 
act | eport, ¢ 1 to be 
WILLIAM M. 

Mr. Ht ER : », from the ¢ lid Pe I 
pt l ba Y th amendmen it. 9467) gran 
a pension to Willi » Dis ken; which was referred to the Con 
of the Whole Ho » Priv ate CSendar, and, with the ac 
Ds repo! ( l » printed ° 

ZEB WARD. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ubly th 11 (S. 321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little Rock. ] 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

Cc. B. BRYAN & CO, 

Mr. STONE, of Ke ntucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 

ported a bill (H 10569) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; whi ‘h 





eferred to the Committee of the W1 
with the accompanying report 


was read a first : cond time, r 
House on the Private 
ordered to be printed. 


Calendar, and, 
SARAI 
STONE, of Kentucky, a 
reported a bill (H. R. 10570) for the 
ministratrix of Daniel Bishard, deceased; 
second time, ref 1 to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
vate Calendar, and, with theace 


[ A. BISHARD. 


relief of Sarah A. 


ELISHA M. SHADDEN. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Cl 
eported a H. it. 10571) for the relief of Elisha M. 
which wa ad a first and second time, referred to the 
the Whole lar, and, 
report, ordered to bi 


House on the Private Calen with the a 

printed. 

WILLIAM A. WALTHALL. 
entucky, also, from the ¢ 

: favorably the bill (H. R. 

Valthal hich was referred to the Co 

the Priva endar, and, with the 






227) for the relief of Willia im 2 
accompanying report, ordered 


rAX ILLEGALLY COLLECTED. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported | < favorably the bill 10416) to restore to Simpson 
Cour of Kentucky, a certain amount of money illegally col- 
le l n tax; which was referred to the Committee of the 
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| the Private C 


| ported back favorably 


| on the Pri 


| ported back favorably the bill (8. 2385) ¢ 
| R. Hazeltine; 
| on the 
| to be printed. 


Iso, from the Committee on War Claims, 
Bishard, ad- 
which was read a first and 
Pri- 
mpanying report, ordered to be printed. 


| ported back favorably the bill (S. 889) granting 


| the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


ain 1s, 
Shadden: 
Committee of 


| ported back favorably the bill (S. 
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ompanyinge 
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JYommittee on War Claim S | reported back favorably the bit (8. 


mmittee of the Whole House o 





House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
ordered to be print d. 
NORTHWESI 

FORD, from the Committee on Military back 
ly with amendment the joint resolution ( H. Res. 172) authorizing 
the Secretary of Warto furnish tents to on » Northwest Soldiers’ Associa- 
tion, of Iowa, for use at a reunion to be held at Sioux City, Iowa, on Oc- 


SOLDIER ASSOCIATION. 


A ffairs, reported 








tober 2 to G6. 1888, inclusive; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
OVERDUE TAXES, DIST! OF Col 
Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the Di f Columbia 
repo! back favorably the bill (H. R. 10060) ] the times 
] 1 for 1 » of sales of propel 1 the D tri t of Columbia 
overdue taxes: which was referred to Ho Ca ir, and, with the 


¢ report, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Co1 
bia, reported back with the amendments of the Senate th 
3290) to amend section 685 of the Revi 
District of Columbia; 


with the acc 








sions, reportec 
on to Anna bop- 
hole House on the 


port, ordered to be 


yack favorab] 





Private Cale1 





| printed. 





Mr. SAWYER also, from the ¢ 





ported back favorably tl )) f of 1] 
Covey; which was referr« ttee « 
the Private Calendar ecompa ( 
be printed. 
ELIZABETH DOM} 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
vorted back favorably the bill (S. 2451) placing the name of Elizabeth 
Domm on the pension-roll; whicl ( 


1 was referred to the » Committ e of the 
nd ith the ac 





Whole House 


if 
ordered to be pr 





port, 


Invalid Pensions, re< 
ting a pension to Harriet 
ommittee of the Whole House on 
accompanying 
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ported pac 


Welch; 





report, ordered to 
e printed. 


a UVVTP al Fone Dacian NA . 
Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on 


Invalid Pens 
; aoe granting a pension to Mary M. 
which was referred to ul Committee of the Whole House 
vate Calendar, and, h the accompanying report, ordered 
to |} 1c pri int d. 


ions, re- 


he bill (S 





Shattuck; 


CAROLINE R, NAZELTINE, 


ANGER, from the 


Mr. GALI Committee on 





i ensions, re- 
23 pension » to Caroline 
mmittee of the Whole House 


accompanying report, ordered 





which was referred to the C 

Private Calendar, and, with the 
MARY O. HALL. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

a pension to Mary O. 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

ordered to 


Hall; 


be printed. 

CATHERINE TATE. 
‘GER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
2483) gr: anting @ pé nsion to Catherine 
Tate; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the ac ompany g report, ordered to be 


Mr. GALLIN 








| printed. 


SARAH E. BOULTER. 


Mr. GALLINGER from the Invalid Pension 
2895) granting a pension to Saral 
x1 to the Committee of the Whole House 


with the accompanying report, ordered 


also, Committee on 





| E. Boulter; which was referr: 
on the Private Calendar, and, 
| to be printed. 
CHARLES J. ES 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid 
reported back favorably the bill (S. granting a pension to Charles 
J. Esty; which was reiert d to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompan; t, ordered to 
be pr 
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some observatidns on this bill, and as he was a member of 
committee in the Forty-eighth ¢ ress that reported the bill + 
became a law, providing for the construction of this building, I d 
to yield to him tw y minutes of me hich I may be entit 
Mr. NUTTING. Ir. Chai , L had the honor to be one of 
members of the Commit n the Libr in the Forty-eighth Cong: 


The whole subjec the « i fasu le Library building for tl 
United States of America was t by With the great 
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itself provides that the building should not cost more than $100,000, 
or perchance $150,000 or $200,000, almost universally that building 
has cost from 33 to 50 and some times even 100 per cent. more than 
the estimate and more than the bill provided for. You know, Mr. 
Chairman, that overand over again this Congress and other Congresses 
have passed acts increasing the amounts from that which was first | 
mentioned in the bill for the erection of the building; sometimes doub- 


| tell us what was the character and the cost of the edifice provided for 
in the act passed by the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. NUTTING. I will answer the gentleman’s question and then 
proceed with myargument. I have here a design of the building which 
I send to the gentleman that he may examine it. The building which 
the act of the Forty-ninth Congress was passed to erect was intended 
to cover 2.9 acres, and it was designed to accommodate when completed 
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iF ling the amount. If this estimate is now placed at $4,900,000, and | ten million volumes and more. We have now not quite one million vol- 
‘| the building should cost $7,000,000, there would be nothing unusual | umes, and our library stands fifth in the whole world so far as its ex- 
; iD ; in the fact. tent is concerned. The $2,300,000 which has been mentioned as the 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do desire here to emphasize in one other little 
statement my idea of resistance to an attempt to lay hands on this Cap- 
itol to make additional accommodations for the Library. 

What these gentlemen who are attacking this plan want is to break 
it up, and thencome to this Capitol and erect a building upon the west- 
ern or the eastern side of it for the accommodation of the Library. As 
soon as you give them a foothold that will be and is the plan. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, in one sense the Capitol building itself illustrates and 
emphasizes the strength of this Government. This may be a senti- 
mental view, sir, but sentiment sometimes comes very near to principle. 
In connection with this view I wish to recall a little circumstance by 
which it is illustrated. 

In 1864, in the summer time, on one occasion, Early passed across 
the Potomac from the Virginia to the Maryland shore, only 4 miles 
above here, menaced the city of Washington, and encamped so near 
that the people of Washington could see the glistening of the ene- 
my’s arms in the sunlight and at once couriers and messengers were in 
haste passing backwards and forwardson feot and on horseback through 
the city with military orders, people were leaving Washington forsafety, 
fearing every moment that the enemy would appear in the streets, and 
hurry and confusion prevailed among the citizens. But at that very 
time the great cranes and the great chains and lifts were at work upon 
the northern end ofthis Capitol building, the great blocks of granite were 
being lifted up into their places, and during all this excitement, when 
all other business was suspended and when people of the city were be- 
side themselves with fear, the machinery and men never ceased to con- 
tinue the work, thus, even in sight of the enemy, illustrating the con- 
fidence, the strength, and the majesty of the Government. 

I mention this circumstance, sir, merely to show that, aside from 
the exciting scenes in legislative life here enacted in the past and the 
great intellectual achievements of which it has been the arena, there 
are associations clustering around this Capitol building which cause me 
for one to feel that I will never consent that an angle or a line of its 
beautiful proportions shall be marred for any purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another thing that I desire to speak of in this 
regard. Literature, education, the training and the refinement of the 
minds of the American people constitute the only safe basis upon which 
we can plant our feet for the perpetuation of our Government in the 
years that are to come. 

You have erected in this city of Washington a great building to ex- 
press your idea of war by land and sea. You paid $11,000,000 for that 
building. Thatisallright. Iam glad you didit. That building was 
erected for the purpose of illustrating and emphasizing your idea of the 
physical protection of the principles upon which your Government is 
founded. You have built a Treasury building here which to-day is 
overflowing with money, and you have expended seven or eight mill- 
ions for that. That is all right. 
beauty. Its stones and columns form a pile beautiful in form and 
strong for protection. It was needed, and I am glad we have it. Its 
cost is nothing. It in one sense represents our great country. 

So you have gone on and erected in this capital city of the nation 
public buildings which have cost more than $100,000,000, buildings 
which serve the public uses of our Government, and emphasize its maj- 
esty and grandeur. With every citizen of the wholeland I am proud 
ofit all. But, Mr. Chairman, neither in your capital city of Wash- 
ington nor anywhere else in this broad and beautiful land has the 
Federal Government erected a building for the accommodation of a 
public library. Neither in the District of Columbia nor anywhere else 
in the United States has the United States Government erected a build- 
ing to emphasize its regard for the education of the people. 

Therefore I say the time has come to erect a building here that will 
be a proper and sufficient monument to education, an object of use 
and a source of pride to the whole nation, not merely now, but for ages 
to come. In one of these reports it is stated that this Library build- 
ing is to be the largest in the city of Washington. I am glad of that. 
The structure which emphasizes the value that we set upon the educa- 
tion of our people, upon the means which can put our people in a po- 
sition to understand the principles upon which our Government is 
founded, ought to be our largest and best building. 
that is erected to the enlightenmentof the people, the monument that 
is erected to the symmetrical formation and development of the minds 
of the people, should he the largest and most beautiful monument of all. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
tion? 

Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. HOOKER. 


Certainly. 
I wish that the gentleman before he sits down would 


| estimated costof the building was simply the amountrequired to finish 








It is a thing of use and a thing of 





, | rangements approved by the Librarian. The building is designed to be of stone 
The monument | in the cxtisler and of iron and concrete in the inherioe, eqairely Gre-qvett tn all 
| its parts 
; and will be entirely in barmony with the Capitol. 
; ing is — too Jarge for the destined wants of the collection is proven by a few 
| figures which follow. 
Will the gentleman from New York allow a ques- | 5 
| the National Library of France, at Paris, 444 acres; area of the Capitol build- 
| ing, 34% acres; area of the proposed National Library, 2.9 acres. 























































the front part of the building—the reading-room and the front part of the 
building. It did not coverand was never asserted to cover cost of the 
building when entirely completeand finished. Inanswerto the gentle- 
man from Mississippi I will say that the partof the building which the 
$2,300,000 was intended to pay for was this portion here [illustrating by 
diagram], and not even to finish all the rooms in that. This other por- 
tion [illustrating] was left entirely out. In the reports of committees 
of the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses it was asserted that the 
whole building would cost $5,000,000, The reports—three or four of 
them—show that the estimates were about that sum. The estimate of 
$2,300,000, to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HonMAN] has 
referred, was simply for about half the building, and even then it was 
not intended to finish on the inside. 

To show what other nations have done in regard to buildings for 
national libraries, I wish to make a statement in regard to the cost of 
the building for the British Museum in London. The English nation, 
with one-third less population than ours, and one-third less wealth 
than we have, and with nothing like our prospects for the future, 
expended upon its national library building, the British Museum, 
$6,873,870; and you will find that other nations of the world have ex- 
pended money for like purposes in similar ratio. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to offer a substitute for the pending para- 
graph. After it has been read I will yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the 
passage of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in num- 
ber, designs and general specifications for a building for the Library of Con- 
gress, to be erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the city of Wash- 
ington, the cost of the building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 
is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the above-named 
committees, to pay for the said designs and general specifications. ‘The said 
committee shall jointly report to Congress its action in the premises on or be- 
fore the 20th day of December, 1888. That the work now in progress on the 
building for the Library of Congress shall be suspended and the commission 
authorized by act of Congress approved April 15, 1886, be, and the same is here- 
by, Gissolved. That the property purchased for a site for the Library of Con- 
gress, including buildings thereon, together with all plans, records,and other 
property of the United States connected with the building for said Library of 
Congress, be, and the same is hereby, transferred to the care and custody of the 
Interior Department; the expenses of such care and custody shall be paid out 
of any money already appropriated for the construction of the building for the 
Library of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am anxious that at this time at 
least there shall be no misapprehension of what is being done or what 
has been done. In order to avoid any possible mistake as to the state- 
ments which induced the House to pass the Library bill, I desire that 
enough of the act authorizing the construction of the Congressional 
Library building be read to show exactly the plan intended to be 
adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows from page 12 of the acts of the first ses- 
sion Forty-ninth Congress: 

The construction of said building substantially according to the plan sub- 
mitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Li- 
brary of Congress by John L, Smithmeyer, in the Italian style of architecture, 
with such modifications as may be found necessary or advantageous without 
materially increasing the cost of the building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the Clerk to read also a statement I have 
narked in the report of the Committee on the Library at the first ses- 
sion of the Forty-ninth Congress in support of the Library bill. The 
first and last of the three paragraphs which I send up cover the entire 
ground, first, as to the plan, and secondly, as to the expense of the 
whole structure when absolutely completed. I ask the Clerk to read 
those three paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It remains to consider briefly the plan for a Library building and the site 
proposed by the bill which has been adopted by your committee. It proposes 
a building of ample dimensions, to hold ultimately three million books, meas- 
uring 450 feet by 500, and covering about 2.9 acresot ground, The style of archi- 
tecture is of the Italian renaissance order, carefully and economically adapted 
in all its parts to the purposes of a Government Library, and with interior ar- 


It isa pleasing and sufficiently ornate edifice, without extravagance, 
That this proposed build- 


The area covered by the building of the British Museum is 5 acres; area of 


‘The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
economy of storage. It is not designed to fit up the whole interior at ence 
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should not cost more than $5,000,600. I believe that sum is ample, 
and that we ought to know exactly, before going on with the expend- 
iture or taking another step, precisely what the cost is to be. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress 1 occupied the same position that I take 
to-day, and as I believed the bill then presented did not contain proper 
limitations and restrictions, I felt impelled by a sense of duty to vote 
against it. 1 was in favor then of the construction of a Library build- 
ing, but neither the bill presented nor the report of the committee was 
satisfactory to me, and the situation to-day shows that the bill then 
passed was not properly drawn. The suggestion made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that rooms adapted to the sittings 
of the Supreme Court of the United States be provided in the Library 
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building is a good one, and if it is feasible 1 would favor it. Yet if 


the judges of the Supreme Court should ever vacate the chamber they 
now occupy, [ trust that grand chamber, with all of its sacred and glori- 
ous tnemories and associations, will be set apart and dedicated to fitting 


and proper uses. 

Mr. RYAN. How much time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CoLuins in the chair). Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. Then the gentieman from Kentucky occupied all of 
his time? 

The CHAIRMAN. He did. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Minuiken]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to have some time on this side 

Mr. RYAN. You will have fifteen minutes left, and I think the 
time ought to be extended 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to agree with | 


my friend from Kentucky, for I almost always find him right in the 
positions he assumes; but I must confess my surprise to find him to- 


day in faver of what I must regard as a penny-wise policy. He has | 


stated very correctly that the Public Library is growing, and I supposed 


that the gentleman woald realize the fact that we are constructing the | 


Library building not for the library of to-day but for a library a hun- 
dred years hence; and I believe, therefore, that to dwarf that building, 
to make the difference that he suggests from the plan of to-day, and 
give it less dimensions, less capacity for the accommodation of the books 
of the Library, in order to save a few millions of dollars, would be an 
unwise pelicy and very bad economy. 

So far as the Architect himself is concerned —— 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have buttwo minutes. If the gentleman from 
Kansas will extend my time—— 

Mr. RYAN. I can not do that. 

Mr. McCREARY. IL only want toask you, as you are discussing the 
present style of building, how much it will cost to finish that building 
according to the present plans? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand the building is to be 20 per cent. 
larger than the State, War, and Navy Department building. That 
building cost some ten or eleven million dollars. Certainly if a build- 
ing 20 percent. larger, erected in good style, can be built for $7,000,000, 
as gentlemen have stated here to-day, that is not extravagant. So far 
as the Architect is concerned, as a member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds I have had an opportunity to meet him and al- 
most all the architects in Washington, and I know it to be the testi- 
mony of other gentlemen who have been longer on that committee than 
I have that the man who has control to-day as the architect of the Li- 
brary building gives evidence of being one of the best, one of the most 
careful, and one of the most reliable architects we have in Washington. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen want to dwarf this appropriation, 
if they want to erect a building like the Pension Office, which, I un- 
derstand, was built for very much less money than is estimated for this 
building, they can do so; but when the people of this country come to 
the capital they are proud to see good public buildings here—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 


pired. 


Mr. RYAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I did not have the good fortune to 
be here when the act was passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, and 
therefore the question which I asked the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. NurrinG], and which I asked yesterday of the gentleman from 
Indiana[Mr. Ho_MAN], was designed to elicitinformation. I entirely 
concur with the view expressed by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Nurrine] that any attempt to add to and enlarge the Capitol for this 
purpose would be to destroy the architectural beauty of this building 
and would be folly. We are therefore constrained to look to the erec- 
tion of an edifice outside of the Capitol for the accommodation of the 
overcrowded shelves and the very small library space which we now 
have. 

As I understand it, the Committee on the Library, to whom this 
matter was intrusted, a committee composed of members of the House 
and members of the Senate, considered the matter and made a report 
to their respective Houses, which report the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] on yesterday and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrREARY | to-day referred to, and which report seems to say that 
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the completion of the building would cost something over $4,000,000; 
| $4,700,000 I think the gentleman from New York said. 

| I do not know how far membersof this House may have been imposed 
| upon, to use the language of the gentleman from Indiana[ Mr. HOLMAN ] 
|} on yesterday. I will state my understanding, and if I am wrong I 
' would like to be corrected. I care nothing about who is the architect 
of this building. I would like to have a suitable building constructed; 
suitable not only in its interior arrangement, but a building whose ex- 
terior finish shall be such as to challenge the admiration of every citi- 
zen whose eye rests upon it. 

{ would be gratified to see a building constructed on some known 
order of architecture that shall be as much in vogue one hundred years 
from to-day as it is to-day. I would be glad to see a building con- 
| structed on the Grecian style of architecture, like your Treasury De- 
partment, a form which stands upon immutable principles of beauty, 
which the world has sanctioned and which is illustrated in all of the 
architecture of Greece. We ought to have such a building without a 
great deal of reference to the number of dollars and cents it may cost. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I agree with the gentleman. The present plan 
contemplates that. 

Mr. HOOKER. If I am wrong I would like to be informed by some 
gentleman who was here in the Forty-ninth Congress. I understand 
| that the little plan which I hold in my hand, and which I saw for the 
| first time this morning, is the plan which was presented for the con- 
sideration of this House and put on exhibition at the Clerk’s desk for 
the inspection of members at the time the House passed the bill in the 
Forty-ninth Congress. 

I understand this (exhibiting another plan) is the extended plan, 
| comprising the whole. I understand the plan which was referred to 
| hy my friend from Kentucky, Governor MCCREARY, which was to cost 
only $2,300,000 for the erection of the building and $700,000 for the 
completion of the alcoves in the interior, making the actual cost 
| $3,000,000, was that first plan; and nobody estimates now it will cost 
| any more than that to erect this portion of the building. But if you 

extend it as it is represented in the second plan, so as to occupy the 
| whole ground instead of simply a part, then the cost will be increased. 

You may go on and add to it as the occasion requires. The purchase 
| of the ground at a cost of nearly $600,000 was probably made looking 
to the idea that the Government should purchase a site sufficiently 
large for the erection of a building to be extended as the necessities of 
the Government might require in future days and in future years. 
| Therefore they made the purchase of the large site, and have laid the 
| foundation; but, as I understand, they only propose to construct at 
presenta building the aggregate cost of which will be about $3,000,000. 

{ Here the hammer fe!). ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to reserve a little time. 

Mr. RYAN. Ihave seven minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Eight minutes of the full time. 

Mr. RYAN. I took the hour and divided it between the two sides. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The gentleman had fifteen minutes on yesterday. 

Mr. NUTTING. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. RYAN, Ido not know that I shall want that. 

So far as I am concerned personally I am in favor of the construction 
of a Library building that shall be suitable for all the purposes of our 
Government. I have always favored propositions for the construction of 
a Library building. But my recollection is not at fault when I say 
we were invited in the Forty-eighth Congress to vote for a building 
complete in all respects, except some of the iron alcoves, for the sum of 
$2,300,000. 

It was no such proposition as is indicated by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]; no such proposition as is indicated by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Nurrina]. It was a proposition to 
complete the building, the plans of which were before us at the time, 
for the sum of $2,300,000. In support of what I say, I call special at- 
tention to the language of the report of the committee that reported the 
bill. Mark the language: 

It is not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with iron shelving, but 
to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions of the rotunda, the 
connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. 

The ‘‘entire exterior structure’’—mark the language. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. RYAN. Icannot. I have yielded you as much time as I can 
spare. This report goes on to say: 

The chief element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a build. 
ing so extensive this may be finished in successive years as wanted for the in- 
crease of books. The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an 
expenditure of only $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second year, and 
€800,000 the third, which will complete the building for occupancy in all its parts, 
sufficient for shelving 1,000,000 books, and leaving space for the gradual intro- 


duction of additional iron alcoves in the coming fifty = the ultimate gros: 
cost of which will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000 a year. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to ask the gentleman this question: Do 
you expect to get a building 20 per cent. larger than the War, State, 
and Navy Department building for that amount of money? Do you 
deem it possible ? 
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commodation for the books in the Library or for the increase of bocks 


which every day was growing larger. There was no deception about 
it. When the plan was adopted it was believed the estimate covered 


netent ‘ 
Mien’ MO 


y to goon and build a Library to accommodate the pres- 


ent number of volumes and to provide for the increase which would 
occur in the next five or six year It was believed then that $2,360, - 
00U would cover that expense. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Did my friend understand the building was to cost 
from seven to ten millions of dollars? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I had no other idea. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman another question. Did 
he or any member of the committee communicate that fact to the other 
tlouse of Congress? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will refer the gentleman to one 
or two facts; he will recollect them. The idea of the Honse makiny 
the appropriation was adopted at last when it was hurried in its busi- 
ness. The chairman of that committee, a highly honorable man, who 
has already been mentioned in this debate by his colleagues in a former 
Congress, the chairman of the committee reporting the plan which was 
finally adopted, had no time to make explanation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did he not make a formal report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. He took his hour. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not think he did. My rec- 
ollection is that he did not take an hour. The hurry was so great on 
the part of the House to get through with its business that he had to 
I should like to have had some time to explain it myself. 

ihe committee was bound to provide for what was necessary to ac- 

_ eer : . ~ 

commodate the Library, for the number of volumes on hand and what 
might become necessary for the increased number of volumes in the 
1ext five or six years. The library in the British Museum cost five or 
six millions of dollars when first erected, and they have been adding 
to it ever since. You can not put up a public building providing for 
the increase in the number of volumes year after year—you can not 
put up such a building as was intended, and confine the appropriation 
to two or three millions of dollars. It may cost $10,000,000 before it 
is completed. 

In such a library it is necessary to provide for more space than that 
provided in the new State, War, and Navy Department building. 

I got myself slowly up to the idea of voting for this appropriation 
and this plan. At the beginning I did not think Smithmeyer’s plan, 
which was for a building outside of the Capitol building, was the best 
one for the public use and convenience. 1 was in favor of accommodat- 
ing the Library by an extension of the Capitol building—the center west 
frout. It was my belief that by such an extension the Library would 
have saflicient accommodations and be everything necessary for people 
who would use it—citizens of Washington, visitors who might come 
here, and for the use of members of Congress and for all the officers of 

he Government. But you can not put up such a building as the one 
now provided for for two or three millions of dollars. 

i came slowly, as I have already said, to vote for this present plan. 
I knew what the wants of the Library were, and I wished, as far as pos- 
sible, to meet those wants, The Capitol building is of mixed architect- 
ure, and, as I thought, we might extend it west to provide sufficient 
accommodation for the Library for years tocome. That was my idea, 
hut I found that could not be done, and I was led at last to vote in 
favor of carrying out the admirable plan of Mr. Smithmeyer for the 
construction of a Congressional Library which would satisfy the entire 
country, and not only accommodate the present number of volumes in 
the Library, but all the increase for time to come.- 

There was no deception in any respect, so far as I am aware, in the 
recommendation of the committee for the adoption of that plan or what 
it was to cost. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman,'I will yield forten minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] and afterwards for five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no member of this House who is 
opposed to a Library building suitable and adequate for public pur- 
poses. It has not been indicated as the desire of any one to go back 
to the plan of connecting the Library with the Capitol building, as 
stated by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. NUTTING. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN] re- 
ferred to it vesterday. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. 

plan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have always been in favor of that plan. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Then I stand corrected. Certainly there has 
been nothing more than a mere reference to that plan. Certainly no 
indication that any considerable number of members prefer it. 

The proposition made to-day by the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Ryan] is to retain this site and ask esti- 
mates from eminent architects and appropriate the sum of $10,000 to 


. } 
proceed, 


There is no indication of going back to that 
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pay for the estimates and plans, so that at the next session of Congress 
we may intelligently consider the various plans that will be submitted 
in accordance with that proposition. 

It seems to me that that isa business-like and common-sense method 
of disposing of this whole question. There is no excuse for those who 
have led the House and the country into this dilemma. It can not be 
excused, in my judgment, upon the supposition of an error. 

In private business when we go to have buildings erected and work 
of that character we secure a careful and reliable estimate, and it sel- 
dom happens in private business plans that individuals are called upon 
to add three or four hundred per cent. to the amount of the original 
estimate. 

‘This is only one case in a long line of failures to come within the 
estimates submitted when Congress was asked to inaugurate a work. 
We have been confronted with several during this very session of Con- 
gress of a similar nature. I will call attention to one or two of the 
leading ones. For the extension of the water-works in this city the 
iginal estimate was $1,485,000, Congress has now appropriated fox 
that purpose $2,575,000, or $1,090,000 beyond the original estimate. 
Take the appropriation for the light-house at Seal Rock, in California, 
where the original estimate was made for $333,000. That was adopted, 
and appropriations of $280,000 were made for this work. ‘This is ex- 
hausted; and it is estimated now that a sum in addition will have to 
be appropriated, amounting to a total of $721,000, or more than twice 
the amount of the original estimate, before the work can be completed. 
I speak of these conspicuous instances which have been brought be- 
fore Congress at the present session for which deficiencies have been 
appropriated. Cases of this sort are occurring too frequently. In many 
instances we would not have entered upon the work originally had we 
known its cost or that it would be within the neighborhood of what it 
has afterward turned out to be. But having expended so much money 
already, before we are advised of the full cost, we are compelled in 
many cases to go on and complete it or sacrifice what has been already 
granted. 

What is the case here in this remarkable instance of deception? I 
do not mean by this to cast reflection upon any member of the Com- 
mittee on the Library who reported or who advocated the bill in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, because they were doubtless deceived just as 
the House was; but here has been an expenditure of $585,000 for the 
site. That site we have already acquired, and I understand there is no 
question but that it has been secured at a reasonable price. Five 
hundred thousand dollars has also been appropriated to carry on the 
work, of which only about $200,000 has been expended, leaving about 
$300,000 still on hand. We have not gone far enough with this, there- 
fore, so that we are compelled to go on and ratify this fraud. Wemay 
call a halt here and then begin in a business-like way to get a reason- 
ably accurate esfimate, andafter making a commencement in tlie right 
direction we can proceed properly with the work. 

If this amendment is adopted we will suspend the work only until 
the next session of Congress, and may still complete it according to 
the plan that shall be adopted earlier than upon the present plan. 

It has been argued by gentlemen that we should make our plans of 
this building in accordance with what they have done in European 
nations. Iam perfectly willing to go to the full extent to provide an 
ample library for our people. I think it is only proper that it should 
be done. But what have we now? In 1884 we had only about a half 
a million of volumes and a hundred and seventy thousand pamphlets, 
the estimated value of which was only about $750,000, I am advised. 
it is proposed to take care of these at a cost of nearly fifteen times the 
amount that the Library was estimated to be worth at that time. The 
cost, if this present plan should be carried out at the enormous expense 
which it is certain to entail, will not fall far short of $20 a volume on 
every book in the Library. 

I admit that we are not building a Library for to-day only, but that 
it is for the years to come—for a century—but even taking that view 
of it, there is no excuse for the expenditure of this large sum, not- 
withstanding the apology that has been made by the gentleman from 
New York, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi-—— 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg to say I have made no apologies. I want te 
know who did wrong ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not know. 

Mr. HOOKER. Can you answer the question? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I can not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Neither has any other gentleman answered it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, that is not for me to say. AllI say is that 
when this building proposition was before the House—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield the gentleman additional time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. When this bill was before the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress it was substantially stated, and emphasized twice in the report 
of the chairman of that committee, that the whole cost would not ex- ° 
ceed $2,323,000. 

Mr. NUTTING. Now, does not the gentleman know that in the 
Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses a proposition was made—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I can not yield tothegentleman. I know what 
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claim that no plan but one was satisfactory and should be selected. I 
am not surprised at this hour, after a struggle for years, that we should 
have the disclosure of a Cabinet officer coming and calling the atten- 
tion of this House to the fact that whatever is done herealter should 
be deliberately done. If the House means to carry out the plan of 
the original schemers, let the responsibility rest where it belongs. 

{Jiere the hammer fell. | 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. SprinGeR having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, | 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- | 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2266) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the 


Shoshone and Bannock Indians for the surrender and relinquishment 
to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation in the 


Territory of Idaho, for the purpose of a town site, and for the grant of 


a right of way through said reservation to the Utah and Northern Rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (8. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 
Alma, Wis.; and 

A bill (8. 2875) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment 
of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries 
of public lands,’’ approved June 16, 1880. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without | 
amendment a bill and joint resolution of the House of the following | 


titles: 

A bill (11. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxsted and Robert J. 
B. Newcombe; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and 
tent equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army 
of the Potomac. 


titles with amendments; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, 
in the Stateof Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret/ 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¥Y 

The committee thenresumed its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committees on Publie Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the passage 
of this act,invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in number, de- 
signs and general specifications for a building for the Library of Congress, to 
be erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the city of Washington, the 
cost of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated, to be expended under the direction of the above-named committees, 
to pay for the said designs and general specifications, Thesaid committeesshall 
jointly report to Congress their action in the premises on or before the 20th day 
of December, 1888, 

That the work now in progress on the building for the Library of Congress 
shal! be suspended, and the commission authorized by act of Congress approved 
April 15, 1886, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved. 

That the property purchased for a site for the Library of Congress, including 
the buildings thereon, together with all plans, records, and other property of 
the United States connected with the building for said Library of Congress be, 
and the same is hereby, transferred to the care and custody of the Interior De- 
partment, and the expenses of such care and custody shall be paid out of any 
money appropriated for the construction of the building for the Library of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. GAY. I move to strike out the last word. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that that amendment will not pass, forthe reason that it proposes 
a new scheme, whereas I believe we have a foundation already laid 
which will serve every purpose, and I think I can offer anamendment 
which will meet the occasion and will be satisfactory to the House. I 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


That hereafter, until further authorized by Congress, all further expenditures 
in construction on the Congressional Library building shall be restricted to the 
erection and completion of that portion of said building to be erected on the 
plan represented by plan No, 1 herewith submitted. 


Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I think, asI said before, that this plan is 
satisfactory to Congress and the country, and if we restrict further ap- 
propriations for construction to the foundation already laid, that will 
keep the outlay for the building within the limit which the gentleman 
from Kansas proposes, and at the same time will leave an opportunity 
for Congress, if it chooses,to add other structures at either end, or to 
carry out any other plan at its leisure. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman state what the cost of the 
building would be on this plan? 

Mr. GAY. Not to exceed the sum mentioned in the original esti- 
mate, which is $2,300,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I felt disgusted and outraged at the idea which was 


JUNE 19, 


prevaient in the minds of some gentlemen that the adoption of the plan 
for this Library building had fixed upon the work and upon Congress 





| anarchitect who might consider it alife-long job, but when I examined 


the matter I found that that was not the case, and that it was merely 
his plan that was adopted. I will state further that the Committee on 
Appropriations provide for putting the work exclusively under the 
charge of the Secretary of the Interior, who, as other gentlemen have 
stated, is a prudent and efiicient business man, and who is authorized 
by the proviso in this bill to employ any architect or to carry out the 
work in any manner dictated by his own judgment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that for nearly eight 
years, when in Washington, I have been in daily intercourse with the 


| architect whose design for a Library building we have before us. A 


more honorable gentleman I have never known, a more scrupulous, 


; conscientious, honorable gentleman I have never known. Here is the 


plan [exhibiting it] upon which I voted for one wing of the building, 
and the main reading-room with itsalcoves, ete. The plan of the Whole 
building, when completed, is for a building that will accommodate 
eleven million volumes, and the idea is not thought of by Mr. Smith- 
meyer nor even broached to Congress, that it should be gone on with at 
once. To build thus much, which can be done for $2,400,000, will ac- 


| commodate the existing Library and its probable increase, allowing for 
| the natural growth of authorship and publication, two sets of all Ameri- 
; can books being contributed to the Library. 


| 





Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. For a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatisall. Ijust wanttoask the gentleman whether 
he claims that the plan he holds in his hand and upon which he says 
he voted, is the plan that is to be found in the report of the Commit- 
tee on the Library, of which Mr. Singleton was chairman. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If it is not, that is not the fault of the 
architect. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not read the reportthrough. This is the es- 
sential plan of the building, which can be elaborated as time may dis- 
close the need for further space. And, sir, instead of no competition 
having been invited, this gentleman encountered the competing plans 


| of forty-one A mericanand toreignarchitects. Throughseven Congresses, 


5 | fourteen long years, he was before the Library Committees and the Com- 
It further announced the passage of House bills of the following | 


mitteeson Public Buildings, and his plans were scanned and were finally 
adopted, and the leading authorities on the other side of the Atlantic, 
as they express themselves in the journals of architecture and engineer- 
ing, all say that the world has the plan of a perfect library building 
in the plan of John L. Smithmeyer for the National Library at Wash- 
ington. There is not a want unprovided for. Maps, charts, music— 
everything of that character may be provided for in the flat compart- 
ments which are embodied in this plan, while the books are to fill the 
alcoves. I trust no measure will be adopted to modify the plan, and 
say that the American Congress shrinks from giving to posterity a build- 
ing superior to structures in other lands designed for similar purposes, 
and equal to the probable exigencies of the country for a century to 
come. ‘Two million four hundred thousand dollars will build this 
structure in sucha manneras to meet the public wants for many years. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it has been claimed that there was 
no misinformation given to the House in the Forty-ninth Congress 
touching the amount of money this building was to cost; and a state- 
ment has been made that ‘‘ plan No. 1,’’ as indicated a moment ago, 
was the plan which was int contemplation when $2,300,000 or there- 
abouts was fixed asthe probable cost. I do not see how gentlemen can 
reconcile such a statement with the fact that immediately upon the 
work being undertaken under that law, and in pursuance of that state- 
ment, there was dug a foundation for a building that was to cover the 
entire space purchased. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, I think that is not the case. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know it is the case. 

IT am not a judge whether a man is competent to be an architect, ex- 
cept as I learn his capacity from others, or as I see with my own eyes 
the results of his work. 

Gentlemen talk about an expenditure of $2,300,000 for this building. 
How have the officers in charge of the work conducted themselves? 
They obtained $500,000 more than a year ago. At the last session cf 
Congress the Committee on Appropriations, apprehensive that some- 
thing was not as it should be—to use mild language—refused to make 
any appropriation. The report upon which Congress acted in author- 
izing this building, and which has been read, states that the first ap- 
propriation will be $500,000, the next $1,000,000, and the third, to 
complete the building, $800,000. That was on the first plan, if you 
please. Yet in the face of that, the estimate from this commission this 
year asks for $2,000,000, after $500,000 has been already appropiziated, 
making nearly $200,000 in excess of their own estimate for this pur- 
pose. It does seem to me that some action should be taken to bring 
these people who have charge of this building to a realizing sense of 
their responsibility in connection with the expenditure of the public 
money. 

I want to deal with this subject impartially; the Committee on 
Appropriations want to do so. In the measure reported as a part of 
this bill they have taken care to get rid, so far as possible, of this com- 
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and should constitute there a special fand to be used by the office for 


the purpose of paying necessary clerk-hire, rent of offices,and other 
incidental expenses of that character in connection with the public-land 


service. The gentleman from J}linois [Mr. SerrnGer] offered an 
aniendment to the sundry civil bill of 1886 which only partly carried 
into effect the recommendations of the Commissioner. That is to say, 


his amendment required that the fees should be paid into the Treas 
ury, but it did not go further, as recommended, and provide that after 
reaching the Treasury they should constitute a special fund to be used 
for clerk-hire and other purposes in the interest of the general pub 

The effect of that provision has been to create a great deal of trouble 
in the administration of the Land Office. Wefore that the fees were 
used in employing such additional clerical force as was absolutely nec- 
essary to render proper service to the people. These fees, however, hav« 
been taken from them now, and the consequence is that the business 
of the Land Office is in a great state of disaster, I may almost say, as 
appears from the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
which I ask to have read from the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF LOCAL LAND OFFICES, 

From this fund is to be paid the hire of clerks, rent of office room, purchase 
of office furniture and fuel, and all incidental expenses of one hundred and 
twelve land offices. The appropriations for this service for the past two years 
have been little more than one-half the amount actually required, My est 
mates for these two years were, I regret to say, below the actua! necessities of 
the service, and these meager estimates were, against my earnest protest, so 
much further reduced in the appropriation acts of Congress that the local land 
offices of the United States are almost in a condition of dilapidation, the plats 
and records unbound, the most necessary office conveniences wanting, and yvol- 
umes of current work in almost hopeless arrears, 

Expenditures of the first necessity to the proper conduct of these offices aré 
constantly refused because of want of sufficient appropriations, The meaus 
for payment of clerk-hire are so deficient that duties in the examination of 
proofs, the allowance of entries, and other functions of local land officers which 
require the exercise of care and judgment and involve large public and private 
interests, can only be nominally performed. The maximum offices are over- 
whelmed with work that can not be accomplished. Registersand receivers are 
driven with theirlabors almost beyondendurance. The few clerks allowed are 
overworked and underpaid, The record information to which the public is en- 
titled can only be partially furnished. Offices are daily crowded with throngs 
of entrymen and applicants, but few of whom can be accommodated. Settlers 









forded in waiting for the transaction of their business. Valuable records ure 
insecurely protected because the appropriations have not been sufficient to pay 
for office-rent, and registers and receivers have been generally compelled to hire 
such room as they couldafford to pay for out of their personal means. 

Previous to the last fiscal year registers and receivers were allowed to retain 
the fees received for reducing testimony to writing and furnishing copies of 
plats and records, We ought to get this, besides rent, ete. The moneys so re- 
ceived and retained enabled the local oflicers to employ additional clerks needed 
to dothe work, Asa matter of good administration and a proper supervision 
over such receiptsand expenditures Lrecommended in 1885 that the moneys re- 
ceived be deposited in the Treasury and made an appropriation to pay for ad 
ditional clerk-hire. 

During the last Congress provision was made for depositing the money in the 
Treasury, but no appropriation was made of it toenable the local officers to do 
the work, except only in contest cases. Inthe larger volume of business, not 





money to pay for it. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the fees which were earned 
by the registers and receivers of the land offices during this fiscal year, 


and turned into the Treasury by virtue of the amendment to the sun- | 
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ceived by these registers and receivers to $3,000; that no one should 
receive a salary in excess of that amount. The Committee on Appro- 
priations discovered these officers were receiving from fees additional 
amounts, and therefore at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress 
inserted a repealing clause, so far as related to that particular increase 
of pay. They then,at the second session, made it a permanent law. 
That point has been decided frequently. The word *‘ hereatfter’’ is 
used so as to prevent any additional sums going to these receivers or 
registers beyond the maximum salary of $3,000. I maintain, so far as 
the point of order is concerned, that the provision in the sundry civil 
bill last session was intended to prevent what was being done under the 
statute the gentleman wants to re-enact; and it does change existing 
law. 

Mr. MCSHANE. In 1886 the Forty-ninth Congress did pass a law 
carrying out in a measure the recommendations of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office; but the Springer amendment only went so 
far in carrying out that recommendation as to cover the fees into the 
Treasury. The recommendation of the Commissioner, which I hold in 
my hand and will read, is as follows: 

i recommend a modification of the act of March 3,1883,so0 as to provide that 
the cost of reducing testimony to writing and fees for abstracts of records and 


| copies of plats be covered into the Treasury and placed to the credit of the 


| 


proper appropriation for the payment of additional clerk-hire in the local land 
offices, 

‘The Committee on Appropriations amended the sundry civil bill so 
as to cover the fees into the Treasury, but in doing so did not provide 
for the payment of the clerical help to perform the service in earning 
the money to be covered into the Treasury except in one instance, that 
of reducing testimony to writing. A very large sum of this money is 
earned by furnishing abstracts and plats, the money collected for which 
is also by the act covered into the Treasury. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office in his last report calls 
the attention of the House to the report of 1885, and calls the attention 
of the House to the fact that insufficient appropriations are being made 
to perform the necessary service ip the local Jand offices; and in view 
of the fact that a former bil! had taken away from registers and re- 


| ceivers the emoluments arising from fees, he recommended an appro- 
and otbers are subject to exasperating delays and to expenses that can be ill af- | 


priation for contingent expenses of the local Jand offices of $217,826.45. 
In this bill $500,000 is appropriated for commissions and salaries of reg- 
isters and receivers. The same amount was appropriated for the last 
fisealyear. Iaminformed by the Commissioner of the General Land Oftice 
to-day that there is a deficiency of $60,000 in the appropriation for last 
year, and that Congress will be asked to appropriate in the deficiency 
bill at the present session $60,000 for the payment of salaries for the 
last fiscal year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Just there let me say that we do not proceed on 
the assumption the gentleman states. The President of the United 
States has the power to reduce the number of registers and receivers, 


and our information in the committee led us to believe the President 
involving individual contests, the work remained to be done, but there was no | 


of the United States should reduce the number to the extent of twenty. 


| Therefore the amount recommended for the current year is based 
| on the idea that there ought to be a reduction or consolidation. 


dry civil bill cf 1886, amounted to $88,945.56, or considerably more | 


than one-half of the entire cost of the administration of this land office. 
This money was taken from the people themselves, and unquestionably 
in some shape or other it ought to be returned to them in an inerease 
of efficient service to be rendered them in the transaction of this branch 
of the public business. 

If the gentleman in charge of this bill would consent that this money 


so paid into the Treasury should constitute, what is required and rec- | 
| tee the President of the United States should exercise his power and 


ommended by the Commissioner, a special fund, to be used by him in 
the employment of additional clerical force in order that the people 
might have a better service at the land offices, I should be perfectly 
willing and glad to agree to that. Uut I can not offer an amendment 
of that sort, for it would be manifestly a change of existing law, and 
would be subject to the point of order. The proposition I have ad- 
vanced, therefore, is intended to be declaratory in its character, though 
in terms it proposes to re enact the special act of 1883, under which 

he fees were so applied. It was offered by me merely to have a con- 
struction placed upep the act. 


I think the effect of the act of 1886 was not to repeal permanently | 


the special law of 1883, under which the officers were allowed to re- 
tain the fees. In 1887 we find the word “‘ hereafter’? used in connec 
tion with these fees, as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania; 


but that might be properly limited, as in this case, to the fiscal year 


for which the bill was passed, and which that appropriation was in- | 


tended to cover; and I apprehend that inasmuch as under our rule it 
is not competent by way of amendment to change existing law, the 
true construction of that provision must be that it was of temporary ap- 
plication, unless by its terms it was clearly desigued to operate per- 
petually in the future. 

That is the point l make, and I submit it to the Chair. I want to 


say this in addition: That if you ean possibly construe it as I think it | 


ought to be construed, the public service will be benefited. 





Mr. McSHANE. Does the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations mean to say that the total number of local land offices in the 
United States should be reduced to twenty? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it should be reduced twenty in number. 
There are two hundred and twenty-two. 

Mr. McSHANE. Oh, no; there are only one hundred and eleven. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are two hundred and twenty-two; one hun- 
dred and eleven registers and one hundred and eleven receivers. 

Mr. MCSHANE. One hundred and eleven land oflices. 

Mr. RANDALL. I speak of theofficials. We think in the commit- 


reduce those officials about twenty. 
Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the homestead law 
it is meant, as far as possible, to be self-supporting, not for the purpose 


| of collecting revenue, but to bear the expense of performing the service. 


Now, what do we find ? 
Mr. RANDALL. The public lands are a source of revenue to the 


| Government. 


Mr. MCSHANE, Iam speaking of the fees collected from homesteads, 
The last report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office shows 
that the revenue from homesteads alone for 1887 was nearly $1,700,000; 
$1,700,000 collected from the settlers on the public domain, who are 
supposed to have little, in many cases nothing at all, not even enough 
to pay necessary legal fees in proving up their claims. 

is it pretended that this Government is to collect from this class of 
people a revenue of $1,700.000 in every year when we mustadmit that 
the intention of the law was thatthe minimum amount should be col- 
lected from settlers on the public domain—only enough to meet the ex- 


| pense of maintaining the clerical force? In 1884 there was $145,000 ap- 


propriated for clerk-hire and contingent expenses in one hundred and 
six offices, In addition to this the registers and receivers received all 
of the fees collected for reducing testimony to writing, and also for the 
furnishing of abstracts and plats, but in the present bill, with one hun- 
dred and eleven Jand offices, the committee appropriate only $150,000 


Mr. KANDALL. The act of Congress limited the salaries to be re- | and cover into the Treasury the fees collected. Of the $120,000 that 
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a was appropriated for contingent expenses last year $36,000 was cov: \ 
: into the Treasury, leaving a buia yf only $34,000 in that fund. Now | t t 
z I desire to say that the money appropriated by this bill is not m 
4 taken out of the Treasury at all rhe salaries of the registers and r 
3 ceivers, and also of the cle1 force in the local land offices are based | ¢ tee 
; upon the amount of fees ted in those offices, and if there is not But ( 
; $3,000 collected in fees the oft t that amour Miss 
. « his money is appropriated guaranty fund; it by 1 
. lected back from settlers prov clain » that the 
propriation of this money there is not a dollar of real expendit t 
‘ the part of the Government. The settlers pay the money into 
local land offices, and from there it is covered into the Treas 
ap] ropri ted back by Congress tor the payme! t ¢ the expe! Line TW 
service 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, this isa plain matter. Th ' t it 
») provides that the salaries of 1 ters and receivers shall not ex: I rl é I t 
Le 3,000 per annum. Congress discovered that about $35,000 or $36,¢ te of Cong 
was going into the pockets of these of Le ss of the ral amount, I] n 188 
and they enacted a law to prevent that ! is been ¢ ( - t 
all that this $8 ) 3 needed 1 < ( with t ! ng ~ 
clerk In the ver ta rop! t ] i ther l in } I ( t ( 1 4 
. of $155.600 for clerks in these local id « es to } or! ‘ é 
2 every character that are there required, as aut od by lay na t é 
: Mr. CATCHINGS. Is it not a fact that in tl <imum s e ¢ le rent 
registers and receivers have to hi $ ind pa their ¢ na ( M ( 
clerks? t I i ( 
Mr. RANDALI I have no knowledge on that subject end to; 
Mr. CATCHINGS I e it to be a fact that they are required t rate 
do so i 
Mr. RANDALL. I have no knowledge of that I t, pre 
‘ Mr. CATCHINGS. I state it asa fact that they have to hire t 
own offices and pay their own clerk-hire, and the compet m 
receive is e1 tirely inadequate 
Mr. HERMANN Not even clerk-hire is allowed to most of them ‘ a 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, there is a rule of this House ‘ 
: } 
€ 
be 
‘ 
i I ; " 
that they do not it rule of the House Those are s { ‘ , 
June, 1886, the g SPRINGEI who M 
stands before me, e sundry civ b \ Is y iw my : 
was then under con n tollow it I ( 1887 
All fees collected by receivers or registers from anv s ‘ e « 
would increase their salaries beyond $3,000 each a year sh b vered ( to hold t | t ( 
the Treasury. f ent 
5 That amendment was in violation of existing law, to t, t 
» of March 3, 1883, the same referred to awhile ago by the gentle: 
from Mississippi | Mr. Catcn ‘ d which he caused e rea ¢ 
the Clerk’s des ‘ t | 
Che gentle: il 1 KXKansas | Mr. I N Mi my ii DOUNT i 
point of order that the ame Iment was violative of th e « | . ( 
House ar ise it yposed to cl inge exis i iy law but I ( ( 1 S { 
; man of the Committee « e Whole ruled that the point yrder 
$ not weil taken, and the amendment Vv adopted and became a part ‘ read 
.- the law of 1886 
VOW Mr Chai man, lit Lb er\ d 1 the said a end 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRENGER] did not « 
tain the word ‘‘hereat{ter so that its efiect was confined to thea; pro And + 
priations made in the sundry vil bill of 15 but the Committ 
a5 on Appropr ations of that Congress, ithe very next session, to w 
he short session of the Fort: nth Congress, Inthe sund1 vil bi 
hat year (1887), inserted again the language of the amendment « 
gentleman from Illinois, adding to it the word ‘‘ hereafter Mr. RANDALI | ( 
Mr. RANDALL. Ithink the word “‘hereafter’’ was inthe |] \ egestion of the } 
was reported from the committee. the ndz vil ap] 
Mr. BLANCHARD. The point I mak this, that the amend ind to work bene 
offered by the gentleman fr m Illinois, against which the point of « Bat, Mr. ¢ 
: was made at the time by th: ntleman f 1 isand n i the ¢€ 
, point of order was ruled not well taken, applied by its language or ( I t 
3 to the sundry civil billof 1886. It was nota gene! | provision of ] 3 were recei t ‘ t 
; and ceased to operate with the year to which that bill applied D ( . Undert 
3 the Committee on Appropriations, in the sundry civil bill of t f t 
i lowing year, as reported by my friend from Pennsylvania, reincory ; ( 
‘ rated that language, adopted it as their ow: ith the additional 1 re 
{ ‘* hereafter,’’ so that it would become a general provision of lay Mr. BLANCH k tl 
i ing effect in and for the years to | re CO! ed tot } \ the 


of that appropriation bill. : Com eon 
In that, I say, they themselves violated the very rule of this Ho existing la 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania is to-day seeking to invok« Mr. RANDALI 





StH Shy ete 


tr \ Z ‘ 7 7 T Tk 
o>) i(j2 ‘ UNGILELSSLOIN aA 
BLA if Live «¢ the rule the House 
lr. J LJ called ition to the matter l such 
i ti the Jiouse that ne i i j 
i il l rf a ( j f a point of ordex 
BI ( ) I ! Com tee on Ap} it 3 
In that ye i un ra pension ol 1é rules 7 
i RA l i i lertake to iswer that « 

| ntle } j esting that they a 1, t 1 i 
think the ot 

Mr. BLANCHARD I do not assert that such was the fact; I me 
asked that gq tion It | ire 1ently r hap ned th t these bills 

hort session have been passed ler a suspension of the rules—a pro 
Cee ling hich, of « I cuts off all points ol order and all amend- 
grit i ° 

The CHAIRMAN Lhe ¢ ris ready to rule on it 

Mi RANDALL Phat does ne change the law There it i 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PETERS. Nepe als of statutes by implication are not favored. 
The ntleman says it is a change of law by putting in the word ‘*‘here- 
after.’’ Ifthe word ‘‘ hereafter ’’ had not been put in then the change 
would apply only to one fiscal year. Suppose you leave out the word 
‘‘ hereafter,’ the statute means the same thing. The law of 1856, 
when the change was made, said these fees should be covered into the 
Treasury. ‘That is for that fiscal year. They came in the next yeai 


1 


and putin the word ‘‘ hereatter.’’ ‘' Hereafter ’’ has no significance, 
because if not t the re the law of 1886 would be in effect. 
Now the only word they can get in force and stress equal to that word 
hereafter’? is tomy by implication that word ‘‘ hereafter ’’ repeals the 
prior law; and if re peals by implication are not favored then that idea 
must not be favored; that is the mere insertion of a word which amounts 
to nothing, the statute being as forcible without itas with it. The in- 
rtion of the word can only be regarded asa repeal by implication, and 
such repeals are not favored. 

Mr. RANDALL. Admitting for the sake of argument everything 
alleged, I ask to bring gentlemen back to what tbe lawis. There is the 


Jaw and this is a proposition toc ha wnge it. 


cs 








Mr. SPRINGER. Some stress is put on the word ‘‘ hereafter’? by 
the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. BLANCHARD]. The first provis- 
ion passed by Congress, which I had the honor to move, was itself a gen- 


eral law, and did not need the word 
to come until changed by Congress 


‘hereafter ’’ to apply to all time 
I will read it: 
rs or receivers from any source whatever, whicl} 


id all fees collected by regist 





h 
wi om i increase their salaries beyond $3,000 each a year, shall be covered into 
the Treasury, except only so much as may be necessary to pay the actual co st of 
the clerical service employed exclusively in contested cases; but they shall 


make report quarterly under oath of all expenditures for such clerical service, 
with vouchers therefor 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman from Illinois say the inser- 
tion of the word * 


rd “he after’? does not add any additional force to the 
law 


Mr. SPRINGER. It was already a general law. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understand; but answer that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not pending. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Did it add additional efficacy to the section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It declared the intention of the committee, that 
it was to apply hereafter, and it did apply hereafter. Itwas only eumu- 
lative « vide nee to that effect, that such was the intention of the com- 
mittee. Itwas the law. If those gentlemen are not satisfied with the 
law they can resign and there are others who will be glad to take their 
lav Cs. 

Mr. PETERS. We wantthe people who go tothe land oflice to have 
all the clerical service they may need. 

RANDALL. The next paragraph provides for that. 
ir. PETERS. That next paragraph does not provide for that. 

Mr. RANDALL. That next paragraph refers to clerical force of 
every sort and description. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman’s amendment as incorporated 
in the bill of 1886 had not the effect of the enactment of a general law. 
The language used in his amendment does not bear him out. It has 
been ruled in the meg of Claims and in the Supreme Court that an 
appropt iation bill, or any terms used in it, have eflect only for the time 
the bill has to run, ‘th: it is for the fiscal year, unless by the terms used 
the plain enactment of a general law was intended. So the language 
used by the gentleman from Illinois can not be considered as the ex- 
pression of the intention on the part of Congress or of the House to 
enact a general law. 

And the interpretation I put on it was placed on it by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, for the following year, when they brought in a 
similar one and inserted the word ‘‘hereafter,’’ intending it to be a 
general provision of law. 


Mr. SPRINGER, Will the gentleman cite the ease in the Court of 


Claims to which he refers? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I said it has been decided in the Court of 
Claims and in the Supreme Court that the language of an appropriation 
bill was to have effect only for the time the bill had to run; that is, for 
the fiscal year. 
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Bess itive LLY Uh de JUNI 
SPRINGER. T is tru to an appro} yn, | \ ral 
ent in an appropriation bill is as good as made in any other bill. 

he law made upon the n bill providir or the 

funding of the public by of United States bond 
rhe CHAIRMAN, pt made by the gentleman from 
, ] [My Par reeta Nn , 2 ry] we eattas 

Pennsyivania | Mr. RANDALL] rests upon clause 5 of Rule X_-XJ, which 
1 that 
propriation shall be reported in any eral appropriation b or I 

yrder as an amendment thereto, for any ex liture not previously thor d 

w unless in continuation of appropriat is for such public work idl « 
jects as are already in pr ess; nor shall any prov n changing existing la 
be in order in any general appropriation | vin any amendment the 


It is admitted by ail who have argued the question that there is now 





being turned into the Treasury of the United States under the act of 
1836-87 about $87,000 annually of fees that had under the act of 1883 
been retained by these officers; and it is sought to re-enact the statute 
of 1&3. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi provides: 
And the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘“‘An act in re 
| lation to certain fees allowed to registers and receivers,’ are hereby re-enacted. 


rhe Chair thinks the existing law requires these officers to turn over 


| all moneys received by them in excess of the salary of $3,000. The 


| this did in terms 


amendment itself provides for a re-enactment, which could not be done 
without there had been a previous repeal of the act. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. If the Chair will permit me, I said that while 
propose to re-enact the law, it was simply to secure 
a construction of the law. That it was in its nature declaratory. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remembers that statement of the gen- 


tleman, and it is proper that the Chair should have called attention to 


the fact. 

Che Chair is of opinion that the language of the act of 1886-’87 is so 
broad that it brings this provision sought to be incorporated in the bill 
under the third clause of the twenty-first rule, which the Chair has 
read: and that to adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi would be to work a change of existing law. 

The aa therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I now move a further amendment, for the pur- 
pose of carrying into effect the recommendations of the C ‘ommissior er 
of the General Land Office. It changes existing law, but it ought to 
be changed, and [ hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not make 
the point of order against it. 


rn 


The Clerk read as follows: 


And all fees paid into the Treasury by said officers shall constitute a special 


fund to be used in paying for such additional clerk-hire and oflice-rent as the 
Secretary of the Interior may deem it proper to engage and pay. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must make the point of order against that. 

[ will state in this connection that I am forced to make points of or- 
der where chang s are sought to be made in the bill, or othe th it would 
be mutilated from beginning to end. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment ch: inges ex- 
satin g¢ law, and hence is subject to the point of o ae r. 

ir. BLANCHARD. I wish to ask, Mr. Chairman, if the Clerk has 
l of the paragraph ending with line 12, on page 





concluded the reading ¢ 
46? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Cler! 
of it had not been completed. 
The Clerk will read the paragraph now. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


informs the Chair that the reading 


EXPENSES OF THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE FROM SALES OF PUTLIC LANDS, 
Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers: For salaries and com- 


missions of registers of land offices and receivers of public moneys at district 


nd offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $500,000, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I send up an 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 11 and 12, strike out ‘*$500,000" and insert ‘‘ $524,000."’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I presume the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
does not desire tu raise the point of order upon that amendment 

Mr. RANDALL. I wouldifI could. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. Chairman, to those who have looked into the operations of the 
General Land Office, and the amounts appropriated for carrying on 
that branch of the public } yusiness, the appropriations carr ied by this 
bill for this service are known to be entire ‘ly inadequate. Here is an 





4 


amendment to this provision. 


appropriation of $560,000 to pay for the alaric s and commissions of 


the registers and receivers of all public land offices throughout the 
country. 

There are 112 land offices in the United States. At each of these 
land offices there are two commissioned officials, each of whom is en- 
titled to a salary and commissions. These officials are known as regis- 
ters of the United States land offices and receivers of public moneys. 
The land offices are located as follows: In Alabama, 2; in Arkansas, 4; 
in Arizona, 2; in California, 10; in Colorado, 10; in Dakota, 10; in 
Florida, 1; in Idaho, 5; in Iowa, 1; in Kansas, 10; in Louisiana, 2; in 
Michigan, 4; in Minnesota, 9; in Mississippi, 1; in Missouri, 3; in 
Montana, 3; in Nebraska, 9; in Nevada, 2; in New Mexico, 2; in 
Oregon, 5; in Utah, 1; in Washington Territory, 5; in Wisconsin, 6; 
in Wyoming Territory, 3; making a total of 110; and there have been 
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which time there were only one hundred and nine United States land 
offices, whereas there are now one hundred and twelve. So that on the 
basis of the amount needed in 1587 the amount appropriated in this 
bill is more than $35,000 short 

Mr. RYAN. but my friend does not maintain that that statement 
is correct as to the expenditures for this service in 1887, does he? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the statement I have read from 
gives the amount that was earned in salaries and commissions by the 
United States land offices in 1887. 

Mr. RYAN. The amount of the appropriation for 1887 was $490,- 
OOO. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The appropriation was $490,000, but the 
amount earned was as I have stated. 

Mr. RYAN. ‘The deficiency was $38,400; the total expenditure was 
only 5528, 000, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The statement I have read is official. It was 
taken from the book of Estimates submitted to this Congress. 

In 1887 there was appropriated for these receivers and registers $490, - 
000. The amount they actually earned, according to statement read, 
was $535,682. fu 1886 I stood here, as Iam now standing, and pro- 
tested against the smatl appropriation for this service; and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania | Mr. RANDALL] met this protest by reading 
what had been expended in the last six months of the fiscal year pre- 
ceding tliat time, and argued that the appropriation, judged by that 
standard, would be suflicient. 

Instead of that being so, however, there was reported as a deficiency 






in that appropriation at the end of the fiscal year $38,000. For the | 


present fiscal year, the one which ends on the 30th of this month, the 
appropriation was $500,000, and there is also a deficiency much larger 


that fact to the attention of the Committee of the Whole. In 1887, for 
the present fiscal year, the appropriation was $500,000, and it was not 
enough by $60,000. In the general deficiency appropriation bill, which 
will be shortly reported by the Committee on Appropriations, there 
will have to be incorporated the sum of $60,000 to meet the deficiency 
in the expense of this very service. 

In view of that fact, Mr. Chairman, in view of themany deficiencies 
which come in at the end of every fiscal year, is it not strange that the 
Committee on Appropriations should persist in reporting an amount so 
entirely insufficient to meet the expense of this service? Notwith- 
standing the deficiency of $60,000 for the present fiscal year, the com- 
mittee brings in the same appropriation of $500,000. Instead of that 
sum the amount appropriated should be $560,000. Itistrue, however, 
that the estimate for this service is only $524,000. 

My amendment is made to cover that amount. The estimate is far 
too small; but small as it is, these gentlemen have cut it down $24,000. 
It is time to putastop tothis parsimony. I believe in economy justly 
and judiciously applied; but when you come to make an appropria- 
tion, make it for an amount commensurate with the needs of the pub- 
lic service. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield my time to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendmentis exhausted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, we have the lesson of 1888 before us. The fiscal year 
will end in a few days. If $500,000 was not enough in 1888, and there 
is a deficiency of $60,000 in this very appropriation for the present fis- 
cal year, in the name of common sense why is it the Committee on Ap- 
propriations does not heed the lesson and bring in an appropriation 
sufficient to carry on the land-office business of the country ? 

Do they want another deficiency of sixty or seventy thousand dollars 
at the end of the nex®f fiscal year? What is the use of waiting for a 
deficiency bill to pay these officers of the Government their just dues? 
Why not appropriate it at one time and in this bill? Why take two 
bites at this cherry ? 

In addition, sir, to what I have said, I will read further, briefly, from 
what is appended in the Book of Estimates, by way of a note to this 
estimate of $524,000, which is the amount my amendment covers. In 
this statement accompanying the estimate it is insisted in the strongest 


manner that there shall be asuflicient appropriation to meet the neces- | 


sities of this service, and yet, withall this before them, the gentlemen 
of the committee have failed to make an appropriation anything like 
what is demanded. This statement is as follows: 


The estimate submitted for compensation of registers and receivers is based 


upon the salaries earned and the fees and commissions collected and covered | 


into the Treasury by them during the fiscal year ended June 3), 1887, with the 
addition of the office to be opened at Buffalo, Wyo. Fora number of years it 
has been found necessary to appropriate annually large amounts to cover de- 
ticiencies. The appropriation for the fiseal year just closed covers but 90 per 
cent, of the amount required for the service. 


Mark you, gentlemen, that reference to the appropriation for 1887. 
The appropriation for 1888, the present tiscal year, was for less than 90 
per cent. of what was required for this branch of the service. 


The amount estimated for herein is based upon the actual amount paid reg- 
isters and receivers during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, and therefore 
is not excessive. The compensation of registers and receivers is limited by 
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| that sum earned by him. By the provisions of the act of August 4, 1886, it be- 
| comes necessary to appropriate larger sums for the compensation of registers 
| and receivers, although the actual amounts received by them are no greater 
than they were prior to the passage of that act. During the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1887, the fees and commissions carned by registers and receivers 
amounted to $1,752,000, while the entire appropriation for their salaries and 
commissions was $490,000. 

| So that, Mr. Chairman, it isapparent this money is nota charge upon 
the Treasury. The fees and commission earned at the various land 
oflices yield $1,752,000 a year revenue to the Government, and out of 
that amount it is simply asked that justice shall be done to this branch 
of the public service in the way of an appropriation adequate to the 
needs of the service. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, I repeat 
now, that the ground the committee took in reference to this appropria- 
tion was, first, that the President had the power to consolidate many 
of these land offices- 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But he did not do it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That the President had the power to consolidate 
many of these land offices, and that we had no other mode of making 
the suggestion than in the way we have made it. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few observa- 





| tions in reference to the amendment proposed by the gentleman trom 


Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. From my limited knowledge of the 
operations of the land system in the district from which I come, I am 
satisfied that there is no branch of the public service to-day that stands 
more in need of reform and retrenchment. ‘The amendment of the 
gentleman proposes to increase an appropriation. Now, sir, I desire 
to say in connection with this amendment that in the land office of the 
| district from which I come there have been suspended entries of pub- 


| 
— ee a T | lic lands under the desert-land act for the last ten or twelve years, ever 
than the preceding one. This deficiency is $60,000. I desire to call | 


since the passage of that act in 1877. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, from the manner in which the 
public-land offices have been administered in thot part of the coun- 
try, that in practice the land laws have amounted in many instances 
to an actual conspiracy against the settler rather than a means of aid- 
ing him in acquiring the right to a homestead upon the public Jands. 
I know this is a strong observation to make, but I call the attention 
of thecommittee to one circumstance. Thisdesert-land act was passed, 
I think, on the 3d of March, 1877, and in one land district in the State 


| of California there were upwards of three hundred locations. The 


parties who made those locations within from thirty to sixty days of 
the passage of the act proceeded to transfer them to two or three men, 
who to-day hold those lands in their own hands, although the law spe- 
cifically provided, as I understand it, that no one man should have the 
| benefit of more than one location under the desert-land act. 

| And while the right of these persons tomake these transfers was sub- 
sequently called in question by settlers who desired to acquire these 
iands for homesteads, representing that these entries of so-called ‘‘ desert 
lands ’’ were, in many cases, made upon agricultural lands—not desert 





lands atall—those cases have, upon one pretense and another, been pend- 
ing in the Department to this day without any determination by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office or by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

I mention this as one cireamstance of many tending to show that this 
whole public land system to-day requires thorough investigation. Some 
method of reform needs to be applied by which the settler shall be 
protected. ‘The system was designed for the benefit of honest settlers 
upon the public lands; yet a few men—not exceeding four or five—in 
that portion of California hold under their control to-day some 300,000 
or 400,000 acres, located under this desert-land act; and no relief can 
be obtained by any appeal to the General Land Office or to the Inte- 
rior Department itself. 

In these observations I do not intend to cast any reflection upon the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office or upon the head of the In- 
terior Department. ‘There is maintained in that Department a kind 
of machinery by the operation of which subordinates in their influence 
in the administration of these laws seem to be paramount over the 
| Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of the In- 
| terior. You may claim a right; it is questioned; you put in your com- 
plaint; it goes to the General Land Office, and is put through this 
| routine mill. The head of the Department is no more responsible 
| perhaps for the abuses which are practiced there than is any member 
of this House. Yet the fact remains that, in the multitude of their 
engagements and with the varied responsibilities resting upon them, 
| neither the Commissioner of the General Land Office nor the Secretary 
| 


| of the Interior seems to be able to fathom the abyss in regard to the 
misapplication of these laws and the frauds which are perpetrated in 
the machinery of their offices, and apparently under their observation. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORROW obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to my 
| colleague [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. It is high time, then, Mr. Chairman, that in 
making these appropriations some limit should be placed upon them 
and some care exercised. These appropriations are proposed in good 
faith by the committee, and in the same spirit are*advocated on this 
floor; but I tell you, sir, that no portion of the public service to-day 


law not to exceed $3,000 to any officer. regardless of the amount in excess of | Tequires more thorough investigation and reform, for the purpose ot 
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tion goes before the local land « cers; a n ‘ t 
appeal is taken. The appeal goes to the Ge ul Land Office, and fi 
there it is carried before the Secretary of the Intet rl : 
permitted to run along year after year until this honest, we 
settler upon the public land, discouraged by the obstactes throw 
way, in many instances, as I believ the « \ f 
land offices, abandons his rig] 

[ feel justified in affi mv belief, wl be s i 
representations of f unquestio ‘ t se oft 
entered as ‘‘dese1 in the Visalia ] ( ! ( 
assignments of the 1 n made in 18 a rt « 
atall. Lands in Fresno re, and Kern ¢ ities which ha ( 
taken up in this way would to-day, if they could be occupied and 
proved by settlers, be worth a thousand dollars cre. Yet the 
been held up from 1877 to the present time as desert lands; and t 
papers connected with those cases are stowed av n musty pige { \ 
holes of the Interior Department without any attempt to detet : 
this question affecting the rights of multitudes of honest settlers in 1 ‘ i 
part of California. ’ 

hat is the condition of things tI re to-day; r t! ( 
House and talk about these appropriations in a calt BI I 
ner, as if there were no abuse under the surface n ) ym O 
I make these observations in justice to the public service and to tl \ HERMANN. ‘ AT 
head of the Department himself, as well as to the honest settler who is | ‘ 
to-day defrauded of his rights under the operation of this land system, | s ( ( 1 
which, as I have said, issoadministered in many instances as toamot é I t l t 1 the West, 
to an actual conspiracy against the settler rather tha lof | I y every 
and for the benefi 1 there de- 

The important here that th 1. of $1,7 00 t t only 
has been 1 ( é t t] l he aes 4 
oftice Thi ] these ve mis ] l receive 
haps, who have bee frauded of their rights fora long series of yea t with ew of tl 
While they are p: of administering the pub ] l 1 sllowed 
laws, they are at the same eing deprived of their right to n will find 
settlement upon the public land. I throw out these observations no to ( © of 1 ! ng until 
merely by way of suggestion. When the bill reported from the ‘ . t ( ( th pu y with contests 
mittee on Public Lands and now pending in this House shall come ! S 1 the re- 
it may be an appropriate time to offer propositions for the f the é 
isting abuses: but it is well to take into serious considerat n ce eir attention largely to tl to tl ; of the ord 
nection with the present bill the question whether ld w Li nate } é' 
these appropriations, running up into hundreds of thousands of d autho ! e el l to t test ny, at the sa 
lars, for the support of these offices without any restriction or reser 1e eithe ter or t er? pres t ( 
tion looking to the protecti rights of sett! : 

Mr. HERMANN. I move to strike out the t 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the great We thank th { of be ‘ 


man from Mississippi | Mr. CATCHINGS ] and the gent 
ana [Mr. BLANCHARD] for the earnest words they 
of an increased appropriation so urgently demanded r 
of the country. Representing as I do one of the largest States in t! ! n, by ] ( l rec- 
Union, especially one of the largest public-land States, nearly as larg $s thr Depart it ppro- 
as the whole of New England and New York com! 
will pardon me for rising now in defense of the am n 
ing before the Committee of the Whole. nd | 

have made it, sir, a part of my representative duty to travel ove ng and vaults for the prope 
the land districts of that immense empire of the Pacific West, to visit | 1 on of the Government record 
the various land offices and converse with the Government employ: the pul 8 ther 
as to the necessities of the service, and I amsure, as has been suggested | they have shown in pr 


ra y “trp . 4 , } 4 Bi ? 
| [Mr. VANDEVER], there is no part | ado] t 
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sale and disposition of the public lands belonging to the Government. | dit to what has been alread i I ( 
Gentlemen must not forget this is not asking for an appropriation o id my hand : itement which | the rt of ( 
what we ordinarily understand to be the public funds of the Govern- tt Appropriat 
ment, but it is money earned through contributi 
these various offices—the fees and commissions allowed the officers. estimated nses 
Gentlemen must remember, so far as these salaries are concerned, th —— 
is @ minimum salary of $500—a fixed salary paid to every register : 
receiver of a United States land office; but all beyond that must , tl vher 1 t * 
actually earned in the legitimate and current business of the jand offic l and for this same service—t r 
I can say as far as clerical service is concerned there are but few | missions of registers and recei : 
land offices under the Government entitled to this, for the simple reason | the same ar 
the appropriations heretofore have been so meager the Department felt 
it was unable to comply with the demands in that respect. Chis statement shov 
Let me emphasize t I have been saying by reading the earnest | for the present fiscal I the fi months of that year 
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meaverness of this appropriation embodied in their own report, show- | 
ing that a similar amount appropriated in the last fiscal year for this | 
same service ran short in the first six months over $28,000 of its one- | 
half of the sum appropriated. 

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, in other words, was the | 
amount appropriated for the first six months and $250,000 for the next | 
six months out of the total appropriation of $500,000. But for the | 
first six months it ran short, I repeat, something over $28,000, and | 
there was consequently that deficiency, which has extended through 
the succeeding six months, making the total deficiency nearly or quite | 
$60,000; and yet with that statement and that information before them | 
these gentlemen have incorporated into this bill the same amount thus | 
found to be entirely insufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I said twice during this debate, and I repeat | 
now, the basis upon which the Committee on Appropriations proceeded 
in respect to this sum was that there were too many land offices, too | 
many receivers, and too many registers, and that the President having | 
the power to consolidate land offices and get clear of this excessive force, 
that we would, as far as we could, indicate to him that it ought to be | 
done; and therefore it is upon that basis that the $500,000 is appro- 
priated. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In answer to that- 

Mr. RANDALL. A moment more. I want to say a word ortwoin | 
response to the observations of the gentleman from California [Mr. VAN- | 
DEVER]. 

No one can deprecate more than myself the delays which exist in the 
settlement and determination of titles for the actual settlers on the 
public lands, and if that gentleman had taken the trouble to read a 
little farther on in this bill he would have found embodied a clause 
which is inserted to meet that question, and which provides that in 
the surveys of the public lands, preference shall in all cases be given 
in the survey of townships where land is to be held and occupied in 
whole or in part by actual settlers. In other words, the Committee on 
Appropriations indicated to the House that a provision should be 
incorporated into the laws of the United States, which wouid ~y 

| 








preference to actual settlers in thisconnection. This, as I am advised, 
is the Canadian system, and has been found to work well. I believe it 
will work well in the United States. In fact, I have heard no opposition 
from any source, from any person with whom we have conferred in this 
connection, as to the propriety of such a proviso being enacted into law. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does the gentleman refer to the provision incor- 
a in the bill on page 48, under the head of ‘‘ Surveys of the pub- | 

ic Jands ?”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I refer to the proviso in the paragraph relating to | 
the surveys of the public lands and to resurveys, which I propose to 
modify, when we reach that provision, in the manner I have already 
stated; that is to say, inexpending this fund preference shall be given 
in favor of surveying townships occupied in whole or in part by actual 
settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN, Will the gentleman indulge me for a moment ? 

Mr.RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. Itis fair to say this, that so far as the great por- 
tion of the West is concerned this clause is actually now and will here- 
after forever be absolutely inoperative. Itisof no earthly use, and the 
Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior have so pointed out in 
plain language to the Committee on Appropriations. 

I shall do myself the honor of submitting an amendment to that, if 
it be within the rules, and if not, I shall ask unanimous consent for 
its entertainment at the proper time, for the reason, permit me to state 
to the honorable Chairman, that so far as the greater portion of the 
country unsuryeyed is now concerned, it consists of mountainous coun- 
try,country densely timbered, country covered with dense undergrowth, 
country which surveyors will not survey atexisting rates or at the rates 
provided for in this section. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yourobjection is to the rates and not to the prin- 
ciple involved, that preference should be given to the survey of town- 
ships where they are likely to be in whole or in part occupied by actual 
settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN. I favor that, and I believe that has been the 
policy of the Government heretofore; but my objection is principally 
to the rates. 

Mr. RANDALL. These rates are fixed by law. I hardly think 
there would be 250,000,000 acres of the public domain already sur- 
veyed and not taken up if they were low. 

Mr, HERMANN. Thisisthe suggestion: All the land which lies in 
plains and plateaus and could be surveyed at a nominal cost of course 
was eagerly sought for by surveyors, syndicates, and combinations. 
‘The residue of the land yet to be surveyed consists of mountainous 
land densely covered with timber. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCSHANE. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has three times distinctly stated that in the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations there were too many land offices in this coun- 
try; and as the President had not seen fit to consolidate or abandon 
some of them, or a sufficient number to come up to the requirements 
of the committee, the committee had reduced the appropriation for 














carrying on the expenses of the different land offices throughout the 
country. Now, I say in all fairness that the Committee on Appropri- 


| ations has no right to force a reduction in the number of land offices 


in this country at the expense of the registers and receivers perform- 
ing the service. I will say that to my personal knowledge every land 
ofiice in my section, whenever it runs below or comes within the law 
governing the closing or consolidation of land offices, has been so 
treated. 

The law requires that the number of acres of public land within the 
district shall be reduced to a certain amount before the land office can 
be closed or consolidated. I hold in my hand a statement from the 
General Land Office showing the appropriations for carrying on the 
different Jand offices and the number of acres of public land disposed of 
from 18&0 to 1887, inclusive. We find in 1880 that the number of 
acres of public land disposed of was 14,792,000. The expense of the 
land oflices was 6.36 mills per acre. We also find that the work of the 
local land offices has been increasing year by year, from 14,792,000 acres 


| in 1880, at an average cost of 6.36 mills per acre, to 25,858,000acres in 


1887, atan average cost of 44 mills per acre. So that the business of 


| the local land offices from 1880 to 1837 has nearly doubled, and still 


you find the appropriation for defraying the expense of doing this 
work not more than one-half the amount appropriated in 1880. 

With this reduction in the appropriation the average cost to the set- 
tlers has been reduced nearly one-half. You have done well because 
you have reduced. Asis stated by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, the local land offices throughout the country are run and 
managed op a starvation basis. That is the result of your reduction. 
Last year the appropriation was $500,000, and there was a deficiency of 
$60,000. Ifthe registers and receivers are not permitted to retain the 
money they earn from their work, as was provided in a former law, I 
see no justice in the proposition that they should be deprived of the 


| salary which they are legally allowed, which Congress is supposed to 
| appropriate money to pay. Why should they be compelled to wait 


sixty or ninety days for their pay when they do the work, earn the 
money, and monthly return that money to the Treasury ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, I would like to ask the gentleman a single ques- 
tion. Heisa fairand frank man. 1 would like to ask him whether 
he does not believe there could be a consolidation or repeal of some of 
these land offices, and a dismissal from office of some of the registers 
and some of the receivers in the older States of the Union. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I will say to the gentleman that I know nothing 
about the land offices east of the Missouri River, located in the eastern 
part of the country, but I do know that no consolidation can be made 
in the land offices in the State from which I come. We had eleven 
land offices in that State a yearago. The number of acres of public 
land within one district became reduced below the amount allowed by 
law. As soon as it came within the law the land office was abolished. 
This Congress is establishing four new land offices in New Mexico and 
Wyoming. With the appropriation here made, instead of reducing 
the number of land offices we will have an increased number of land 
offices. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has not attempted in any manner to meet the argument which has been 
made by myself and several other gentlemen in favor of an increased 
appropriation to pay the salaries and commissions of registers and re- 
ceivers of the land offices throughout the country. All he has said in 
opposition to the adoption of the amendment I have offered is that the 
insufficient appropriation in the bill is a gentle intimation to the Pres- 
ident that he should consolidate some of these land offices. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania said exactly the same 
thing on the 28tb of June, 1886, nearly two years ago. I hold in my 
hand the debate on the sundry civil bill of that year, and I read briefly 
from the gentleman’s remarks in opposition to a similar amendment 
then offered by me: 


Mr. Raxpaxu. Mr. Chairman, it does not always do to depend upon the esti- 
mates of a Department, There are one hundred and eight receivers and one 
hundred and eight registers, making in all two hundred and sixteen of these 
officials to be provided for; but the President has power to consolidate offices 
if he sees fit. 

Mr. BuancHarp. Has he done so? 

Mr. RANDALL. He has not, that I know of. 


And, Mr. Chairman, that is true to-day. Instead of the President 
consolidating these land offices and decreasing the number of registers 
and receivers, the members of the Committee on Appropriations well 
know that whereas in 1886, when the gentleman [Mr. RANDALL] made 
the statement I have read, there were only two hundred and sixteen 
registers and receivers, there are to-day two hundred and twenty-four. 
In other words, that instead of there being a lessening of the number 
of land offices by reason of their consolidation by the President there 
has been an actual increase of four in the number of such offices. 

Therefore, what is there in the argument that the President may 
consolidate them ? The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
by using that as the only argument which occurs to him in opposition 
to the amendment which I offer, concedes that the appropriation in 
this bill is not enough to meet the requirements of the service if the 
present number of land offices, one hundred and twelve, is to continue. 
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fers to was passed under a suspension of the rules. It was reported on | amendments the bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a 


the 9th of December, and I think it was passed on the 17th, but I do 
not recollect that it was passed under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not assert that it was. I only asked for 
information. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not positive, but I think not. 

Mr. BLANCH{ARD. The salaries and commissions of the registers 
and receivers are fixed by Jaw, and hence where the appropriations 
run short the difference has to be made up by a deficiency appropria- 
tion. But when it comes to clerks employed in the land offices, and 
the contingent expenses of the land offices, there can be no deficiency, 
and why? Secause there is no authority of law in the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to exceed the appropriation. 

Mr. RYAN. But there was a deficiency of $35,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; in this year. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I know, but 

Mr. RANDALL. And in this very paragraph. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. All right; I stand corrected on that. But 
there is no authority in law for the expenditure beyond the amount 
appropriated. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that in 1887 they incorpo- 
rated in the bill $120,000 for this service because in the preceding 
year the amount expended under the head of ‘t Contingent expenses”’ 
vas $116,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount expended was $117,928.50. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One hundred and sixteen thousand three hun- 
dred and fifty-one. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, this is official. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And so is this. This was obtained at the Gen- 
eral Land Office. Mr. Chairman, from the very statement of these 
gentlemen the amount of $120,000 appropriated in the lastsundry civil 
bill was short just $35,000, because they admit there is a deficiency 
now existing in the fund to that extent, and they argue that the $35, - 
000 deficiency, added to the $120,000, making $155,000, is the amount 
which will be required the coming year, and accordingly have incor- 
porated that sum in this bill. That is good, Mr.Chairman, as far as it 
goes, but unfortunately for the argument of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania it does not go far enough, as I shall undertake to show. 

Since that $120,000 was put in the bill in 1887 there have been sev- 
eral additional land offices created. That fact the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania las overlooked. It will take the extra $10,000 to pay 
the clerical hire at these new land offices. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I will further meet the gentleman’s argument 





by reading from the note in the Book of Estimates under the head of 


“Contingent Expenses of the Land Office:”’ 
. em the present appropriation of $120,000, appropriated in 1887, it is impossi- 
le— 

Says the Commissioner of the General Land Office— 
to provide the different offices with more than half— 

I ask the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to this— 
the clerical force needed, and the result is great delay in the work of the offi- 
cers and loss to the settlers therefrom. 

The appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal year 1885 was $140,000, which 
was afterwards supplemented by a deficiency of $25,000, while that for 1886 was 
$165,000. These sums were then insuilicient and the work of the local offices 
was carried on under great personal embarrassments to the local officers and 
to the disadvantage of the Government. In June, 1887, this insufficient appro- 

sriation was reduced to $120,000, although the number of land offices had been 
increased, The result is that the land offices of the United States are now on a 
starvation basis and important interests of the Government are sacrified by the 
disallowance of the necessary force to properly conduct the public business, 

So it appears, Mr. Chairman, that although $155,000 might have done 
in a meager sort of way in the last fiscal year, according to the gen- 
tleman’s statement, it will not do now, when there has been an increase 
of the land offices of the country. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across Red River at or near Hook’s Ferry, 
Red River County, Texas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Red 
River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern 
Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


graveled or macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to 
the national cemetery near said city. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux; 

A bill (8S. 2515) to provide pneumatic gun-carriages for the War De- 
partment; 

A bill (S. 2658) to validate acknowledgments, taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds 
recorded in said District; and 

A bill (S. 3134) for the erection of an additional fire-proof building 
for the use of the National Museum. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR DAKOTA. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to take 
up and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. It isa bill pro- 
viding for an additional judge for the Territory of Dakota. In the 
early part of the session a bill was introduced providing for two judges, 
and was referred to a committee. The committee reported back the 
bill favorably, but included judges for several other Territories. I 
understand there is to be opposition to that bill when it comes up on 
account of its extent. Without wishing to antagonize any other meas- 
ure, I will state that I have here a memorial from the judge of the court 
to the effect that it is absolutely necessary, in view of the condition of 
business, to have at least one additional judge. I will include the 
memorial as part of my remarks. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America tn Congress assembled: 

The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Grand Forks, Dakota, 
respectfully represents that the material interests and the dispatch of justice in 
the third judicial district of the Territory of Dakota, imperatively demand a 
speedy division of said district. The reasons for the urgency of this act were 
well stated by the Hon. W. B. McConnell, judge of said district, last January, 
in a letter to Delegate Gifford, as follows: 

‘rom information just at hand from the clerks of court in different counties 
of this district, I find that between the 26th day of May, 1885, the day I qualified 
as judge, and the 13th of this month, the number of judgments, including decrees 
entered in civil cases, is 1,953. The number of appeals to the supreme court is 11. 
The number onthe dockets at issue awaiting trial is 649. This can give no par- 
ticular idea as to the amount of actual cases pending, because attorneys are 
only required to have their cases put upon the docket ten days before a term of 
court, and they rarely notice cases sooner. 

“T have had yet noreportas tothe number of cases which have been put upon 
the docket and been compromised and dismissed. This number must be very 
large. 

* Incriminal cases there have been ninety-eight convictions, felonies and mis- 
demeanors, five acquittals, and three disagreements by juries. Of this number 
fifty-nine cases have been sent to the penitentiary, and one has suffered the 
death penalty. In all the criminal cases tried only in two cases has there been 
motionsfor a newtrial. One was granted, the other was denied, appealed to the 
supreme court, and there aflirmed, The latter was in the case where the death 

yenalty had been imposed. I have held twenty terms of the district court, and 
on had twenty grand juries, four terms of the United States district court and 
four sessions of the United States grand jury, and have attended four sessions 
of the supreme court, two at Deadwood (1,200 miles travel by the usual route), 
one at Yankton (600), and one at Bismarck (200 miles). 

‘‘ Thave had two of the very best court stenographers, and both have been kept 
busy with court work and getting out transcripts. 

“The amount of work at chambers has been very heavy and very exacting. 
Here issues to the pleadings for the most part are argued and settled, orders 
for provisional remedies are granted, denied, and sct aside, and motions of 
every character are constantly coming up. , 

“It is very hard and inconvenient for attorneys and expensive to clients to 
have to travel so far to make and meet motions before the court. 

‘“*My work is the more wearing from the fact that it takes nearly two-thirds 
of my time away from home.” | : engl 

Not only does the judge of this district earnestly desire it, but every law asso- 
ciation in the district unites in an effort to procure division, as necessary to se- 
cure the rights of person and property in the district and insure speedy trial in 
allcases. The rapidity with which justice is now necessarily dispensed makes 
of an excellent thing frequently a solemn farce, and our people’s dearest inter- 
ests are at stake. hia 

Whether Dakota be divided or not, or whether she be enabled to form her 
own constitution, this chamber prays that your honorable bodies may grant 
immediate relief by the passage of an act dividing the third judicial district 
of Dakota, and they will ever pray. : 

W. H. BROWN, President. 


W. R. BIERLEY, Secretary. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will read the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 
The bill is as follows: 


A bill to provide for one additional associate justice of the supreme court of 
Dakota, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, elc., That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota 
shali consist of a chief-justice and six associate justices, any five of whom shall 
constitute a quorum. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the President to appoint one additional as- 
sociate justice of said supreme court in manner now provided by law, who shall 
hold his office for the term of four years, and until his successor is appointed 
and qualified. ad: ; 

Sec. 3. That the Territory of Dakota shall be divided into seven judicial dis- 
tricts, and a district court for the trial of all cases arising under the laws of said 
Territory, or which may be within the jurisdiction of said courts under the laws 
of said Territory, shall be held in each district by one of the justices of said su- 
preme court, at such time and place as may be provided by law. Each judge, 
after assignment, shall reside in the district to which he is assigned. 
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Sec. 4. That the seventh judicial district of said Territory 
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A bill (if. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 
A bill (Hi. Rt. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 
A bill (i. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; and 


A bill (FH. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3188) granting a pension to 
Martha Ackerson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3189) granting a pension to 
William T. Hutton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3190) for the relief of 
Calvin Gunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying petition, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3191) to amend section 4 of the 
act of March 3, 1875, as amended in section 2 of the act of March 3, 
1877, in relation to the issue of supplies to Indians; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. MORGAN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the 
allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by 
the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the bill (H. Rt. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims {or stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, known as the Bowman act. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, I will remark that the papers showing the proceed- 
ings of the Court of Claims are filed with the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and printed. 

VIRTUE SMITII—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
mes from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senale 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1957, entitled “‘Anact granting a pen- 
sion to Virtue Smith. 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of David M. Smith (ineor- 
rectly named David W. Smith in the bill), who served as a bugler in a Minne- 
sota regiment from August 22, 1862, to September 28, 1862, in a campaign against 
the Sioux Indians, 

He received a gunshot wound in the right elbow, for which, in 1867, he was 
granted a pension of $6 a month, which was very soon thereafter increased to 
$8, and in August, 1875, said pension was further increased to $10a month, which 
he received to the date of his death. 

He died in the city of Washington on the 22d day of January, 1880. 

He obtained a position in the Second Anditor’s Office of the Treasury Depart- 
ment in 1864, and worked steadily there until about six months before his 
death, : : . 

Medical examinations had from time to time up to 1877 seem to have found 
him in excellent physical condition except the wound in his right elbow, which 
caused stiffness, and an injury to his left forearm not received in the Army. 

In 1879 he was examined by a physician of this city who stands among the best 
in the profession, and found in the last stages of consumption; and this phy- 
sician declares he diced from that cause. A female physician certified that the 
cause of death was *‘ wounds in the Army.”’ 

The pensioner was sixty-four years old at the time of his death. 

Iam perfectly satisfied fromthe medical testimony and from other facts con- 
nected with this case that the death of the husband of the beneficiary was in no 


manner related to his military service. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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EXeEcurrivi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message and the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MANSION, June 19, 1888. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 1705) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Statesville, N. C., in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine confer- 
ence to secure greater safety for life and property at sea; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BELMONT, Mr. RussELL of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. Morrow, managers at the conference on its 
pan. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright; 

A bill (8. 1241) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City by dumping or other- 
wise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; 

A bill (S. 2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate duc him under 
the act of March 3, A. D. 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; 

A bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan; 

A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winne- 
bago reservation in Nebraska; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac. 

AWARDS UNDER 


MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. BROWN. In connection with the report submitted by the hon- 

orable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] in what is known as the 
Veil case, I desire to present a minority report, and in connection with 

that report to submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
received and printed. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask that the views of the minority be printed with 
the report of the majority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President prior to the year 1868 there were nu- 
merous claims made by citizens of the United States against the Govern- 
ment and people of Mexico on account of damages which our citizens 
had sustained at the hands of that Government and its people. The 
Government of Mexico also complained that many of its citizens had 
suffered damage at the hands of the people of the United States; and 
the two Governments in a friendly spirit concluded a treaty on the 4th 
day of July, 1868, under which an international commission or tribu- 
nal was established to adjudicate these conflicting claims. Mexico ap- 
pointed a commissioner and the United States appointed one, and finally 
Sir Edward Thornton, then the British minister at Washington, accepted 
the position of umpire. A great many claims were submitted to the 
commission by citizens of the United States against Mexico, and many 
claims were submitted by the citizens of Mexico through that Govern- 
ment against the United States. 

Among others, Benjamin Weil, an American citizen, filed his peti- 
tion before the International Claims Commission on the 27th of April, 
1870, against Mexico, for a large lot of cotton belonging to him taken 
by the Mexican authorities; in which petition all the particulars of 
his claim were set forth, with a description of the property taken, its 
value, when and where it was taken, with all the attendant circum- 
stances, which are given in detail, The evidence in support of this 
claim was filed on the 3d of August, 1870, and the case was not finally 
disposed of by the commission until 1875. Thus the Government of 
Mexico had five years within which to make its defense after the claim 
had been filed, and the evidence to support it had been placed of rec- 
ord and was all well known to the Mexican commissioner. The sub- 
stance and details of the transaction, as given in the petition, were sus- 
tained by the evidence. 

When it become necessary for the commission to finally dispose of the 
case, the Mexican commissioner admitted that be had in his possession 
much evidence, documentary and other testimony, showing that the 
claim was not well founded. But he declined to produce it, and gave 
as one of the reasons for its non-production that there was then suffi- 
cient evidence before the commission on which to judge the claim. In 
other words, he was willing to risk the case of the Government of Mex- 
ico upon the evidence which had been filed by the petitioner. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to inquire 
whether he has submitted his minority report? 

Mr. BROWN. I have. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is a speech on the case, then, in addition to the 
minority report? 

Mr. BROWN. 
of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The minority report has been pre- 
sented and ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 

Mr. MORGAN. The proceeding is rather an unusual one, to take a 
case up for trial when it was ordered to be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam just submitting some remarks in connection 
with the report. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
in reply. 

Mr. BROWN. Of course I have no objection to the Senator being 
heard. He is prepared, as he always is. 

The American commissioner offered to give every facility in his power 
to the Mexican commissioner to make his defense if he desired to do so, 
but he persisted in refusing to file any evidence to rebut the proois 


It is in addition to the report, and in explanation 


I may ask the indulgence of the Senate to be heard 
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the fund to the claimants under the general provision of the act of Con- 
gress for its distribution, after the President is satisfied that no further 
treaty or agreement between the two Governments through the treaty- 
making power isnecessary or can beagreedupon. When thatconclusion 
is reached by the President, I have no doubt about the power of the 
President under the general act for the distribution of the fund allowed 
to the American ¢ Slneete under the awards of the commission, to dis- 
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| or the considerations of justice and equity, require that this case should be re- 
| tried; but on the contrary, after stating considerations of public policy which 


| would seem to forbid the reopening of the ¢ ase, the questions of honor, princi- 


ples of public law, and considerations of justice Sand quity are left to Congress 


| to decide. This would involve an investigation by Congress of facts of an in- 


tribute the money properly among the different claimants, and that his | 


power extends to all the claimants. In fact, I claim that I have high 
authority to sustain this view of the question. Subsequent to the pas- 
sage of the act of 1878, when the fifth section was in force, just as it is 
in force to-day, Mr. Evarts, as Secretary of State, in the exercise of a 
sound discretion, and, I think, a correct discretion, concurred in by the 
President, distributed to the claimants that portion of the money due 
the La Abra claimants which had been paid into the Treasury. 
And during the subsequent administration Mr. Blaine, then Secre 


tary of State, followed the precedent set by Mr. Evarts, ordering the 


ternational character, which in the opinion of the committee properly belongs 
to th 1e executive department, and which it was the intention of the fifih sec- 
on of the act of June 18, 1578, to leave with that department, 


"They add: 


The bill under consideration proposes to withdraw these two claims from the 
domain of international jurisdiction and place them before atribunal organized 


|} and existing solely by virtue of the Jaws of this country; and in this way it 


would seem designed to avoid the opening of other questions of complaint that 
are known to exist in behalf of citizens of the United States whose claims for 
various causes failed to receive favorable consideration by said commission 
under the treaty creating the commission. 

The second article of that treaty bound the two governments absolutely and 
conclusively by the final awards of the commission and the umpire, in all 
eases coming within its provisions, and it would seem right that if it is to be 
set aside as to one of the claimants, it ought to be by a new convention in which 


provision should be made for doing justice to all claimants. 


distribution of such part of the fund due the La Abraclaimants as had | : c ( , } 
conclusiveness of the judgments, and to his proposition to submit the 


been paid in by Mexico, Either President Hayes and President Gar- 
field had no right to direct Secretary E — and Secretary Blaine to dis- 
tribute the portions of the fund p iid subsequent to the passage of the 
act of 1878, and prior to any further or final direction by Congress dur- 
ing their respective administrations, or President Cleveland now does 
have the authority to direct Secretary Bayard to make the distribution 
of the balance. 

The tifth section of the act of 1878 makes no qualification or excep- 
tion which would authorize the President or Secretary of State to dis- 
tribute part of the fand and withhold the balance. If a portion of it 


must be held until Congress shall otherwise direct, all of it must be | 


held until Congress shall otherwise direct. If a portion of it can be | 


distributed without such direction of Congress, all of it can be dis- 
tributed without such further direction of Congress. It is a question 
for the decision of the President, If it is true, then, that the money is 
tied up inthe Treasury,and can not be paid out upon the order of the Presi- 
dent until Congress takes further action, it is very clear that the law 
of 1878 has been violated in case of the payments already made by the 
two former Secretaries of State since the passage of that act. 

I believe they acted within the legitimate sphere of their authority, 
and that the payments made by them were authorized and were legal 
and just; and I have no doubt that the President of the United States 
to-day has the like power to order the present Secretary of State to 
distribute the balance, and that he would act faithfully and justly 


and discharge a high duty towards his fellow-citizens who are claimants 
if he would pass such an order. There is, I believe, a legal maxim, 


intrcet reipublice ut finis sit itium—it is the interest of the republic 
that there should be an end of suits. 

Where is to be the end of this contention? First, the two sister Re- 
publics enter into a solemn treaty or contract submitting claims of the 
citizens of the respecfive Governments to an international commission, 


and they bind themselves in the strongest terms known to the English | 


and Spanish languages that the judgments of finding: of that commis- 
sion shall be absolutely final and conclusive, and no effort shall be made 
to evade or set them aside. 

These two awards were made, the judgments rendered by a tribunal 
of unimpeachable integrity. Both Governments were solemnly pledged 
to carry them into effect. That pledge was in the interest of the whole 
people of the two Republics,and especially in the interest of the claim- 
ants who had been successful in obtaining judgments. After judg- 
ments of unquestioned validity had been rendered in both cases against 
the Government of Mexico she has used every effort to evade or get rid 
of these judgments. 

Mexico first appealed to our executive department for a rehearing 
of the cases. The Executive brought the matter to the attention of 
Congress, and Congress, whatever may have been its authority, by act 
of 1878 requested the President to examine carefally into the facts 
and to grant a rehearing if the honor of the Governmentshould require 
it. question was referred to the Secretary of State by the Presi- 
dent, 4 he in very masterly arguments demonstrated that Mexico 
had no a si cause of complaint and no right in the premises. But he 
insisted that Congress take action providing for a rehearing of these 
cases on the ground that the honor of our Government required it. 

In 1880 a bill was introduced into the Senate providing substantially 
for the same relief which is intended to be given by the present bill; 
in other words, providing for a reference of the case to a Federal court. 
That bill was referred tothe Judiciary Committee of the Senate. That 
committee was composed of Allen G. Thurman, chairman, Joseph FP. 
McDonald, Thomas F. Bayard, L. Q. C. Lamar, Augustus H. Garland, 
GEORGE F. EpmMuNDs, Roscoe Conkling, David Davis, and Matt H. Car- 
penter. Certainly an abler Judiciary Committee of the Senate never 
existed at any period of the Government. 

That committee took up this question, and after reciting the fifth 
section of the act of 1878 and reviewing the claims of Mexico to a new 
trial in equity, and the able report of Secretary Evarts, they discussed 
the points in the La Abra case and the Weil case, and they say: 


In the investigation that has taken place in the State Department under ar- 
thority of the fifth section above quoted, no suggestion appears in the report of 
the Secretary that the honor of the United States, the principles of public law, 


Then referring to the argument of the Secretary of State showing the 


question to Congress, which is claimed to have plenary power over the 
subject, the committee say: 

The reasoning of the Secretary azainst the propriety of such a course as this 
would seem to be unsatisfactory. Butin the aspect these casesare presented to 
us we feel constrained to report back said bill adversely and recommend its in- 
cefinite postponement, 

This was the decision of the ablest Committee on the Judiciary, and 
I say it with great respect for all other Judiciary Committees ,that has 
existed in the | last twenty years, and probably ‘within the history of 
the Government. This opinion of the committee applies to the bill 
now pending with all the cle: arness and force with which it applied to 
the bill then before the committee. The two bills are very similar, and 
the objects of both were identical. 

We would naturally have thought there ought to have been an end 
of litigation when this report was made to the Senate and the bill then 
pending wasindefinitely postponed. Butnotso. Mexicothenappealed 
to the Executive: and a treaty was negotiated between President Ar- 
thur and the President of the Mexican Republic, which was regular and 
within the power of thetwoGovernments. This brought up the ques- 
tion for discussion before the Senate on the motion to ratify the treaty; 
and it was discussed during two or three sessions of the Senate, as is well 


| known, and was finally voted down, the Senate refusing by a constitu- 





tional majority to ratify the treaty. We would naturally have thought 
that was the end of the litigation. Butuotso. Duringthe Forty-ninth 
Congress another bill was introduced in the House and Senate to reopen 


| andretry thesecases. TheCommittee on l'oreign Re?ations in the tiouse 


took up the question in the La Abra case and investigated it with great 
care, and by an ove rwhe]ming majority reported against the passage of 
the bill. So that action was refused by the Forty-ninth Congress. 

We would have thought then it was time for the litigation to end 
and time that the American citizens who were entitled to this fund 
under the awards of the commission should receive their just dues. 
But notso. Another bill was introduced in the Fiftieth Congress, 
which is now under consideration asking substantially the same re- 
lief. Whereisthe matter toend? Unless the President of the United 
States has the nerve and the sense of justice to go forward, as it is his 
duty to do, and distribute these funds, I presume one appeal after 
another will be made to Congress and to the treaty-making power in 
this case for the next twenty years. 

But, Mr. President, what is the rule governing applications for re- 
lief against judgments which obtainseverywhere? It is that to entitle 
the party to relief it is not sufficient that ‘the facts alleged are material, 
but they must be such as he could not by reasonable diligence get 
knowledge of when he was put upon inquiry; for if by such reasona- 
ble diligence the party could have obtained knowledge of the facts 
eguity will not relieve him, since that would be to encourage culpable 
negligence. (Story on Equity, section 146.) 

Much less will he be entitled to relief when the proof offered came 
to his knowledge and was in his possession at the time of the trial and 
he declined to use it. 

The Supreme Court of the United States thus states the universal 
rule: 

A court of equity can never be invoked to remedy the consequence of laches 
or neglect or the want of reasonable diligence. Whenever, therefore, a com- 
pete nt remedy or defense shall have existed at law, the party who may have 
neglected to use it will never be permitted to supply the omission to the en- 
couragement of useless and expensive litigation, and perhaps to the subversion 
of justice. (See Sample vs. Barnes, 14 Howard, 75.) 

A \gain— 

To entitle a party to relief he must show that he had a good defense which 
he was prevented from availing himself of by fraud or accident, unmixed with 
negligence of himself or agent. (Hendrickson vs. Hinkley, 17 Howard, 445.) 

It follows, therefore, under every known rule of law, that the Mexi- 
can Government, which had full knowledge of the nature of the claim 
and of the evidence given in before the commission to sustain it, and 
which for five years declined to make any defense, and finally made 
none, comes too late with its complaint, and would not be entitled to 
relief in any court of law or equity according to the jurisprudence of 
any civilized nation. 
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Grant that Mexico has the right to file her bill in a court of equity 
seeking relief, she would t 
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hen have to set forth the facts and circum 
stances which, according té f 
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I apprehend there is no court of law or equity in this count 
civilized country, that could grant a new trial upon the facts and cir- 
cumstances of this cas If, then, the Republic of Mexico is clear; 


not entitled to relief under any known rulein a court of equity, admit 
ting her right to go there, then it is very clear that she has no right to 
expect relief by an appeal to the Congress of the United States alter 
the treaty-making power has refused the relief sought. 

This case having been heard by an international commission created 
by solemn treaty between the two Republics, and final judgment hav- 
ing been rendered by the umpire in said international court, and said 
umpire having refused to grant a new trial, the judgment in; 
ance with the express terms of the treaty became absolutely fi 
conclusive between the parties; 





















mut the Government of Mexic 


appealed to the Government of the United States for a rehearing on 
the ground of alleged frand committed by the claimant or his agents 
and the President of the United States having entertained the com 


t 

plaint of Mexico, and having consented to enter into a new treat; 
granting a rehearing, and said tre: | i een agreed upon between 
the President of the United States and the President of the Mexican 
Republic, and the Senate of the United States being part of the treaty- 
making power having rejected the treaty, and having thereby held that 
the honor of the United States did not require further investigation, I 
hold that this was a finality in this case, and that no branch of th 
Government of the United States has any power to grant a new trial | 
or to grant further relief. 

The question being international in its character, or a contest be- 
tween the two governments, no power in either government except 
the treaty-making power was competent to deal with it, or had juris 
diction in the ease. The treaty-making power having agreed upon the 
tribunal which was to hear the case, and that tribunal having tried it 
and rendered judgment against Mexico, on an appeal for a new trial, and 
the treaty-making power of the United States having refused to negotiat« 
a new treaty granting relief against the judgment, no other branch or 
Department of the Government of the United States has any jurisdic- 


1 


tion of the case or any right to interfere or grant a rehearing of the case. 





The parties have had their day in court, final judgment has been ren- | - 


dered, application for a new trial has been refused, the effort to conclude 
a new treaty granting a new trial has beena failure, the treaty-making 
power of the United States having explicitly refused to enter into such 
treaty. } 

The question never was a judicial question for the courts of eithe1 
country, and jurisdiction of such matters under the Constitution of the 
United States being conferred upon the treaty-making power exclu 
sively, neither the legislative branch nor the judimal branch of the 
Government can assume to exercise the jurisdiction of the treaty- 
making power. Ithad jurisdiction; it alone had jurisdiction. It ha 
exercised that jurisdiction and final judgment has been rendered, and 
that judgment is absolutely conclusive upon all parties concerned. 

If it is claimed that Congress has the power to annul or set aside a 
treaty by legislative action, that power applies as well to a treaty of 
peace between this Government and a belligerent as it would toa treaty 
of this character. Butif Congress possesses the power to annul or de- 
stroy a treaty, it certainly does not possess the power to negotiate one, 
or by negotiation to amend or modify a treaty. The only power Con 
gress claims over that question is the power to set aside a treaty which, 
of course, may involve a question of war or peace. But it does not | 
claim and can not possess the power to hear and adjudicate cases of 
claims of an international character, nor has it any right to alter or | 

| 





modify such treaty when made by the treaty-making power. 
After a final adjudication of these cases doubts are still raised under | 
the fifth section of the act of 1873 whether the President can proceed | 
to pay out the balance of the money held in the Weil and La Abra cases | 
until further direction from Congress. In the light of the decision of | 
the Supreme Court of the United States, Frelinghuysen vs. Key, 110 
United States Reports, page 73, there would secm to be no doubt on | 
that question. The Supreme Court says: 
| 


The first section of the act of 1878 authorizes and requires the Secretary of Stat 
to receive the moneys paid by Mexico under the convention, and to distribute 
them among the several claimants; but it manifests no d sposition on the part 
of Congress to encroach on the power of the President and Senate to con le | 
another treaty with Mexico in respect to any or even all the claims allowed by | 
the commission if, in their opinion, the honor of the United States should de- | 
mand it. At most, itonly provides for receiving and distributing the sums paid 
without a protest or reservation such as, in the opinion of the President, is en- 
titled to further consideration. It does not undertake to set any new limits 
the powers of the Executive. 7 

The fifth section,as we construe it,is nothing more than an expression 
Congress in a formal way of its 
any payment on the Weil or La 
presented by Mexico; and if hes} 





de e that the President will before he makes 
a claims investigate the charges of fra 
Me: ll be of opinion that the honorof the United | 
States, the principles of public law, or considerations of justice and equity, re- | 
quire that the awards * * * or either of them,should be opened and the 
cases retried, that he will withhold payment * * * until the case or cases 
shall be retried and decided in such maiuner as the Governments of the United 
States and Mexico may agree, or until Congress may otherwise direct. 


The court adds: 


From the beginning to the end it is,in form even, only a request from Con- 
gress tothe Executéve. This is far from making the President for the time being 
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provision in the proposed act of Congress for bringing yu 
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to abide the process or final judgment of the cou clea 
therefore, that the Supreme Court has no jurisdictio1 t 
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I will add that the Judiciary Committee of the Senate 1880, in 
the case already referred to, similar to the bill now under ideration, 
took the same view of this question. The eminent lawyers composing 
| that committee use the language which I have quoted in ano pa 
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made of palpable injustice, would be a hardship and inequality that I 


presume the Senate is not ready to encourage. Let the awards stand 
let the final judgments rendered by the only competent authority con 
trol these cases, or by a new commission open the door for a rehearing 


of all the cases where complaint is made that injustice was done from 
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any cause. 
Mexico and a cruel denial of justice to our own citizens. 

But, Mr. President, while the conclusivenessof the judgment in favor 
of these American claimants is not questioned by any department or any 
officer of the Government, the appeal is constantly made to us to do 
justice to a sister republic. 

Those who are constantly 





asking justice should show a willingnes 
to do justice, In other words, it would seem right to adopt the rule 
of equity, that ‘‘ he who asks equity must do equity,’’ and that every- 
body who comes into a court of equity must come with clean hands. 
Now, Mr. President, let us see what is the practice and position of the 
Mexican Government in reference to the conclusiveness of judgments 
where her interests concerned, or where the rule is changed and it 
is the inter« 
the judgment. 

I understand there are a number of claims of citizens of the United 


Mexican Government carries the cases before its own district judges 
and procures judgments of confiscation of the property of our citizens 
under circumstances of flagrant wrong and outrage, and then refuses 
to do justice to such citizens on the ground that the judgment of its 
own court is conclusive in its own favor. I will cite only one case, 
which, as | understand, is one of a class of cases. 

The Rebecca was an American schooner, engaged in the coastwise 


Less than this would be a partial adjudication in favor of 
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| 


| 


t of that Governinent to insist upon the conclusiveness of | 


trade between the States of Louisiana and ‘Texas, making an occasional | 


trip to a Mexican port, and was to that extent engaged in the foreign 
trade. At Brashear, La., she took on a cargo of lumber for Tampico, 
Mexico, with regular clearance and regular manifest. She alsqtook six 
boxes of merchandise on board to be delivered at Brazos Santiago, Tex. 
No clearance and no manifest was necessary to carry these goods from 
the portin Louisiana and deliver them at the portin Texas. She sailed 
jor razos, intending to discharge the part of her cargo there which 
was consigned to that place, and when she was near that port she en- 
countered a very heavy storm, which made it impossible for her to enter 
at Brazos, and she was driven southward by the violence of the storm 
and was badly crippled and in a leaking condition, which made it nec- 
essary to open the six boxes of merchandise intended for Brazos and 
deposit the thirty packages they contained in such parts of the vessel 
as would keep them dry. 


In this condition she found herself at sea off Tampico, Mexico, and | 


JUNE 20, 


In connection with that case, and an almost similar one (the seizure of the 
steamer Pittsbury), allow me toremind you that in both cases my official inter- 


; vention was most peremptorily ignored. 


Here, then Mr. President, was the seizure and imprisonment of an 
American citizen, the captain of a schooner, and the seizure and con- 
fiscation of the schooner and cargo that had encountered a storm at sea 
and heen driven by stress of weather in a crippled condition into a 
Mexican port, and all the facts and circumstances showed to the satis- 
faction of every honest man that there was no attempt to evade or vio- 
late any Mexican law. But, with a view to plunder, the captain was 
imprisoned and the vessel confiscated and sold, and the proceeds di- 
vided out between the government and its retainers, and the judge put 
his decision, asappears from thestatement of the consul, upon the ground 
that he had had private information from Brazos that there was no storm 
at the time mentioned, and that the weather was unusually good, when, 
as is shown in another part of the case by the affidavits of respectable 


. ; : ; | people anc 2 reports of the weathe el > storm was raging ¢ 

States now pending for damages for confiscations and robbery com- | > eee le i br oe, a ae gern: was raging at 
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mitted by the Mexican authorities upon American citizens where the | ; yseer ; oe she we orsey: 


Here, then, is a case where, according to every principle of equity, 
law, and justice, it is the duty of the Mexican Government to pay ex- 
emplary damages to the captain of the schooner on account of the cruel 
and false imprisonment, and to pay to the owners of the schooner Re- 
becea, and of the goods on board which were seized and confiscated, 
full and adequate value for the same. 

Under instruction from the Department of State of this Government 
our Jate able aud distinguished minister to Mexico, Hon. Henry R. 
Jackson, of Georgia, opened a correspondence with the minister of for- 
eign affairs of Mexico, Signor Igno. Mariscal, and brought the case or 
the Rebecca prominently before the minister, andin behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States demanded reparation and indemnity. 
Now, how was this just claim met by the Government of Mexico? 
Not by showing a disposition to do prompt and full justice to Ameri- 
can citizens who had been imprisoned, outraged, and robbed, but the 


| Mexican Government plants itself firmly on the finality of the judg- 


ment of its own district court, rendered in behalf of the Government 


| of Mexico against a citizen of the United States, which judgment con- 


fiscated the schooner Rebecca and its cargo, and refused all redress to 
Captain Dujay for his illegal imprisonment. 
In his letter of 31st of October, 1885, Mr. Mariscal, in replying to 


| the very able presentation of the case by Minister Jackson, says: 


after much effort she entered that port. On arrival at Tampico, the | 
captain of the vessel noted a protest of distress to the American consul. | 


Disregarding this protest and frank statement of the condition of the 
vessel and the stress of weather which rendered it impossible for her to 
land at Brazos and deliver the portion of the cargo intended for that 
port, the Mexican authorities on the next day seized the thirty pack- 
ages of goods and arrested the captain of the vessel for attempting to 
smuggle. He was afterwards released and again arrested and impris- 
oned and required to give bond to answer the charge of bringing in 
goods without the proper papers. The case was brought before a Mex- 
ican court for that districi, and after an order that triple duties be paid 
upon the goods, which the captain of the vessel was not in condition at 
that time to do, it resulted in a seizure of the schooner and the goods, 
and a judgment of the court that they be confiscated and sold, which 
was done, and the money arising from the sale was applied first to the 
payment of triple duties to the Government, and the balance was divided 
between what is known as the ‘‘ corresponding participants,’’ or, in 
other words, as I understand it, the detectives and spies who conducted 
the affair. Here is the case of an American vessel which encountered 
a violent storm off a Texan port where she was to enter and discharge 
part of her cargo, and was driven by the violence of the storm in the 
direction of Tampico, her ultimate destination. 

She was badly crippled and in a leaking condition and the persons 
on board were exposed to great hardship and their lives were in great 
peril. In this condition she sought refuge in a Mexican port, where 
she was seized and her captain, an American citizen, imprisoned and 
the goods on board and the vessel confiscated and sold by order of a 
local Mexican court. 

The American consul at Tampico at the time, Mr. Augustus J. Cas- 
sard, in writing to the Assistant Secretary of State of the United 
States, says: 

I have, however, stated to them that the trial of that case had left me inti- 
timately convinced that the said schooner had been improperly seized, consider- 
ing the complete failure of the prosecution in furnishing the slightest evidence, 
implicating the said vessel or her crew in even an attemptat defrauding the rev- 
enue of Mexico. Reference to the court’s sentence in that case, shows that seiz- 
ure was decreed simply upon private information received by the court from Bra- 
zos; that that part of the captain’s declaration before the court, stating thatowing 
to the stormy weather which prevailed on the date when said schooner was 
about effecting her entry into said port of Brazos, and which stormy weather 
blew the vessel in distress into the port of Tampico, proved untrue, since on 


that same date as aforesaid investigation disclosed the fact that the weather 
(meaning at Brazos) was unusually good, 

Referring to the captain’s imprisonment I stated that, inasmuch as he had 
never resisted in any way the orders of the custom-house and the court author- 
ities, and considering that the judge himself declared to me that the captain’s 
apprehension and close detention was a mcre medida precautori (precautionary 


measure) I considered said apprehension and detention by military force to- 
tally arbitrary and illegal. 


I deem it proper to transmit to your excellency inclosed herewith copy of the 
communication of the Treasury Department of the 5th July of that year, to 
which are annexed the sentences of the district court of the south and center 
of Tamaulipas, which are duly carried out, and have therefore completely ended 
the question in conformity with the laws in force, 

Again, Mr. Mariscal says in the same communication: 

In view of the foregoing, and the executive being unable to remedy or change 
the consequences of an affair which has been followed, resolved upon, and con- 
summated by the judiciary, to whom Captain Dujay was submitted for trial, I 
deem it useless to forward to the court at Tampicothe report which your excel- 
lency was pleased to send me with your note above referred to. 

Again, in his letter to Mr. Jackson, of the 9th of February, 1836, 
Mr. Mariscal says: 

It is also shown by the respective documents that as it was communicated by 
the Treasury Department to that of foreign affairs in note of July 5, 1884, in com- 
pliance with the orders of the Mexican court, the goods were sold at auction and 
the corresponding duties were applied to the federal treasury, the balance be- 
ing distributed among the corresponding participants, Therefore, Mr. Minis- 
ter, this is a matter which has been examined, decided upon, and executed by 
the judicial power in conformity with the laws of the Republic, and which must 
not and can not be subject to revision by the executive. 

In the letter of Mr. Secretary Bayard addressed to Shellabarger and 
Wilson, May 26, 1886, he says on this subject: 

All arguments, however, have been unavailing, the Government of Mexico 
contending that the records of its courts should be incontrovertible. 

Now let us contrast the two cases fora moment. In the one case, an 
international tribunal or commission is formed under a solemn treaty 
entered into by the two republics, each pledging itself to the other in 
the most solemn form to abide by and carry out in good faith the 
awards or judgments of said commission, which it is agreed shall be 
absolutely final and conclusive, and there shall be no attempt to evade 
or delay the execution of such judgments. In the Weil and La Abra 
cases such judgments were rendered by a court selected by both par- 
ties, whose integrity is not questioned, upon evidence that is amply 
sufficient to sustain them, which evidence had been subject to inspec- 
tion of the Mexiean authorities for five years, and which they did not 
attempt to rebut. Under this state of the case the Mexican Govern- 
ment appeals to the Government of the United States to set aside these 
binding judgments rendered under circumstances of so much solemnity, 
and grant a rehearing and relieve the Government and people of Mexico 
from the payment of the amount of said judgment. 

In other words, it is an appeal by Mexico to this Government not to 
insist upon the finality of the judgments ofan international court, which 
are admitted to be valid and binding. This is onecase. Now, what is 
the other? An American vessel which has encountered a storm and 
came well-nigh being wrecked, the vessel and the lives of those aboard 
being saved with great difficulty, worked its way in a crippled condi- 
tien into a Mexican port, at once noting a protest of distress and com- 
municating with the consul of this Government, and laying all the 
facts honestly and fairly before the Mexican authorities. The local 
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the right to ask. Ir. ‘ to withd ‘ 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Georgia,in behalf of a 


of the committee, presented his report first to the committee i 
and has taken occasion to elaborate 
@ Savs. in so! remarks wl I i 





x Supposing that it would be proper on my part to make so 








to the remarks of the & rom Georgia against the repo 3 
committee, I ask that the report lie on the table and be p 
that I may submit my remarks in explanation of the report of th ; 
jority to-morrow, before the case goes regularly le 
The PRESIDENT protempore. If there bi , the « 
placing the bill upon theCalendar will be ree lit w ~_ mes 
upon the table. The report will } s pri Se ’ : - 
bama will have the opportunity to call norrow _ ; 
‘ HOUSE BILL REI the Dict ( 
Phe bill (H. R. 1705) to provide for the erection of a public Lile . BROY | 
at Statesville, N. C., was read twice by its title, and referred to t ts and to l 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 1 : ot i 
i AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. lt nd r ed 1 Committ , 
Mr. WALTHALL submitted an amendment intended to be pro} : 
to the bill (H. R. 2952) to allow certain claims for stores and supp Mr. GEOR : 
taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by t sa (Q. Lovell and : , aS Teac ty 4 
de ae ; 


of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1853, kn« 
the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Clain ONSIDERA ‘ i N 
ordered to be printed. Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senate to ] it 





Mr. DANIEL (by request) submitted an amendment intended Ll} sion b on the Ca lar 3 t 
. proposed to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the al ’ tESTI I ) [ 
4 tores and supplies taken and used by the United States Ar 1s ¢ ent 


ported by the Court of Claims under the previsions of the act of M \ pens 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was referred to the Cor { ‘ no objec t t st pri | 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. the ¢ 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be 


oi he De iC te 





by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 7 : ' f 
2.9 " . ‘ i p 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and o1 ' ' ' { 
] } acreu was itte itne W hole 
to be printed. ( t 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of James McGowan, late a private of 
Company H, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, and to pay him during 
life a pension of $72 per month in lieu of the one now received by him. 

The amendiment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurrea in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MRS. 





AURELIA P. HALL. 

The bill (iI. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Aurelia P. Hall, mother of Wilson 8. Gilli- 
land, deceased, late a private in Company A, Third Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers ; also of Company G, Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
and still later, of Company C, Fourteenth Infantry, United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLARD A. JACKSON. 

The bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willard A. Jackson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Willard A. Jackson, late of Company I, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. HADLEY. 

The bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Andrew J. Hadley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Hadley, late of Company E, Third 
ltegiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN M. THORNTON. 

The bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thornton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported amendments, in line 7, after 
‘* United States,’ to insert ‘‘ Navy;’’ and in the same line, after the 
words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M. Thornton, widow of 
James 8. Thornton, late a captain in the United States Navy, at the rate of $50 
a month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MATHEW H. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Mathew H. Reynolds was 
considered as in Committee of the Whele. It proposes to put the name 
of Mathew H. Reynolds, late private of Company B, First Michigan 
Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. ROUNTREE. 

The bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John H. Rountree, late of Company G, Thirty- 
fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STAUNTON, VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. By consent of the gentleman who made the motion 
to take up private pension bills, I ask that the order be suspended in- 
formally, so that we may proceed with the Calendar for a few min- 
utes, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not to displace the order already made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia de- 
sire the consideration of any particular bill on the Calendar ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I want the consideration of the first bill 
in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside to 
enable him to move to take up Order of Business 1410, being Senate 
bill 1291, the title of which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. A bill (S. 1291) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Staunton, Va. * . 

Mr. PADDOCK. I inquire if the Senator thinks that bill will lead 
to any debate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think not. If it does I shall give way at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is fair it should be done, for that hill 
was taken up and under consideration lastevening when we adjourned, 
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and it was stated to the Senator from Virginiathatit could be disposed 
of just as well this morning. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I make no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded t@ consider the 
bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ purchase,”’ 
insert ‘‘acquire by condemnation ;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire- 
proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office and the internal- 
revenue office, and for other Government uses, at the city of Staunton, Va. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 12, before the word “‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to read: 

The site and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications 


to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not 
exceed in cost the sum of $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’’ 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ and in line 22, after 
the word ‘‘building,’’ to insert ‘‘ which sum is hereby appropriated;”’ 
so as to read: 


And no purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of 
$50,000 for site and building, which sum is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Are the words ‘‘which sum is hereby appro- 
priated’’ all? I suggest to the Senator from Virginia, as that is an 
amendment, that there ought, for safety, to be added to it ‘‘out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,’’ for fear there may 
be a technical difficulty at the Treasury about paying the money, 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator for the suggestion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the population of Staunton ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ten thousand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a nice town, I know. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to amend the amendment, in line 
adding: 

Out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
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WEBSTER C. WEBB. 

The bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Webster C. Webb, late second lieutenant of 
Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN LANG. 


The bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mary Ann Lang, widow of Peter Lang, late private Company K, 
Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS C. KECK, 

The bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Louis C. Keck, invalid son of David Keck, 
deceased, latea private of Company I, Sixth Michigan Heavy Artillery, 
at $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Susan Jones, widow of Marion Jones, formerly a 
member of Company C, Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

.« MARY MONTI. 

The bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Monti, widow of Ferdinand Monti, for- 
merly an employé in the Quartermaster’s Department of the United 
States Army during the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. BYERS. 


The bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pensiga to Benjamin F. Byers was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on t l | IS I ted to the S 
; pension-roll the n: f 


name of Benjamin F. Byers, of Frankfort, Clint 
County, Indiana, late a private in Company F, One hundred and 1 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 











The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: ; 
} , ‘ 
a thir reading, read t third t ind pas d ‘ 1 
‘ ‘ 
2 ELLEN I. THIERS ( ' ' 
The bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers rth York Infai 
considered as in Committee of the Whol to p ~ I ted to 


e It propos 
































pension-roll the name of Ellen M. Thiers, of Battle Cre sil ~ it 
per month, on account of disability resulting from disease coutra 
while serving as ahospital nurse during tl the rebellic H.R.7 ( 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order ( ( 
a third reading, read the third time, and d : { ( 
il 
d ELIAS HAFE!I a | { v > 
The bill (H. R. 6907) in increase of pension to Elias § : 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on . a ved whe © sta 
the pension-roll the name of Elias Shafer, late of ¢ ompany k, Twent 7 re tin 
third Michigan Infantry, at $45 per month, in lieu of the sum he no 
; receives. Che bill (H.1 t cs i 
The bill wa reported to ths Senate without amendment, order t ered as in Committee of the W é | pen- 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. n-roll the name of Barent S. Van Bur the 
"ADA, LEOTA, AND JESSIE PIATT. Fourth Regiment of Ilinois Cavalry Volunt 
wd The } ‘ rey Lto thes tev toa 
rhe bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Pi eniline ve : 
and Jessie Piatt was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of Ada Piatt, Leota Mi ; . . 
Piatt, and Jessie Piatt, minor children of Josiah Piatt, deceased, lat: Ph H. R. 9877) granting pel 1 to Mary I 
, of G Company, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunte: Cleveland was considered as Committ e WV [t proposes 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ) place on the pension-roil the nam M ( ww of 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. n H. Cleveland soldier of the war of 181° 
7 } x 7 } 1 
MARY SULLIVAN. pA eae “Pver seap ncn. 
The bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan was consid third 1 ne. re d the third tim and ] ; 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ps . R 
sion-roll the name of Mary Sullivan, mother of John Sullivan, de 2 © 
ceased, late a member of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Massachu ce! Me aE a nw X 
setts Volunteers, as if he had left no widow and no minor children ee Lomm Cort eee pial. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 1 ro ae bog nO 8] _ : , 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe d. - ae ; se, : C : ‘ 7 ; , 14 
WILFORD WHITE. en ie ae a ae vd beth al dt ind - 
The bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Wilford White was con ' , 
& ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the p ee as oe 
sion-roll the name of Wilford White, Company B, Fifth Kansas Vo The bill (S. 2871) granting a pen a= 
teer Cavalry. j nsidered as in Committee of the W : It proposes to p tne 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered Roms a name of Mrs. Sar ~ fartin, v 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed : te of Lo =e ' 
~ \¢ no 
MARGARET A. HILLARD. 
The bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard wa I : : i 1 
sidered as in Committee of the Whok e eng 1 for a third readit 1 
4 The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, a 
the word ‘‘ troops,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and pay her a pension at the rat . ee 
$20) ner month fron he nassave of this 2? an ag to make th 4 >. 4 - ‘ ' 
, es r month trom the passage of this act so aS to make the e a Committes ¢ eo Wh : , 
; Be it enacted, e'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby.a as - oo ; ee: a. J 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions Che bill was reported to the Senat : t » 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret A. Hillard, widow e engr ed for a third reading, re: d the th 
ink S, Hillard, late: n t in theSeventh United states Colored Tro \ ‘ 
The amendment was agreed to. . s 7 ; ; , 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment Se wap Pag Rae Kobe 
j was concurred in. eSCTOS 88 1B MA - 7 . , 
; The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tI e ae ae cea p 
: third time, and passed. aes : : 
; JOHANNA ECKHARDT. Che bill w reported to the Senate without am . 
‘Ss The bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt w: ird reading, read the third t p 
* considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on th 
{ pension-roll the name of Johanna Eckhardt, widow of Frederick E 1 (H. 1 175 Ad 
3 hardt, late a private in the Marine Corps. ial : Camamaiihon of the Whal ee ee a 
3 The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ee ee eee, ee ee SO prac 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. <q fate a —_— as , be 
2 ) y Jvessup, iat al ( f 
: FRIEDERICKE RAFF. on United le eilnmen We . 
; The bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff was considered | her legally constituted guard 
: ; as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension Che bill was reported to the Senat thout amendment, ordered to 
q roll the name of Friedericke Raff, widow of the late Theodore Raff, a | a third reading, read the t lt ly d 
‘ private.in Battery K, Second Regiment United States Artillery Pt 
: The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to S tied alien : = 
; a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Mr. PLUMB. Laskt —s on the sension Committee to 
i i ; to me for a moment, a im called out Yesterday there was ret 1 
¥ ELIZA ANN SHAVER. to the Committe | igs and Grounds the bill (H. Rk. 1451 
The bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver was | for the completion of a public building at Wichita, Kans. Some t 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | since the Senate la me equivalent bill. I ha not n 
pension-roll the name of Eliza Ann Shaver, as foster-mother of Ben- | the Treasury Dep nt stating that it ery impe this 
jamin N. Shaver, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment New ll, if passed at all, should be passed immediate t é 


York State Cavalry, at $12 per month. | plans now under consideration may be perfected. The bill was referred 
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to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I have had some | 


conversation with those members of the committee who are present, and 
I ask that the committee be discharged from the consideration of the 
bill in order that it may be considered by the Senate now. It is House 
bill 1451. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 


| 
iis 


PLUMB]| moves that the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grow 
be discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 1451) 
for t] € completlo ol a p iblie building at WV ic hita, Kans. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB I move that the bill be amended by inserting 
**$100,000"’ instead of ‘'$50,000°’ as the amount. That is the 
amount of the estimate. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to hear the explanation of the Senator 
from Kansas as to the necessity for this action. Z 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill is exactly in the terms of a bill which has 
already passed the Senate for the same purpose. The subject-matter, 
therefore, has received the assent of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and I am advised by the proper officer of the Treasury | 
Department that it is very important, if the bill is to be passed, that it 
should be passed at a very early day. 

Mr. PASCO. ‘This is in the terms of a bill which has already passed 
the Senate ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely; 

Mr. PASCO. I see no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Ly unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 

’ASCO, and Mr. MORRILL were appointed. 
THOMAS WYNNE, 

The bill (8. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on | 
the pension-roll the name of Thomas Wynne, late a private of Company 
C, United States Infantry, at $50 a month, in lieu of the pension he is 
how recelving. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 6, after the words ‘‘Company C,’’ I move 
to amend by inserting the words ‘“‘Second Regiment;’’ so as to read: 

Late a private of Company C, Second Regiment United States Infantry. 

Tt is a matter of description. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN R, STILES. 

The bill (11. R. 8673) to inerease the pension of John R. Stiles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the | 
name of John R. Stiles, of the city of Rochester, N. Y., late a private 
in Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of New York 
Volunteers, upon the invalid pension-rolls at $45 per month, in lieu of 
the pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VAN BUREN BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 
pension-roll the name of Van Buren Brown, late of Company G, Eighth 
‘Tennessee Cavalry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. DAYTON. 


The bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 
pension-roll the name of William M. Dayton, late second lieutenant 
in Company I, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RUTH ANN PORTER. 


The bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the | 
name of Ruth Ann Porter, dependent sister of George H. Porter, late 
# private in Company D, Third Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Cay- 
alry, on the pension-roll at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
® third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JUNE 20, 


ROBERT LISLE. 

The bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 

m-roll, atsuch rate as his present disabilities may warrant, the name 
of Robert Lisle, late private in Company H, Thirty-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BELLE M. BAKER. 
The bill (HH. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker was con 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Belle M. Baker, widow of Edward Baker, late 
a private in Company B, Third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
airy. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN CONTEL. 

The bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Benjamin Contel, formerly drummer-boy in Com- 
pany K, Sixth United States Infantry, serving in that company from 
April, 1832, until 1837, and participating in the Black Hawk war, re- 


| enlisting in same regiment in 1839 and serving until 1844; who also 


served as private in Captain Morgan’s battalion Missouri Volunteers in 
Florida war; who also served as captain Company I’, Ninth Iowa Cav- 
alry, from August, 1863, until February, 1866; and who alsoserved as 
a sergeant in Company H, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry; 


| and that he be rated at $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHLOE FRAILY. 

The bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Chloe Fraily, mother of John N. Fraily, deceased, late a 
private in Company B, Seventieth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White was considered 

asin Committee of the Whole. 1% proposes to place the name of Frank- 


| lin White, late private Company K, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky 


Mounted Infantry Volunteers, om the pension-roll, at the rate pre- 
scribed by existing provisions of law. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN LANGLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 


| the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 


Langland, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
toamend chapter 253, passed June 15, 1878, second session of the Forty- 
fifth Congress, so as to read: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 


| the pension laws, the name of John Langland, late a private of Company P, First 


Michigan Sharpshooters: Provided, That nothing in this act shall construed 
to prevent the said John Langland from completing his claim on file in the De- 
partment of the Interior, numbered 108931; and the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and directed to adjudicate said claim on the evidence on file 
and to be furnished hereafter: Provided further, That in case of the allowance of 
said claim by the Secretary of the Inierior he shall deduct from said allowance 
the amount of money drawn by said claimant under this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The PRESIDENT protempere. The title of the bill should beamended 


| so that the chapter of the General Statutes (and not of the Revised Stat- 
| utes) may be referred to. If there be no objection the amendment will 


be made by reference to the Statutes so as to comply with the fact. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


CHILDREN OF MAJ. ABNER MORGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and 
Almira Mergan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 


| ary Army, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to place on the pension-roll the names of Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only surviving daughters of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the 
first Continental troops in the war of the Revolution; and to pay each 
of them at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE E. DILLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Chariotte E. Dilley, widow of Jonas Dilley, 
late of Company G, Twelith Michigan Infantry. 
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> 
The bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of on to Cl l | ’ 

‘ g g 

Ordway was considered asin Committee of the é It p 

increase the pension of Charles H. Ordway, late a private in Com 
8 H, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteers, from $36 to $45 per nx I 

’ a Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. l was report the S te t 
CYNTHIA WITHERELL. i ng, I ithe t ! 
The bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia With 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place t .. R. 8510 t tf of Mary ¢ 
x name of Cynthia Witherell, widow of David J. Witherell, late of ¢ ) tt t ’ é It pr 
¥ tain Shumway’s company of New York Militia, war of 1812, ont on Is t lame of Mary Command, the widow of 
5 
4 pension rolls. ite a private In Company ra ive ent 
: The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | was reported t t t 
e ° . ‘ , - 
; a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
4 ARY A, WEST. 

The bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West was con | H. R () granting a pe n to t 1D. ¢ 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pi yposes to place on the ed a 1 ( > the Whol ! 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. West, widow of Edward West, late oll the na of Nathan wD. { ( 
corporal of Company E, First Regiment Heavy Artillery, New Hamp eth Maine |] 
shire Volunteers. il was reported to t ‘ iment. ordered 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered third reading, read the third time, and pa 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. WILLIAM BUCK 

EMELINE C. YOUNG. The bill (H. R. 9347 anting an se of 

The bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Y r H. B was considered as in ( the WI 
considered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes to place on t! I ise the pension of W ' H. i 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Emeline ,C. Young, widow of Rosw: First Vermont Cavalry. and to 1 - 

Toung, late of Company ‘ ne hundred and forty-ninth New ] cegree ol ae 
Young, late of ¢ ny D, One hur l if th N c 1 
Volunteers t 1 and res 

{ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered ry lw t 
‘ a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WALTER N. SMITH. 
The bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith was con The | H. R.& g a pension to Julia W 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | ered as in Co t the Whol It proposes to pla 
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JOHN SHINE, 

The bill (H. R. 5544) grantigg a pension to John Shine was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of John Shine, late of Company L, Seventh 
Regiment Michigan Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY FLORA. 


The bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora wasconsidered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary Flora, now of Ellinwood, Kans., dependent mother 
of Daniel Flora, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Indiana Infantry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARQUIS D. DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Marquis D. Davis, late a private in Company B, 
Eighty-ninth Regiment of Llinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DELILAH VANDEVENDER. 


The bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender 
‘was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Delilah Vandevender, dependent father 
of Jacob Vandevender, late of Company D, One hundred and forty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA M. THIELE. 


The bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to reinstate the name of 
Anna M. Thiele on the pension-roll, and to pay to her the same amount 
of pension to which she was entitled and for which she was rated as 
the widow of Peter Simonson, deceased, late captain of the Fifth Indi- 
ana Battery, and chief of artillery on the staff of General Stanley. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN LONG. 

The bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Franklin Long, of Havana, Kans., late ot 
Company A, Sixty-first Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 7665) granting « pension to John E. Lewis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of John E. Lewis, a private, late of Company 
F, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT M’CLEAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Robert McClean, late a private in Company 
I’, Second Illinois Cavalry Regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA C, KING, 


The bill (S. 3060) providing a pension for Matilda C. King was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at $50 per month, the name of Matilda C. King, widow of the 
late Col. John H. King, brevet major-general of the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the report in relation to the bill just passed 
be printed in the RecorD, with a letter from General Sherman attached 
thereto. The committee desired that the report should be read, and 
perhaps it would have been done if the chairman of the committee had 
been present at the moment the bill was under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed, if there 
be no objection. 

The report, submitted by Mr. DAvis June 19, 1888, is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill (S. 3060) providing a 
pension for Matilda C. King, have examined the same and report: 

Accompanying the petition in support of the bill is a mass of testimony illus- 
trating the long and honorable military career of the late Col. and Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. John H. King, husband of the petitioner; but the whole is so clearly sum- 
marized in the eloquent tribute to his services and memory by General W. T. 
Sherman that the committee adopt his letter as their report, and in its spirit rec- 
emmend the passage of the bill. 
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|Indorsement of the ‘état de service’’ of the late General John H. King, 
United States Army.] 
New York, June 5, 1888. 

I was well acquainted with General John H. King, whose death was reported 
at Washington, D.C., April 7, 1888, and I have just read the above “ état de sery- 
ice,”’ prepared officially by General Drum, the Adjutant-General of the Army. 
The period of his service was his whole manhood, from 1837 to 18838, fifty-one 
years, covering the most important epoch of American history, and very few 
men of to-day realize what they owe of the growth in power, physical resources, 
cultivation, and refinement to the little regular Army commanded by such men 
as John H. King. 

His career, full of dates, resolves itselfinto three periods—before the civil war, 
during it, and after. In the first and last of these he was on the frontier push- 
ing back the Indians to make room for the enterprising emigrant, establishing 
military posts whence radiated the influence of order, system, and good gov- 
ernment. When in 1861 this whole country became convulsed by civil war, and 
when so many of his comrades abandoned their colors, he stood fast, firm in the 
faith, and did a man’s whole share, as above shown, at Shiloh, Stone River, 
Chickamauga, Resaca, New Hope, Kennesaw, and Neal Dow Station. 

It would take a volume to do justice to the subject, and as much of his service 
was directly under my command, [ do a simple but grateful duty in adding this 
small tribute to his memory. 

I bespeak for his widow and children the watchful care of a Government made 
rich and powerful by the manly conduct of such faithful servants as was John 


H. King. 
W. T. SHERMAN, General. 
ELIZA J, ALEXANDER. 

The bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alex- 
ander was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Eliza J. Alexander, widow of Francis Alexan- 
der, formerly a lieutenant in the United States Navy, from $25 to $50 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DENNERT. 


The bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to John Dennert was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof John Dennert, Company K, First Minnesota Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH R. FISHER. 

The bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Sarah R. Fisher, mother of James K. Fisher, late Company 
A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA SETTLE. 

The bill (S. 2990) granting a pension to Eliza Settle was considered 
us in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Eliza Settle, widow of Thomas E. Settle, who was a 
private in Company C, of the Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES PARKER. 

The bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Parker, late a private in Company E, 
Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA F. DYKE. 


The bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Isabella F. Dyke, mother of Edward G. Dyke, 
late first lieutenant and adjutant Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Smith, dependent mother of George 
Harbaugh, late of Company H, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOANNA BARRY. 


The bill (H. R. 4653) to grant a pension to Joanna Barry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joanna Barry, widow of Lieut. John Barry, late 
of Company C, First United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. ORR. 
The bill (H. R. 6761) for thereliefof James H. Orr was considered as 
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already passed more bridge bills than almost any other kin1 of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. CRISP. The Committee on Commerce have a proposition pend- 
ing before the Committee on Rules to secure two days for the consid- 
eration of their business, and from conferences that I have had with 
the Committee on Rules I think I can state that if time is given to any 
committees the Committee on Commerce will retain its place. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That, however, is rather a nebulous assurance. 

Mr. CRISP. That is as far as I can go. 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. Crisp for an evening 
session for the consideration of bridge bills, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2527) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North 
by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Railway Com- 
pany, the bill having been returned from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that this bill retain its place on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the order just made by the 
House would permit the Committee on Commerce to report back at 
this evening’s session any House bill with Senate amendments to which 
there is no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

‘The bill, with the amendments of the Senate, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

GENERAL G. CLUSERET. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 474) for 
the relief of General G. Cluseret; which, with the amendments of the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were respectively read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated: 

The bill (8S. 489) for the relief of John Finn—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction ofa bridge for railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 
Alma, Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2875) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment cf 
certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries of 
public lands,’’ approved June 16, 1880—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 2515) to provide pneumatic gun-carriages for the War 
Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (S. 2658) to validate acknowledgments, taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds 
recorded in said District—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

‘The bill (S. 3134) for the erection of an additional fire-proof building 
for the use of the National Museum—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

FORT HALL RESERVATION, IDAHO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 2266) to accept 
and ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians 
for the surrender and relinquishment to the United States of a portion 
of the Fort Hall reservation in the Territory of Idaho, for the purpose 
of a town site, and for the grant of a right of way through said reser- 
vation to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and jor other pur- 

oses. 

: Mr. PEEL. I desire to make a request in reference to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Raw- 
DALL] will allow me to ask unanimous consent that this bill be in- 
cluded in the order for this evening’s session. It is a bill which the 
Department is very anxious to have passed. é 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI yield in one direction I may have to yield in 
all. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will allow me to submit the re- 
quest for unanimous consent. A bill similar to this has been reported 
from the House committee and is on the Calendar. This bill meets the 
approval of the Department, and its passage is very important. It 
proposes to ratify an agreement which has already been made. 

Mr. RANDALL. An agreement between what parties ? 

Mr. PEEL. An agreement by the Shoshone and Bannock Indians 
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for the surrender of a portion of their reservation in Idaho for a town 
site, and for a right of way to the Utah and Northern Railway Com- 
pany. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the gentleman to say, a while ago, 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs had reported no bills granting 
rights of way through Indian reservations. 

Mr. PEEL. This is to carry out an agreement by the Indians them- 
selves. The bill is well euarded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I prefer to have the regular order. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope, then, the bill will be retained on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will withhold the bill for the present, 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BeLMont, Mr. 
RUSSELL of Massachusetts, and Mr. Morrow as conferees on the part 
of the House on the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international ma- 
rine conference, ete. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
| Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
| they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the followins 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; 

A bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan; and 

A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winno- 
bago reservation in Nebraska. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave cf absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Crousg, for six days, on account of important business; and 
To Mr. SHERMAN, until July 10, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of certain 
bills granting pensions which were postponed by the order of the House. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, the bills that are set down for a hear- 
ing to-day were brought into the House with the object of having a 
full attendance, and a quorum of members present; the most of them, 
I think, having been brought here at the instance of my colleague 
[Mr. CHEADLE]. He informs me that he will still insist upon a 
quorum being present to vote upon them. It seems to be impossible 
to get a quorum now; and I understand the Committee on Appropria- 
tions desire to proceed with the consideration of the sundry civil bill. 
Considering the importance of having that bill passed before the end of 
the fiscal year, Lask that these pension bills, thirteen in number, I 
believe, be postponed for two weeks from Friday next. 

Mr. MILLS. I can not consent to that. I think the pension bills 
ought to have remained in the Friday night sessions, and been there 
disposed of. It is a violation of the agreement for gentlemen who meet 
here on Friday nights to take up and partly consider bills and then 
send them forward to block other legislation in the House. If my 
friend fr.m Indiana wants to postpone these bills—and I think they 
ought to be postponed—to some Friday night, and consider them at 
night, as was originally intended in making the order for night sessions. 
why, then, there is no objection. But I do object to setting aparta day 
for their consideration. We have important public business pending 
to be considered in the day sessions. 

Mr. MATSON. In reply to the gentleman from Texas, I desire to 
state that it is not the fault of the members present at Friday night 
sessions that these bills were not considered then. li is the fault of 
those members who were not present, and who by their absence pre- 
vented a quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; but it is the fault of those present to send them 
forward on the ground that a quorum was not present, and thus take 
up the time of the House for their consideration. It is a violation of 
the agreement. 

Mr. MATSON. There is no violation of agreement. These bills are 
entitled to be considered just as much as any other bills. 

Mr. MILLS. They are entitled to be considered on Friday nights. 

Mr. MATSON. They are entitled to be considered on Friday nights; 
but when any gentleman makes the point of order of no quorum, the 
only possible way to dispose of them is to have them considered when 
there is a quorum present. If my friend from Texas and others would 
be present at Friday night sessions there would be no such trouble. 

Mr. BRYCE. One of these bills was made a special order for the 
following day, just before the other bills were referred from the com- 
mittee to the House; and itseems very hard that in that particular case 
a further postponement should be had, and that consideration should 
not be promptly given to it. It has now waited a long time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Texas will 
allow me to make a suggestion or explanation, [ think he will not in- 
sist upon his objection. Perhaps the gentleman does not exactly un- 
derstand the position of these bills? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. They passed during the pension 
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JUNE 20, 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on this | propriation for contingent expenses of land offices $165,000, it was not 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. agreed to, there being—ayes 15, noes 59. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand an itemized 


statement from the Commissioner of the General Land Office showtng 
in detail the requirements of local land offices throughout the country 


for clerk-hire and incidental expenses. The amount is $217,000. Of 


this amount $171,600 is for clerk-hire, $32,115 is for office rent, $5,020 
is for furniture, $3,618 is for fuel, $2,549 is for registration fees, and 
for findings the amount is $2,876. There are employed in the local 


land offices two hundred and one clerks, not including the clerical | 


force employed in contest cases. In other words, there are employed 
for the necessary clerical work, exclusive of contest cases and the mak- 
ing of abstracts and copying of plats, two hundred and one clerks, and 
for payment of that service and all classes of incidental expenses this 
bill allows only $155,000. Deducting from the appropriation in 
this bill the amount that is absolutely necessary for rent of offices 
there is left $123,000 for the payment of clerical force and other in 
dentals., 

rhis makes the salaries of the clerks in the local land offices $615 
each per annum, or about $51 per month. Now, it must be conceded 
by all that competent clerks for the performance of this service can not 
be employed for anything like $50 per month. In addition to that, the 
expenses for new farniture, for registration fees, and for findings must 
be deducted from this amount. This compels the registers and receiv- 
ers of the local land offices to pay the excess of clerk-hire, and it is im- 
possible to employ a competent clerk for less than $100 per month. 
‘The adoption of the appropriation in the bill compels the registers and 
receivers to pay from their own salaries of $3,000 a year each—not from 
the office fees, but from their salaries—$50 per month for clerk-hire. 
‘The Commissioner of the General Land Oftice informs me that his esti- 
mate for this service was $217,000, but that when it was sent to the 
Secretary of the Interior he was compelled by that officer to accept the 
estimate of $165,000, knowing when he did so that it would be impossi- 
ble to pay for the service with that amount. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 


Committee on Appropriations will at least accept the pending amend 
ment adding $10,000 to this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I want the attention of the com- 
nittee fora few moments, because I wish to speak plainly in relation 
to this and kindred matters in connection with the public service. Ii 
I understand what bronght the Democratic majority to this House, it 


Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timbex 
on the public lands, $75,000, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out ‘*75’’ and inserting ‘'90,’’ so as te make the appropria- 
tion ‘*$90,000”’ instead of ‘*75,000.’’ I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is ready to accept this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think that paragraph has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has just read the paragraph. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in his remarks a few moments ago, to state that 


| there has been a consolidation of certain land offices, and that others 


ought to be consolidated; but he did not tell this House that there are 
now more land offices in existence than ever before in the history of 
this Government. He argued that there had been this consolidation, 
in order to show that the amendment adopted yesterday was improp- 
erly adopted; and he makes that statement in the face of the fact that 


; although $500,000 was appropriated in the last sundry civil bill to 


cover salaries and commissions of the registers and receivers of land of- 
fices there was at the end of the year a deficiency of $60,000; and that, 
too, when there were fewer land offices in existence than there are to- 
day. 

But, Mr. Chairman, since we have passed that paragraph, I will gro- 
ceed to address myself to the amendment I have just sent to the desk. 


| I will take occasion, however, to state that when the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania asserts that this side of the House should keep in line 


| with the policy of economy which brought the Democratic parity into 


was the assurance they gave the country that they would abolish ail | 


needless offices and reduce public expenditures wherever it could be 
done with safety. To that line of policy the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, in its majority at least, has strongly adhered. 

We see that the last administration in its final year spent for these 
purposes $140,000; and in the face of that we are told by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Lands that the sum of $217,000 is necessary for this 
purpose for the next fiscal year. 


power, Iam fully in accord with him. I believe as thoroughly as he 
does in just and properly applied economy. Sut when we have before 
us the experience of past years, showing that every one of the appro- 
priations which have been made to cover the expenses of this branch 
of the public service has been insufiicient, I say a continuance in that 


ae S . ; | line leads beyond economy and trenches upon parsimony. 
with this statement of facts before him, I hope the chairman of the : bi : 


Not one of these appropriations, made in years past, under the head 
of ‘‘ Expenses of the collection of revenue from sales of public lands,’’ 
has been sufficient to defray the just expenditures of that branch of 
the service, and the Committee on Appropriations know this fact. 
Under the head of ‘‘ Depredations on public timber’’ they propose to 
appropriate $75,000, when the amount asked for by the Secretary of 
the Interior is $90,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is done under this head of ‘‘ Depredations 
on public timber??? The special agents appointed by the General 
Land Office are paid out of thisfund. Their operations extend ali 
over the United States where there are public lands, and their duty is 


| to protect the timber on the public lands from those who would tres- 


Mr. MCSHANE. That is, since the fees have been taken away from | 


these officers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, take from that the $80,000. The fees were 
never, obtained fairly. 

Mr. McSHANE. Still, they were in the hands of these officers all 
the same. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yesterday this House increased the appropriation 
for registers and receivers $24,000 over the amount recommended by 


the Committee on Appropriations. Now, I want to say to this side of 


the House at least that the Committee on Appropriations have given 
months of attention to these questions, and have made an investigation 
into every item of this bill; and when they make their recommenda- 
tions they make them upon a thorough review of all the facts. I say 
vith deliberation that the Committee on Appropriations understand 
perfectly well that a number of these land districts ought to be dis- 
pensed with. ‘Twoof them have been dispensed with, as [ understand, 


in Michigan; two more ought to be dispensed with in Minnesota; two | 


more in Wisconsin; two more in Kansas. Why? Because in those 
districts nearly all the lands subject to entry have been surveyed, and 
the officers could be dispensed with without injury to anybody. In 


view of these circumstances the Committee on Appropriations think they | 


have a right to expect, at least from the majority side of this House, 
support in their effort to adhere determinedly to the policy which put 
the representatives of our party in power here. 

When in this paragraph we give $155,000, the sum which was ex- 





‘pass upon it. The agents of the Government who protect the Yellow- 


stone National Park are paid, I believe, out of this fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. We make a distinct appropriation for that. The 
military authorities now take care of that park. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Atany rate the timberon all the public lands 
of the United States is protected by the special agents of the Land 
Office, who are paid out of this fund. The number of these special 
agents I do not know, but they are many. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HERMANN obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The Commissioner of Public Lands in his last 
annual report, speaking on this subject of depredations on public tim- 
ber, says: 

TIMBER TRESPASS. 


The appropriation of $75,000 for the prevention of depredations on the public 
timber is totally inadequate. The vast field to be covered, stretching from 
Florida to Alaska, can not be supervised by twenty-five special agents, nor can 
the determined efforts of timber depredators, many of them corporations with 
millions of dollars at their command, to despoil the forests of the country, be 
met by puny attempts to check their unlawful and disastrousacts. The serv- 
ice is more than self-supporting, and draws no money from the Treasury that 
is not more than returned to it by fines and recoveries. 

it is no partof an intelligent or defensible policy to make timber depredations 
a source of revenue. The object to be attained is to save the forest lands from 
unlawful destruction, and if this can be accomplished by appropriating the 
whole of the receipts derived from trespass prosecutions there should be no 
hesitancy in allowing the administrative department the aid, at least, of the 
money it recovers. My estimate for the next fiscal year is $100,000 for this pur- 
pose, a modicum only, I must say, of the amount that could be beneficially and 


| profitably expended, 


pended last year, we make an adequate appropriation; and I say further | 


that there is no purpose on the part of members of the Committee on 
Appropriations on either side to cripple the public service in any de- 


gree. I hope that, under these circumstances, the amendment will be | 


voted down. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BLANCHARD addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BLANCHARD to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty-five’? and insert ‘‘ sixty-five,’’ so as to make the ap- 


It will be observed that the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice recommends $100,006 for this service. The Secretary of the In- 


| terior reduced that $100,000 to $90,000, and the Committee on Appro- 


priations has still further reduced it to $75,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat what I said in reference to the salaries 
of receivers and registers of the land office; that they are no charge 
to the public Treasury. The amount recovered by these special agents 
in the way of prosecutions, criminally and civilly, amounts to more 
than the sum which the Committee on Appropriations haye embodied 
in this bill, 
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HOLMA? Th ee-qu rters of an hour ought to be sufficient 
ANDAI I Sk « nt, then, that the debate be limited 
t t min and I am w ng to leave the distribution of the 
to the Chair, except that I would like to control the last five 
n { 
Ir. BLANCHARD. I shall object, unless the gentleman will in- 
time t ty minut 
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t! in from Pennsylvania to limit debateon this paragraph and amend 
ments thereto to forty-five minutes ? 
| SLANCHARD I pro xty minutes. 


the House decide between us. 


TOWNSHEND. The question recurs first on the amendment 

? ty ! it 
ANCHARD Ty proposition is to object to the forty-five 
minutes suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 


The CHAIRMAN Objection is made. 


Mi -ANDALI [ move the committee rise 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Wehave no quorum present. There areonly 
fit 1 minutes in dispute 

\ir. PETERS. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
( ct to granting us sixty minutes, as this isa very important question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I insist upon my motion that the committee ris 

| wat to pa th bill to-day 

Mr. PETERS. There is much more money recovered in there 
prosecutions than the appropriations which have been made for the 

\ 


ir. RANDALL’S motion was agreed to 
rhe committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLountT having taken th 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10540) making appro- 
priations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis wo 
vear ending June 1889, and for other purposes, and had come to 
resulution thereon 
Mr. RANDALI 
mittee of the Whole 


I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 


resuming the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill; and 
pending that motion I move that all debate on the pending paragraph 
and <3 oe" ndments thereto be closed in forty-five minutes, 

I move to make it sixty minutes. 

I move to make it thirty minutes. 


Mr. sAANCHARD. 
Mr. Snow NE, of Indiana. 


)RD—HOUSE. 








Mr. RANDALI I hope that ! y t 
ie. 7 IWNE, of Indian \ | 
n 3 l by further de 
~ j | ] / ; 
t I ) J t 
} 
t l Ss] ] (i t 
Ab t | ‘ : 
Mr } LJ Lar 
he H ) 
BIA ( ) 
TOWNSHEND tol 
mem! t r 
1 to the forty minutes 3 Ll byt 1 
nia 
r. HOLMAN l hope g en ( to t 
bate to forty-five minut 
Mr . BL AN( HARD. No; we must have sixty mil 3. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair ap tsa Fo! 
NEY per Mi BLANCHARI 
rhe House again divik reported yes 10 36 
Mr. FORNE No quorum nd I no | I 
mous consent, that, as aco | 1 to 
There was no objection lerec 
The motion and the e 1iendment thereto 





The question then recurred on Mr. RANDALL’S motion to go i 
in ie Whole, and it was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of tl 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr NI [ILLIN in the cha 
The CHAIRMAN. The es e resumes the consid 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and by order « | 





i the pending paragra phand all amendments thereto is limited to fifty 
minutes. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 


HOLMAN | 
we RYAN. How is the time to be divided 
The CH AIRMAN. Under the rule limiting debate to five minute 
the Chair will recognize gentlemen on both sides, giving an equal por- 
tion to each side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to be recognized for the last five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana rise to oppos« 
the amendment or to favor it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to oppose it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iask, by unanimous consent, 
sert in the remarks made by me on this subject 
matter in addition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
red. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mi 
LAIRD] has spoken with too much passion to be either just or f{: 
what personal reasons the gentleman may have for 


to be pe rmitted to ir 
some tables and othe 


ag 


do not know 





ing his pérsonal controversies into this House, n 
cern me. Dut itis not often thata member dee 
that he should assail on this floor an al | 





for many years had been an honored mem} 
terms of abuse and denunciation. 

The judgment of the country, Mr. Chairman, is, I think, that in 
the employment of its officers and agents this Administration has been 

a rule, singularly fortunate. Whatever else may be said about tl 
administri ition of Grover Cleveland, I think that all men of both po 
litical parties throughout the country accord to his admini 
hot orable purpose and a desire to secure to the people the b 
good government. And I feel sure, sir, that the pul l 
reviewing the multitude of men who have held offices under this Ad 
ministration and the services rendered by each, if it selected one wh 
had rendered a service of special and enduring value to the people, 
reflected especial honor on the Government, whose integrity rose abov 
11 question 
of people, that publi: 
General Sparks, of the State of Illinois [a 
ead of the great bureau of the public lan 





idgment would without hesitation designate 





? 
ak 
le 
i 


I need not stand here, sir, to defend General Sparks. If any man of 





this period has established himself in the con nce of the people of 


this country for rugged integrity and firmness of character, of exalted 
devotion to the public service, that man is the late Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. [Renewed ap ta 1use. | 


Mr. Chairman, the sun in his course arot ae this globe does not shine 
upon a man of purer heart, more 
of honor and duty than General Sparks, of I] 
sir, I repeat, to vindicate General Sparks. He is vindicated by all men 
who esteem high qualities and honorable and valuable public services, 
And it was humiliating to this House to hear this gentleman, so 
long an honored member of this House, so recently filling with ability, 
unfaltering firmness, and unblemished character a high office of Gov- 


ernment, whos se great services are fresh in the memory of all men, de- 





nois. Itis not necessary, 


who left the public service with the regrets of millions 


yplause], so recently at the 


sterling integrity, or of a higher sense 





Pn ie 5 Se 





Mr. MILLS. I hope the Chair will recogn me, and I 


my time to the gentleman from Indiana. 







































The CHAIRMAN. It has been the desire of the Chair to 



















rentlemen alternately on each side in this discussion. 
Mr. HOLMAN I yielded, in the first instance; my time to tl é 
tleman from Nebraska 
i CHAIRMAN. l ( pro 1 to recogn th 
} I Ln 
{ AVI R I I< y ed W i ‘ 1 iou mit 
the to the a tna, as he saying what I 
tos Ne than 1 co 
fy, J BD. I t c H ¢ l the 
é 1 re a der of the ] 
nae »0 hat t ke WW 
‘ , . ; 
to tha Ll t 
} | € ; t ‘ ‘ 4 
‘ . 
, C l ian I i i it I 
1 1an from th 
the gentleman m J » for this k 
( i 1, th h country is well informed as to the ¢« 
ler 1 1 Ge Sparks left the public serv Ld 
tween himself : 1 the chief of his Department rende1 
cable for both to remain. General Sparks tendered his r 
bation.and under such cir nstan the President was bound to « 
r the im] f harmony in the publi rvice for the good 
that service; i¢ President of the United States, with sincere reg 
pted that resignation. General Sparks left the service of the Un 
ites with the regrets of the whole people who loved honor and pi 
1 public vith the regrets of the Chief Magistrate of 
country ime will yreciate the value of G alS 
rvices and ld him in high esteem. 
{ word in regard to the amendment. Iam surprised at 
sition of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] 
I rised that when all men know the publiclands, 1 
ex] » been made a prey t » plunder on every hand; i 
1 brave, str ily, honest effort has been madeand isstill } 

é to secure to the peopl the portion of the on rreat public ion 
remaining iould be tolerated should embar 
most sear¢ ry into the extraordinary means now being 
ployed to aj the public land in violation of law, thu 

i Congress to adopt any mear 
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LAIRD ( it i matter of indifference to m¢ 
‘ ( of a question not at issue, namely, Mr. 
| | toward the official dead. 
hat wish to drag the name of the d 
f tCon oner into the debate [certainly have no objections. I had 
D | out; he was oppression int 
{ you confuse with virt 
| Oo! 11i0ns oF te ing men and drove o 
lothed wo 1 and children ou 
th ircely better t 1 those of the I t 
( He %t only did this, but ] «l 
‘ { ut n ) ; i M 
‘ t makes him abho ti 
( ( 11 a I i I l¢ 
l Wie ern cou y na 
} ‘ ( y ol I charged it here, and I 
| ( tradi 1 of tl item that 
i upon red testimon nd su 
I yeut hireli of the Govern: it 
\ iby ] 
\ pursued happi l oppre 
l ! t A] ( peo] 
nd-robber who will 1 p 
}) i n so, bec 4 Li¢ ind-robhbe t 
t ( tion etween just 
j itieman 1 Indiana [ Mz Ho [A 
i tha wel t of the Missouri River who 
t ap] ! have said, not a toiler who is eking out hi 
mist ‘ tedious battle day by day with the sod and 
th in | t t ed God when this Herod of the Land Office 
whose spies were hunt the innocent and the guilty alike, was saci 
ficed by a long-suffering Administration, which at last, in very self-d 
i re! ppa ling menace to the rights of the people an Lit 
oO perpetuit 
I repeat i] teader engaged in the honest effort to hold a claim 
but wl took new hope from his political demise, and who will now 
ipplaud what y provoke me to say And this is true regardless of 
part par] career began and ended in suspension. Hesuspended 
the 


























the claims, and was himself suspended. After the suspen- 
Sion ¢ a the « , which order was revoked by the Secretary and 
the Secretary was rewarded by having a place on the wool-sack, and 
he might have had the golden fleece—after suspending the claims he 
SUS] ded the law ind after suspending the claims and the laws he 

ll ed, by the gentleman at the head of the Government 

‘ nation of my distinguished friend from Tlinois 
[Mr. 1 inctified and glorified, and if so, political 
death was a good thing for him. 

Mr. TOW HEND. He was not suspended; he resigned. 

Mr. LAIRD. Kesigned! Well, perhaps he was resigned, but I doubt 
it, and if so, he had to be. 

I want to say t the House, ¢ le of all this pol rot about 

pa t 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. LAIRD, ‘That is, in behalf of Sparks— 

Mr. SPRINGEI Oh, that is another question. 

Mr. LAIRD That the reason why, in the agricultural regions af- 
fected by tl ystem, there is no possible need for surveillance is to be 
found in this fact: There are, for example, a thousand claims in a | 
county, each « which when it passes from the Government into 
the i e title under the guaranty of the receiver’s receipt being 

rth from $500 to $1,000. For every thousand claims covered by 

wh titles t rom five to ten thousand seekers, and if there 
isa n the title th who has possession, if he has not mad 
» ca il com] th the law, if he has not plowed, if he has 
not made improvements, if he has not built a house, if you pleas 
ind if his oceuy has not been in accordance with the law, 
the \ | en to point out the defect and prove it in a con- 
t t 

Th est { fired gps and Office, contest the title as against 
the n vho | Is t lan vod take it from him by due process of Jaw 
on showing the fa ights of the people are thereby protected 

th t of » hold the 1 tle illegally by contests in 
stitut by the who are seeking to obtain honest title to the public 
doma (ll these harangues, therefore, about monopolies and about 
( e syne operating on the public domain, and all that sort of 
thing é a matter of fact, the merest humbug so far as Nebraska, 
Kansas, and most of Colorado is concerned. There are no cattle syn- 
dicat Ne ka and Kansas, nor are there many in the country 
‘ of t Rocky Mountains—in Colorado. 

r ttle iness many years ago struck the high-water mark when 
the 1 fall passed hundreds of miles into the interior; when buffalo 
i 3 ga wa 1 was supplanted by the blue joint, which is not of 
the character required for grazing purposes. That condition of things 
} ht about many changes. The ranches are abandoned and owned 
by le the cattle have New Mexico and Arizona and to | 
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entries I will go as far as any gentleman on thi 
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the other Territories; and under the operation of nat causes the 
great herds will soon exist only in history. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McSHANE. I now yield three minutes t e gentleman from 


Kansas [ Mr. 
Mr. 


PETERS |]. 
Mr. ¢ 











ETERS. hairman, I take the floor simply to call atten 
tion to an instance which appears in a paper pt shed in my district 
»wing the operation of this system of detecti 12 homestead State. 
This paper says, and I desire tocall the special attention of the commit- 
tee to it 
We S t oO I tofa 
th p his count ( » this ' the best 
re ¢ nd f e} by | up to date ha 
} lo ind t s of ¥ l her 
t l ‘ i 1 r fi Ww 
t I I i the time re 
s, to cont that ou not to repor 
3 1a cCi¢ \ i 2 AAS i 
a $s str h it 8 5 u 
‘ « A I p yt I 
ri 
Now, that will instance one of a good man ir cases that take 
piace in that country. Here 3s the case « lady ho wen nd 
purchased the right from the pre-empt hen } had prove l up d 
tained his final certificates from the land office. There was I 
a n by authority of the land « t this man had com- 
pl 1 all of the provisions of the law. Sh es Out, pays for th 
| gets his right, and then thre m the ti: he 
proved up and paid out her money, going on all the time making these 
improvements, she gets a notice from this land detective, giving hex 









four days in which to go b three years, look up the witnesses that 
proved up for the pre-emptor from whom she bought, and get tl 
witnesses to the land office 75 miles away, in order to con e him 
the former pre-emptor had complied with th 


\ ME MBER. Suppose she did not do it? 

Mr. PETERS. In that case her title would hay 
all the money she paid to the pre-emptor and all 
for impt yvements, $850, which this poor woman 
teac hing and by hard work, would have been fritte 
into the coffers of the ernment; it wot 
been stolen from her, because some man had the im 





have 


o down 


ive gone Go 


? 
Simpy 
to 





+ 
t 





and complain to the detective that the person sh rom three or 
| four years ago had not — d 1e law. 
{Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. McSHANE. In offe ring the amendment to this paragraph and 
in any remarks I made in support of the amendment I do not recall 


ommissioner of thx 


reneral Land Office so 


that in at manner I cast 
General J ee Office or the 


any reflection upon the ¢ 
management of the ¢ 


fir the administration of that office is concerned. That was far 
from my tira but the action and procedure of the special agents in 
the field is what I object to. In providing the necessary funds to en 


d pro 


hoor. 


ible the General Land Office to detect frauds ecute fraudulent 








neral Land Office in 
lulent et the 


the Gi 
fraud 


section especially 


But I say here that the special agents of 
the field do not confine themselves to the 
public lands, but rather, in my , to the prevention of 
honest homesteaders from securing titles to their claims. This i 
what I object to. I believe $50,000 is amply sufficient to provide the 
necessary special agents for the detection of fraudulent entries by cattle 
syndicates, or any other syndicates, either for domestic 
fraudulent land entries. Hence, it is not necess 
] ropri: ite $50,000 additional for the 
secuting honest the 





ieS on 





ign or , in thei: 
ary that we should 


> named, of 





purpose 


: + Fs 
homesteaders in agricuitura 


and Kansas, 

I say that this money has been to a certain de quandered id 
I say further that this fraud has not be: yy Democrati 
officials or special agents, but in most cas special agents 





who have held over from preceding 

Mr. LAIRD. Put them out. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Some of them hai 

Mr. LAIRD. Put the rest out. 

Mr. McSHANE, [ say th at tho earried on this 
process of the persecuti ion of honest homesteaders to an ext 
great hardship and inconvenience to those 
the hards! hips an d sacrifices of frontier life 
ight secure homes for themselves and their children. 
I have knowledge of cases where the special agen ts ha 
$1,800 in an andcaver to iin ure testimony tha 1 


ve bee n put 


special agent have 
I 

ent working 
nder- 


they 


er a who have u 


end that 


vone 





ex pe nded 


i t would defeat the claim 


fa settle After expe nding this amount of money they found the 
title of the settler complete as it was Re ssible to make it; that he had 


in every particular co mplied with the law. Evena iding this 
amount of money the special agent made request of the General Land 
Office for $1,200 more to’continue the prosecution and the gathering of 
testimony against this settler. That would make $3,000 expended in 
prosecuting one case. 

After spending the $1,800 and finding nothing, he suspended 
case until he could get $1,200 more. 

This isa matter I am opposed to. 


ter expe 


the 
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Those are the proceedings to 
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hh i just us to 
{ t t se the West Weare the friends of the hon- 
‘ i Mr. Sparks in his administration was their true and 
id 1 I bespe that his successor, whom I well and fa 
vi ) i ler mer this body, will follow in his foot- 
te} 
, to by Mr. McApoo is as follow 
It ist the Fe imber of the North American Re- 
es, where there yet remains some pul 
i \ nqguire ne ry the ind oflice there without f 
{ } I i ( t Un States is being defrs 
domain as by the depr ation f railroad corp: | 
I" ey itor In Dakota and Minnes« | 
nix half the « p as rent to quasi-landl 
I me ‘ rto the ho t They had filed timber-culture | 
t fafee of fjands ig an agreement to pi ! 
t t we illowed to use 160 acres of | 
| l,toy ch r title would Pp ted when the agreement was 
fi ( j ryian, unde the timb ture act, is not compelled to 
ul th i vear from date ri when if he likes he m 
t his 1 tl ~ mn open for entry A 
! 14,1 
Chus ama it the ntest intention of planting a tree or doing a stroke 
‘ rk « t posse 160 acres of Jand, let it io a tenant, and pocket a | 
r } f er’s toil—for three years! The most | 
thir ibout this is that sucha man can findatenant. Others file ti 
re entries 8 with the land out of market until | 
{ th of the co » its value, Atthe end of the | 
t | year the entryn \ | fora sum of money to make | 
in ten relinquishmen ) t the other may file a new entry on the spot. | 
Phe md speculator will repeat the process, only charging a heavier consid- 
! itother \ 1 whet ti comes for Dis relinquishment PO 
i proce roe vithoutatree being planted on the land, and the hone 
kept I ly out of it his sort of thing is carried on by whok 
ion a larger scale still are frauds perpetrated under the desert and tim- } 
1 acts, which enable capitalists in combination, by means of dur 3 
‘ n, to appropriate miles of territory The dummy entryman is also 
t 1 by ipitalists on a mmense scale under the homestead and pre-emption 


(he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. De- 


hate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

he pro forma amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Irenew the amendment. 

Tlie CHAIRMAN. It can not be renewed. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That was the amendment. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 
{Laughter.] I fully agree, sir, with the gentlemen on this floor who 
have spoken as to the injustice and unfairness of taking the public do- | 
main and turning it over to the railroads of tiie country, or to any 
other corporation I am fully in accord with gentlemen who have | 


expressed their disapprobation of the Government pursuing that course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I congratulate you. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Maybe you will not when I get done. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire the floor for a few moments only. | 

This debate on the public lands item of this bill has been led by the 
other side of this House into the old and hackneyed charge that the | 
Republican party has robbed the people of the public domain and 
given it away to railroad and other corporations, and that the Demo- | 
cratic party has reclaimed it to the public. Both of these assertions 
are exaggerated and false in the impressions which they convey. That 
the Republican party has granted lands for railroad purposes no one 
denies, but such of those lands as have been restored to the Govern- 
ment have been restored under laws which were enacted by the Re- 
publican party at the time the grants were made; in other words, the 
lands have fallen back to the Government because the corporations 
have not complied with conditions exacted by the Republican party. 

I am, and I believe the Republicans are, opposed to further grants to 
railroads. I believe the principle to be wrong; but I stand here to 
assert that the whole system is a child of the Democratic party, con- 
ceived by them, carried out by them, and chargeable to them, notwith- 
standing theassertion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND | 
that the Democratic party had not granted an acre to railroads. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I said ‘‘ directly to railroads.’’ 

Mr. FUNSTON. I hold in my hand a United States record, called 
the Public Domain, in which it appears that before the Republican 
party came into power the Democratic party gave away torailroads and | 
other corporations from sixteen to twenty million acres of the public 
lands. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] says they did | 
not give it directly. What is the difference whether they gave it di- | 
rectly or indirectly, so they gave it? 

But the public document from which I get this information says it 
was ‘‘land grants for railroads,’’ and the gentleman can not hide his 
party behind the subterfuge that the lands were granted to the States for 
railroad purposes. In doing this his party was directly responsible for 
the act and should have the manhood to admit it and stand byit. So 
were nearly all the grants made by the Republican party made to the 
States for railroad purposes, and the Republican party also might try 
to hide itself if it were coward enough toattempttodoso. And now, 


nt 


gentlemen, if you desire to make this a political question, if you will | 
turn to this public document you will find that under President Pierce’s | 
administration of four years there were granted to railroads 19,678,000 

acres, while under President Grant’s administration of eight years there | 


NGRESSIONAL RECORD—-HOUSE. 


| policy of that party—often, too, against turbulent opposition. 


| ascendency of the Republican party to power in 1861. 
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were granted 19, ,000, not half as much according to time as was 
inted under President Pierce. Mr. Chairman, the Kepublican party 
ready to go to the people on the public-lands question on the record 
Applause on the Republican side. | 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to limit this debate, 
We have indulged in national politics long enough, I think, and I de- 
ire to draw the attention of the committee back to the paragraph under 
consideration, 
Mr. BROWNE 


AL CARES Wien natin RSS 


, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Pennsyivania 





whether it is not highly important that we should know who has been 
voting these land grants? [{ Laughter. | 
Mr. RANDALL. Well, | recommend the gentleman to read thi 
record. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to occupy only a minute. 
Mr. RANDALI Vell, I am willing to have the limit fixed so as to 
allow five or ten minutes more for debate 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam in favor of the shortest possible 
time, provided I may be permitted to occupy it. [Laughter. | ° 


Mr. RANDALL, Say ten minutes, five minutes on each side. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 


ments be limited to ten minutes, five minutes on each side. Is there 


objection ? 

Mr. LAIRD. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to make it twenty minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no objection to that, provided I can hav 
five minutes. 


gentle- 


and 


The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Pennsylvania that debate on the pending 
amendments be limited to twenty minutes ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, all I 
call the attention of the House to a few simple historic facts which can 
not be disputed, because they are matters of record. The attempt to 


Is there objection to the request of thx 
paragraph 


desire to do is t 


| cover the whole public-land question would require, of course, a vast 
| deal more of time than five minutes, but I can suggest a few things 


pertinent to the discussion now in hand. 
it is a well-known fact, Mr. Chairman, that all the public domain 


| acquired since the great Northwestern cession was acquired under Demo- 


cratic administration—not as an accident, but as part of the deliberate 
The 
Louisiana purchase, the Florida purchase, the land acquired from Mex 
ico under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and the Gadsden purchase, 
aggregating 1,810,123 square miles, or 1,158,478,720 acres, were thx 
acquirement of the Democratic party—its gift to the nation. Out of 
this magnificent territory fourteen of the sovereign States of this Re- 
public and nine great Territories, now the fair infant children of the 
Republic, fast growing into the full development of statehood, have 
been created. ‘This great possession was under the management and 
control of Democratic administrations for nearly three-fourths of that 
partof our national history from the organization of the Republic to the 
During all that 

period, covering some eighty years, only 31,601,346.58 acres of land were 
granted by all parties and all administrations, but not one acre of that 
directly to any sort of corporation. The gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
FUNSTON | says it was given to States and other corporations. 

Mr. FUNSTON. For railroad purposes. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It was a gift to the States to be used by 
them in the development of their internal improvements. 

Mr. FUNSTON. But the record says *‘railroads.”’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. For railroads, wagon-roads, canals, a1 
various other purposes. Only 31,000,000 acres were granted durin 
eighty years, and only about 20,000,000 acres under Democratic admin 


| istration. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I can not yield. 

Now, sir, in 1861 the Democratic party turned this grand domain 
over into the possession of the Republican party. é 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. LAIRD obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] may be permitted to continue his remarks fi 
five minutes. 

Mr. MCSHANE. 
man from Missouri. 


fyy5 
iO] 


If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gentle 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph has been limited, and )3 
the time can only be extended by unanimous consent. Is there con i 
sent that the gentleman from Missouri be allowed an extension of five 
minutes ? 

Mr. PARKER. With a like extension of time on this side. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will not object if I can have five minutes. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the gen- 4 
tleman from Missouri be allowed five minutes, and that an equal time : 
be given to the other side? 4 


Mr. DAVIS. 
to our side. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I am compelled to object unless an equal time be given 


As the Chair understands, objection is made, 
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| wh aside by the compani« I iuse they were esteemed worthless 
se they were not considers liciently valuable to justify the exp 
¢ vir ! Phat bill pr se3 2 iously to give the roads all the 
to take k W t,asaru they « not want j ivery acce 10d 
sure from a very or odat Y I ry exalte sour ‘ 
e substitute is a bene ar } us k slative proposit I 
eans s iething. Ifit shor one a ould u ‘ 
ountry wou l have oct onto con itseil i that w 
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ect 3 with tic and Pacific rhe Senate! ” 
5 1 forfe t rough 1 unt ands ‘ wh i] 
n constructe hare ornova es sti leo 
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but ds to ! I t v col i itot 
ing along the 232 mile oO ictec to ! I 2322 s é i 
t. TI 11 + the nd < ‘ ler either PK: 
{ many did t co y with t) l th t—a or 
i was i Oo t el t j t title to the 
) 1im 1] l t i doso? \ to t I v 
{ { I v l toa < , ‘ ' that y t 
t rt t I I i cy , ‘ t i « any) 
Re no inno t purchas of any of these land lhere. — 
Itisa< stion be t or | par s tk u the Govern- 
vi m e, at { ‘ I : i wl 1 accepted No ot r 
i : a »>ot ‘ { \ ! ‘ 1 ‘ _ * 
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t prese ] not present 
I ) iad t mak Vv < ree lamsu 
\ d be b to state t fact when the gent 
: { 
Mi l : le bt 1s I t The Senate 
| ! bill 1 forfeits 5,627,436 acres of la 
( f th House on the Public La hav 
t t for! 1.323, 996 res of land Lr} 
t i \y upt me | Mi MCKENNA and the 
vt le Mr. PAYSON ], and one other, the Repul 
committee, have filed a niinority report in wi 
t massage of the Senate bill which « rs « 
| ‘ it 
L« fell. 

M i Mr. Chairman, I wish to challenge the correctne 
ofa y the gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. BUCHANAN 
! Vi his attentio He said that all the parties in tir 
1) ) Y these ints to railroad corporations. I make 
1 the pure of the Republican party, bet 
t ‘ I L we brought face to face with the temp 
{ the: were not in favor of ar ine of that 
entl i twelfth planks in the platform of th: 
I ( ] 1 y the grand old men who made the R 
pul 

| have a natural right to a por f the that as 3¢ 
‘ let t! I ht ofa ntothe sou is Sacred a 
I softhe 1 ed St long to the people and sl d 
or gra 1 to « vorations, but should be held as a 
' the people d be granted in limited qu 
t ett 

M . iN( hat he kind of doctrine. 

Mr. V That, sir, was the platform of 1852, upon which 
To P. H l Wa in ran for President and Vice-Presi- 
ad of | Gi W. Julian is to-day, in his vigorous 
old age, s \ to carry out the principles of the platform he ran 
upon in Tso2 

\ MeMI Lhe in the Republican party 

Mr. WEAVER {s soon as the Republican party got into power it 
turned around and granted the public domain to corporations and 
opened to privat peculators also, in violation of the principle an- 
nounced in e platform I have quoted. The gentleman from In- 
diana | Mr. | WN ivs he defends the grants to the Pacific rail- 
road ce e ¢ and his party has taken that position b 
fore t ry for years, and very recently, byselecting Mr. Thurs- 
ton, of } Pacific Railroad attorney, with a record that will 


ion, as temporary chairman of its convention. 
nominate Depew and Thurston, their truly 

ve men, they can sweep the country, perhaps. [Laughter. | 
Chairman, these land grants were a mistake, to draw it | 
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\ VEAVE!I Oh, t {te t 7 
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( I You rro n t ud H tt d 
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I nte! 
CHAIRMA Phe Ir. \ 
mous consent that | m { n g 
here was no object 
Mr. WEAVER N Mr. Cha l may as we t 
ecause that is the sentiment of the i } ( untl { there ¥ 
d never have been an acre of tl I } iunted { 
ration beyond what wa necessar' t nsti ft 
dey Every ac if the publ he | e been 
ho lO t | unde! i-ona eC id 
Vhat ie prope wa to aea the publ i 
( t W ! n en to s speculators | 
] it 1 t pe pie oO t ( trv to 
t i l oO! I de jais » 100 iti ré i! eCcor ( 
tl it prese picture ¢ wailul te ntemplat Wits 
. ; 
ol erytn r < earth ¢ cep tate ) a tegrit \ i 
our 60,000,000 of pes eand tl r< it t vto tnd! es 
In th e ot Gort ] where will } 1 re | 
( lren be upon this continent fi ears | i will el 
I t to | é upon fu ess the obtain t ( é ( T f who J 
e preoccupied it The ry t of ¢ 1 1} children h 
landered 1 re ac t i the earth | ( ed tot] 
yeneration, and as though posterity had no interest whateve: 
\pplause. Shame on suen a policy 
Mr. BUCHANAN Mr. Chairman, I w out when the gentle I 
m Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] was talking, but I lerstand that he sai 
thing about Mr. Thurston. I do not happen to have the pleasure 
e im >of Mr. Thurston, or to know anything about ‘ 
| te there was a convention he a week or two p1 E 
to the« 10W in session, and in that convention a distin 
entiema ut sort x to the pl: rm, ré u i 
4 b 
' ' 
0 the revenue me W i l n t House of Ke] F 
ntatives 
That dist _ ‘ } . } . +} 
I ww ail gu Me i 1 Happ ) ) bL men ve t 
H 
Mr. SPRINGER Oh, we have heard all that befo 
Mr. BUCHANAN It willnot hurt vou to hea iin. Thed 
euished gentleman who offered that re I I 4 to bea 
} mber of th Hon » and in hi antahiou n]) } ( } 
nemper Of this House, and in his autopiograpi 1 Lhe yn il 
Directory I find the following 
subsequently became largely int ‘ un ire of nd tl 
I t ex wella i the cor p t 1 of railroads i } 
i esi t director ¢ arious lines, agere y¥ over 22,0001 3 « 
d the tes umber of mil oO I bably, wl 





vidual was ever an officer or director of 

I commend this record to the thoughtful and serious consideration 
of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. WEAVER] 

Mr. SPRINGE Yes; but that distinguishe 
away from a commission that was investigating his road 

lishing’’ in Canada or in the wilds of Wisconsin,in order to keep 
from testifying. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ast 
subjects, will he tell me whether it is true 
tleman whose record I have read is a director 
Railroad ? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I am very well satisfied, : 
the gentlemen who have spoken upon the other side have no intention 
to cast aspersions upon their predecessors in oflice, and yet they 
boldly charged that the land grants to the Pacific railroads were made 
by the Republican party. I submit that at the time those grants wer : 
made party lines were not drawn upon them, and on reference to the 
record I find that onthe 8th of April, 1862, when the bill was under 
consideration granting what was then believed to be about 45,000,000 
of acres to the Union Pacific Railway Company, 14 Democrats voted 
in favor of it, and only 25 Democrats voted against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How many Republicans? 

Mr. ATKINSON. There were 79 votes in its favor. 
from that number would leave 65. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. How many Republicans voted against it? 
Mr. ATKINSON. Twenty-five Democrats voted ¢ t. Forty- 
nine was the aggregate vote against it; so that 24 Republicans and 25 
Democrats, and no more, voted againstit. [Applause on the Republic- 
an side, | 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Mr. ATKINSON. Ihave told you. 


rainst i 








How many Republicans voted for it? 
The aggregate vote was 79, and 








































pon this 


| 
Ir. TOWNSHEND Now, will the gentleman t ! 

publicans voted for it? \ I a 
Mr. ATKINSON, I decline to yield to th entle! unless I ‘ 


have further time 
Mr. TOWNSHEND The gentleman dare not tell how 1 tot W 


publicans there were who voted for it. y M. ¢ ( 
' Mr. ATKINSON. Extend my timeand I willt thout h W D 
‘ tation. I have nothing to conceal 1 yhert C. S 
1 wish to call the atte mn of the House to t vote on the land 
grant to the Northern Pacilic Railroad Compa Chis vote was taken 
on the 31st of May, 1864 eriod when Dem« ts were less numé¢ 
in this House than they are now. By reference to that vote I find t 
24 Democrats voted in favor of that land grant and only 30 Democrats lly cha . ‘ 
rainst it Mr. TOWNSHEND W tw t vot 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hoy gr 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield M WEAVER HT 
Mr. ATKINSON. Not now. I f[OLMA? i 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will furnish the nat it I e! 
Democrats who voted for that grant ! 
Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir; I will mention their names 
} [ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. ATKINSON. I move to strike out the par { } 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ } 
SON | moves to strike out the J Tal 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now that the gentleman has secured 
tension of time, I hope he will state how many Repub 3 y d 


the Union Pacifie land 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsy] i t é 
the gentleman from Illinois ? enth ¢ 
‘ Mr. ATKINSON. I will ina moment I wish first to 1 f 


ve the gentleman from Pennsylvania vit 


nen 
} l 





leman from Indiana t } 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will give us the names 
' ) rats who voted in favor of the grant to which 1] has t 
INSON I wish to « t] itt ‘ ‘ { 
» the names of so the Den ~ é 
n Pacific gra Am ig otne! in t ( MI 
Allen, Mr. Au C. Baldwin, Mr. Alexander H. ¢ ) 
t reading the « e roll, I will « de by citing t é 
nan now consp ous ] é ind wv a € 
1d his vote on t estiol D I W. \ 
Indiana. [Applause on the Republican sid 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And Thoma ! ) 
\ Mr. HOLMAN. I think thegentleman] 


ee y . » t+} 2 Yn 
of Democrats that he can fin 


macnn ease 
a 


Mr. ATKINSON I t ittention of t | e to the f , 
these were not hep in I S that t ry 
tion of Der ( s voted fe the han o ‘ 
re the hammer fell. 
HOLMAN, Mr. ¢ 1irman. Lask the { rk tor 1 - luti : 
which was submitted to this House on the 18th day of Jan , 18 


the vote upon which discloses, I think, the attitude of the two pa 
in regard to the re 
sition which has |} rl 
The Clerk read as follows: ’ / ‘ M 


Resolved, That grants ¢ f tl 


peal of he iand ts better t na 
« 














tinued; and the whole of su Is > { 
homesteads to actual settlers, and {i pu ‘ 
Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in those few words this v ( 
question IS as we ll pre ented as it could be. T ( } ) 
derstanding of that declaration, which is that land grants ought t I t ) ! ) 
cease, and that the public lands ought to be resey 1 for t De! ( 
ctual settlers only. Gentlemen will be surprised to see how tl e | t 
stands on that resolution. to the ! yi t 3 


A MEMBER. What year was that? 

: Mr. HOLMAN. In 1869 five years before the Democrats obtained 
control of this House. Within a very short time after this resolution, t } en that , position t 
as gentlemen will find by looking at the records—I called the attenti 





of one of my colleagues to this matter not long since—this side of the | House f 1 the ¢ l e Public Lands 
House brought forward a proposition to grant land to soldiers of the late nt forfeiture Lich eported by the ting 


war, without requiring settlement on the same—the principle on which | tleman from Mi ri |Mr. STONE], forfeiting the § 
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Mr. Chait I certain ) ot I > | rress. It was made int ! 
[ not 1 ne remark intentionally offer to th lict i the importance of easy and rapid commu 
the l udge PAYSON, a gentleman for wh l ent ¥ States and the Atlanti tat was Known UO aii 1 
tain the s and the highest regard; a good 1 a L}y by all. At the then time I didnot myself vote 
cit n, al i resentative. What I said was provoked by a} th iD ason that, in my judgment, imperatively 
reli colt i nan from Kansas, who siated that all efforts made | the construction of the road, the grant in bonds for that 
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amendment until an amendment sent to the desk by the gentleman 
trom Pennsylvania |Mr. RANDALL] has been read and acted on. 

rhe Clerk read the amendment of Mr, RANDALL, as follows 

In line 7, page 48, strike out the word “land” and insert “townships,” and 
im the ume dis rike out the words “or to be occupied 


3 amendment was adopted. 
I offer the following amendment to the paragraph 





under ¢ ideration 

The Clerk last OV 

Aft the word nes in line 5, insert ‘‘except that as to mountainous lands 
or nad ered with dense timber or underbrush the rate shall not exceed $13 
for standard and meander lines, $9 for township, and $7 for section lines 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think we want to survey that kind of 
land at all 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is notthat amendment subject to a pointof order? 


Mr. HERMANN. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that amendment changes existing law. I 
ask it may be read again. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw 
his point of order until I can be heard on the proposition itself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withhold my point of order so the gentle- 
man from Oregon may be heard. 

Mr. HERMANN. In the few remarks, Mr. Chairman, which I de- 
sire to submit on the pending proposition, ] wish especially to appeal 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I submit to 
him and to the gentlemen who honor me with their attention that 
s0 far as Oregon, Nevada, Washington Territory, and I may say so far 
as all the Pacific Slope is concerned west of the summit of the Rocky 
Mountains, very few lands will be surveyed hereafter under the limited 
appropriation provided for in this paragraph. That is certain, and for 
the simple reason that it can not be done, and the evidence is before 
the House, conclusively showing that owing to the character of the 
country now remaining unsurveyed, the land being largely mount- 
ainous, with heavy undergrowth of brush, it is impossible to get sur- 


I ask to be heard. 
The gentleman from Indiana will state his point 


veys extended at the limited rates provided in the present bill. Sur- | 
veyors-general of the States of Oregon, California, Nevada, and of the | 


Territories on the Pacific coast have at different times during the past 
few years urgently appealed to the Department for a change of rates. 
They show that competent surveyors will not take contracts for sur- 
veys on this class of lands at existing rates. In support of the posi- 
tion taken by them, and as a further argument for my amendment, I 
desire to read to the committee from the recent report of the Commis- 
ier of the General Land Office on this subject: 

ihe imates of the surveyors-general submitted with their annual reports 
10. My estimate of a little more than one-half of this sum may 

properlybe increa sed in the discretion of Congress, but should not be reduced 


easily surveyable lands were surveyed or returned as surveyed 
f yearsunde r larger rates of compensation than now prevail, leaving 


yearly fail th 








iltandexpens velands unsurveyed, Itis not possible tosurvey mount- 
nainous lands at existing rates. Yetsuch lands, within railroad land-grant lim- 
ts at least, must be surveyed under positive law An attempt made to expend 
the propriation of the last fiscal year chiefly in Montana, within the limits of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, failed for want of bidders for the contract at the 
ra provicde by law Much of this class of work will have to b done by spe- 
cial cx ract or at per diem rates, in which some augmentation in the seale of 
l ees isu ivoldahble 
t th emergency I have recommended the restoration of augmented 
ra r} vily timbered or mountainous lands, limited, however, to $13 per 
le for standard and meander lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines. 
IK ed Statute rates are: For Oregon, $15, $15, and $12, and for California 
i ! ind $14 (sections 2404 and 2405, Revised Statutes). I have 
also recomm«e hat the provisions of section 2411 now applicable to Oregon 
i ¢ ” tuthorizing compensation for surveys in discretionary cases by 
t instead by the mile, be made general 
I desire to read still further from this report what is urged by the 
( \issioner in reference to the State of Oregon: 
Al two-thirds of the area of Oregon have been surveyed. Further surveys 
are n led to keep up with the progress of settlement. In many instances the 
ds settled upon are in small valleys, where the greater part of the land is 
‘ inous and unfit for cultivation, or else containing more or less timber. 
e of these lands are rough country, covered with dense undergrowth, so 
ipetent surveyor will attempt to make the surveys at the rates al- 
lov by law 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. HERMANN. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose | 


of reading to the House the communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a petition from all the district land officers in 
Oregon, asking appropriations for extending the surveys of public lands 
in Oregon for the fiscal year 1889, and for an increase in rates as to 
mountainous and timber-covered lands, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting a petition from the dis- 
trict | officers in Oregon asking appropriations for extending the surveys 
of put lands in Oregon for the fiscal year 1889, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 22, 1888. 


Sir: In compliance with a request of the Actining Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, I transmit herewith a copy of a petition of the district land 
officers in the State of Oregon relative to the necessity for a liberal appropria- 
tion for extending the pul surveys in the said State during the ensuing fiscal 
year 

Very respectfully, WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 


The SPEAKER OF THE IlovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


! 


JUNE 20, 


To the honoravle the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

We, the undersigned, district officers of the General Land Office, respectfully 
represent that the demands for surveys of public lands in the State of Oregon 
are urgent, and daily becoming more imperative because of the insufficient ap- 
propriations for the current and past fiscal years; thatthe maximum rate per 
mile now allowed by law for surveying is inadequate for such service in this 


| district on account of the dense undergrowth that covers a large part of the sur- 


veyable lands in the State. Nearly all the petitions asking for surveys come 


| from localities where the lands are more or less mountainous, or covered with 


timber or dense undergrowth, making surveying difficult and expensive, and 


unless the rates for this class of work are very materially increased competent 
surveyors can not be found to execute the surveysjthat are actually necessary 
in the interest of settlers. 

For the relief of the settlers and in the interest of this State w e do most re- 


| spectfully ask your favorable consideration, to the end that (as recommended 


|} ample appropriation may be made for the surveying se 








| surveya 






last annual report) 

vice for the ensuing 
fiscal year, and the rates therefor be fixed high enough to provide for honest 
surveys by reliable surveyors, so that settlers can not be called upon to con- 
tribute, directly or indirectly, towards the expense of such surveys; and we, 
your petitioners, will ever pray. 


by the honorable Commissioner General Land Office in } 


DOUGLAS W. TAYLOR, 
United States Surveyor-General for Orego 
W. T. BURNEY, 
Regisier, United States Land Office, Oregon Cily, Oregon. 
B. F. BURCH, 
Receiver, United States Land Office, Oregon City, Oreyon. 
CHAS. W. JOHNSTON, 
Register, United States Land Office, Roseburgh, Oregon. 
A. C. JONES, 
Receiver, United States Land Office, Roseburgh, Oregon. 
W. M. TOWNSEND, 
Receiver, United States Land Office, Lakeview 
4. F. SNELLING, 
Register, United States Land Office, Lakeview, Oregon, 
F. A. McDONALD, ; 
Register, The Dalles, Oregon. 
T. W. SLUSHER, 
Receiver, The Dalles, Oregon, 
HENRY RINEHART, 
Register, United States Land Office, La Grande, Oregon. 
J. T. OUTHOUSE, 


Receiver, United States Land Office, La Grande, Oregon. 


Oregon. 


Mr. RANDALL. This isan appeal for higher pay to certain survey- 
ors, and does not involve any real wants of the actual settlers; as in 
fact for that portion of the land proposed to be surveyed there is not 
much demand at any rate, or very little demand from persons wishing 
to acquire actual settlement. I hope there will be no change in the 
law. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iappeal once more tothe chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that he permit this amount to be increased; it is 
totally inadequate. J can assure him it is necessary. The increase is 
demanded by the great emigration which is now setting in from all 
parts of the Union and seeking homes even in the remotest places— 
in the small valleys, along the foot-hills, on the narrow creek bot- 
toms, and even on the steep mountain sides, for in the western portion 
of the Coast Range even the declivities of the highest hills are suscepti- 
ble of cultivation, and especially in dairy grasses which the humid 
atmosphere keeps verdant in the dryest seasons. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that in California 
the demand for the survey of public lands is very urgent for the reason 
that it has been found that the lands on the mountain slopes now cov- 
ered by brush and timber are the most valuable lands that we have for 
vineyards and fruit-growing purposes, being lands lying on the lower 
or foot hills of the mountains. This demand has been expressed to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office by the people interested 
in taking up these lands, and he has conveyed the request to Congress 
in the report which has been read from by the gentleman from Oregon, 
and I desire to call attention to that part of the report which refers to 
California. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office says: 

The greater part of unsurveyed land in California that is now regarded as 
e is considered very valuable, consisting of brush-hills producing the 
best vines and choicest fruits, and great demand exists for surveys of such land 
The surveyor-general urges that higher rates for surveys be allowed in order to 
prevent fraud and collusion induced by the surveyors relying upon interested 
parties for assistance when the meager rates for surveys are insufficient 

Now, the surveyor-general of California, in his report to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office (and in a supplemental report) calls 
attention to the necessity for increased appropriations for these surveys. 
He says: 

I respectfully urge in the interest of the many settlers, of those contemplating 
settlement but who are deterred from so doing on account of trouble in obtain 
ing titles, and in the interest of good government that I may be allowed to survey 
such lands during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, as are settled upon and 
are surveyable. 

The great immigration into California during the past twelve monthsand the 
prospect of a still greater number of people coming hither this year to mak« 
this State their homes would seem to be sufficient inducement for the Depart- 
ment to order such surveys of the unsurveyed public lands as are surveyable 

Mr. Chairman, as stated before, all the lands that are now survey- 
able are lands which will require more labor, more service, and larger 








expenditures than the surveys heretofore made. I am in favor of 


the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon. It is necessary to ob- 


tain proper surveys of the public lands in California. 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last two words. 
I rise to confirm the statements just made by the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], the gentleman from California [Mr. Mor- 
RoW], and the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
touching the inadequacy of the present prices allowed for public sur- 
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public surveys iast year Montana re V,000 In T 
ment, every cent of which w 
contracts could be let at present pr 

The Northern Pacific Railroad ¢ nt Monta N MA p 


to 20,000,000 acres of land Under re 

tified to it under the grant, leaving a it 15.000.000 aeres mw ” ‘I Ty 
and upon which no taxes are paid. The inds are wort! the \ \ ANDA 
from 50 cents to $30 an acer Bonds for deeds been n 

company in many instances, and the lands are cultivated and impr i t tl 











by the purchaser rhe company, its p and emplo ‘ ‘ 
titled to and receive the protection of r laws The tramps, n t 
factors, and lawbreakers folloy in its trail are made cl { 
our counties 1 we demand that it shall pa t st pro 
the public burdens; but the gentleman from Pennsy] . My \ \ 
time enough to provide for this when the company pays the 1 Per M 
I an acre for surveying the lands e dor ot 
Mr. RANDALL. Whenever that road will agree to ] for t "i { ( 
veys of the land which the Governmen ive tl 
fectly willing to appropriate the amount ¢ ley necessary to 
them, but not before 
Mr. TOOLE. That, sir, is the point that t bill referred to 
ing passed the Forty-ninth Congress designed to cove! Che co 
laim that their grant was that tl have a pe 
ble title, and that nothing but naked | title, the mere « 
f the grant wasin the Government. Holding to this theory it is } 
that the railroad company would never pay the cost of surve ’ 
take out patents; certainly not as long as they could evade the y me 
of taxes—hence the necessity of the law of the Forty-ninth Cor s t 
propose d amendment, and an ad quate appropriation. 
if there are gentlemen here who st cling to the hope of for \ ~( 
the grant of the Northern Pacific, I want to say that the t 
the grant by the Territories in no wise commits the Government aga pa 
the forfeiture. Section 3 of the act authorizing taxation upon order 
veyed land expressly reserves the right to forfeit. Mr. HERM 
Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, ]} { M 


amendment, it will insure the survey and taxation « hese n \ 


72 









will add 310,000,000 at once to o ) \ 
to build school-houses, colleges, and public institut : | ANI 
’ ent dowry of public lands given us by the Federal Government y in ¢ 
no avail until we become a State. Co ‘ ( 
For four years we have been appealing for const ynal ¢ 
for the benefits of statehood, and a closer connection with t I 





can Union. We have appealed in vain If we are to | key [ ‘ 
the Union longer, give us all proper facilities to collect all th 
to which we are justly entitled. Withan ample appropriat to 
vey ail our lands, and a fair price paid for the surveys, we will h t 
money enough from surplus revenue to provide ourselves with th 
educational facilities, as well as all other necessary public institu 
it has been claimed, sir, that the land grant of the Northern Pa ! 
Railroad was subject to forfeiture; and this House at frequent sessi \) 
has passed bills looking to that end. The act by which we propose 1 exp t 


collect these taxes provides, in section 3— iM 





That this act shall not affect the right of the Government tod are or ¢ : 
a forfeiture of any land so granted, butall the rights of the United States to 
lands or to any interest there hall be and remain asif this act had t pa 
except as to the lien mentioned in the first section hereof. 


That gives the Government of the United States the right to buy t Mi AN DAI 
lands in when they are sold for taxes, in the event the railroad d O n. 


; or fails to pay for them. Mr. HERMANN It c é 
: Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a simple act of Mr. RANDAI I 
tice. If this money is required to be paid out by the railroad ¢ mM} ORRO I f 


: to the United States, so that it will not be at the expense of a sil ns nia 
mI dollar for the cost of these surveys, and if the lands are ultimately { [Interioz 
} feited to the United States, the lands are surveyed as they ought to The CHAIRMA 








3 surveyed, so that they can go into the public market. Weneed them é ed 

* There are 20,000,000 acres of these lands, which, if estimated at th« r. BIG A { r 
i moderate rate of 50 cents an acre, would yield to the Territ ry of Mor ant to state to the f t} ‘ 
i tana $10,000,000. We need the money to build school-houses, colleges pt 


and seminaries of learning Under Congressional enactment a m { \ 
cent dowry of public land has been awarded to us for school purposes toi y iiliar ¥ O n 
but we do not get the land until we shall have been admitted into the | and it well known generall 
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I have the fullest confidence. 
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Mr. RANDALI Well I 
Mr. RIC] et { ‘ 
: ) | { ( to ren ta 105 of ] 
tANDALI I I n mend 
el 
M4 » Il» ce h | ) < raer ft i nt I 
( m es the y of order at 
e { 4IRMA) Che Chair will et gentleman from Ker 
tt y 1 rom indi had ie a int of order o1 
lly, and indicated that h ld withdraw V( n con Y 
wh ¢ j i ave en ¢ tk tt COE iy 
Mi ALot \ VAl I ‘ I 1 ot tha 
MI HOLMAN [ 1 to yw view of the remarks of the 
chairman of the Committee « prop! on this subi« tha 
the followihg word rade I all \ y williz to withdraw th 
148 at , jana , how t r so rapid c i eda withou ett 
ment: and yuld the i on of th 2 and shall be eco 
to ] Ll to ag re i 
Mr. RANDALI W hat | 1 tion th t} i 
Mr. HOLMAN. [ I rie endament ne ’ 
Mr. BLOUN Does the man from Pennsyl th 
ould carry ont t purpose in view ? : 
Mi RAN DAI M in this r gard, I will tate, wa 
! to pay any mo 10 eys 0 iy land, no matter what 
the ch er of it should b t thereis a sentime it seems, hers 
that makes it plain that no stricti ent the survey of 
certain lands necessary to be é i ‘erritories, known 
mountainous and t r lands, an to throw the re¢ 
ponsibility for this work upon the Secretary of the Interior, in whom 
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A [. ] 7 ranting a pension to Mary A. Wells 
Ab H. R. GOO ul a pension to Mary Flora; 
bill (H. R. 6070) granting increase of pension to Thomas Ber 
A} H. R. 630 vray pension to Sam M. Davi 
A} H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contell; 
Al H. R. 6431) for th lief of Van Buren brown: 
A bil I R. 6478 vrantin t pen on to Eliz beth = h 
A b H. kh. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr 
A H. R. 6907 intin 1 increase of pension to Elias Shafe1 
A bill (H. R. 694 ranting a pen yn to Emeline C. ¥ ( 
A 1] (H.R. 697¢ wr the reliet of Anna M. Thiele 
A bill (H. R. 702 rranti a pension to Evalina VP. Brown; 
bi : 2 Wot wnting a pen yn to Lewis C. Keck 
bi H. Rt. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis 
bill (IH. Rk. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. Cheel 
bi Hf. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 
If. Rt. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 
H. Wt. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lai 


granting 


2, R299) fi 


a pension to Julia Welch: 
r the relief of William M. Dayt 
r the relief of Mary Command; 


On; 








> > PS Pr re Pr Pr rr > > > 


bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

I H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles 

bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

bill (H, R. 8762) granting crease of pension to Charles H. 


Ordway 

H. R. 8807 
1(H. R. 9127 
1(H. R 
] 


granting a pension to Harriet E. ¢ 
for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 
9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, j1 
Rk. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 
t. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 
.. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 
9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 

an i se of pension to William 


9347) granting an increa 


H. 
H. | 
m2 
a 2 
bill | I 





>>> >t bd 


t H. 
H. 
iH 

H. 


on to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 


of pension to Mary L. 


ll R. 9487) granting a p 
A bill 
Cleveland; and 


A bill (H. R. 


Che message 


77) granting an increase 


10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon. 
also announced that the Senate had passed joint reso- 
he following titles; in which the concurrence of the 


requested 


lution and bills of t 


House was 


Joint resolution (S. R.96) authorizing the District commissioners 


to designate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin 








bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thornton; 
granting a pension to Eliza Settle; 


bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 
of Sarah R. F 


A bill (8.1291) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Staunton, Va 
A bil (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A. Beltzer; 
A bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willard A. Jackson; 
: A bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Wilford White; 
A bill (S. granting a pension to Andrew J. Hadley; 
A bill (8S. § granting an increase of pension to James McGowan 
A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 
\ bill (S. 2872) granting a pension to Thomas R. Sturman 
\ bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; 
\ bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 
A 
\ 
\ 


er 
isher, 


or the relief 





\ bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to John Dennert; 

A bill (S. 3060 f msion for Matilda C. King; 

A bill (S. 3116 ase of pension to Thomas Wynne 

\ bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexan- 
der; and 

\ bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker. 

Che hour of 5 o’clocl r arrived, the House, under its previous 
order, took a recess unti lock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION, 
The recess ] 
The House 


pore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 


wing expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 


Hovst oF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1888. 
Si H BENTON McMILuIn is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
t the session of the House this evening. 
J.G. CARLISLE, Speake 
Ilon. J B. CLARK, J1 
H of Re entalives 


BUSIN Ess. 


AKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 


which this evening’s session of the House is held. 
Che Clerk read as follows 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1888 
Ord That the House takea recess at5 o'clock this afternoon until 8 o'clock 
this evening, which evening session shall be set apart for the consideration of | 


: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











| 
} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro tem- 





JUNE 20, 


ise and Senate providing for the erection of bridges ov« 


bills of the Hor 


yle streams, to the consideration of which no objection shall be made 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that most of the 
ills are in Committee of the Whole, and it will be necessary eit! t 
nove to go into Committee of the Whole or to discharge the committe: 


from the further consideration of the bill 














Mr. CRISP. These billsare on the Private Calendar, and what 
e wi I st l ta the } nes be In t agreea le to mie 

whetl t! ls be co red in Comn yf the Whole or in tl 3 
House 1 Committee of t W hole la una i $ conse th 

he s f< the con l 1 < i t eve 1g on is he 

i be considered in the House a a | nittes the Whole. 

There y no objection, and it was » ordered 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, unless so ‘ ( 1 ¢ ( | | 
that the reading of these bills atlength |} pensed with, Iwillst 
to the House that they all contain the usual provisions, and all me 
with the pproval of the Secretary of War. If there 1s any omission d 


of any of the provisions or safeguards they should contain, 
in oversight, but I do not think that will b: 
rherefore, as the bills are quite long I ask unavimot ynsent t 
be read only by title. 

There was no o} 
Amendments reported from the Committee on Commerce to 
following titles were severally agreed to, and the bills as amended 
were respectively ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed 

A bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construct railroad, wag 
and foot-passenger bridge at or near Burlington, lowa; 

A bill (H. R. authorizing the 
Flint River, » State of Georgia 


A bill (H. 1759 < 


authorizing the L 


yiection, and it was so ordered. 
bills of 


Lue 





lon Ol a 


5096 construction oft 





ttle Rock and Alexand1 


way Company to build certain bridges in the State of Arkansa 
A bill (H. i. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge acr 


the Ockmulgee River in the State of Georgia; and 
A bill (H. R. 2807) autho 











to construct a bridge across the Columbia River between t state ol 
Oregon and the Territory of Washington. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the ites by which the bill 
severally passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be la 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI, NEAR CLINTON, IOWA, 

The next bridge bill on the Private ¢ ndar wa bill (H. R. 6614 
ithorize the construction of a rail l, wagon, and foot-passen¢g 
ce across the Mississippi Ri oO ir Clinton, Iowa, reporte 

from the Committee on Commerce with amen 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been yorted favorab] 
from the Committee on Commerce, but pending its leration hei 
| the Senate have passed a similar bil n referred to 





ytothe House. Iti 
be now taken up and sub 


the Committee on Commerce and reported favorab! 
ite bill No. 1882, and Task that that bill 
tuted for the House bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Senate bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge ac Mississippi River 


Clinton, Iowa, was accordingly taken up, and 


Sen 









at or neat 


Lue 


amendment recom 
mended by the Committee on Commerce was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was a 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HAYES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The House bill H. R. 6610 was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE WICHITA RIVER, ARKANSAS, 
The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bili (S. 322) to ‘ 
authorize the Southwestern, Arkansas and Indian Territory Railroad § 


Company to build a bridge across the Wichita River in Arkansas, re- ‘ 
ported by the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. i 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- e 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ‘ 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 

The next bridge bill onthe Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7871) 
to amend chapter 165 of the Revised Statutes of the United States au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge at Memphis, Tenn., passed Feb- 
ruary 26, 1885. 

Mr. CRISP. This is a bill which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerceand favorably reported to the House, toamend an outstanding 
irter for a bridge at Memphis, which charter was repealed by a bill 
that was subsequently passed. I ask that this bill be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


He SOM Tae TORR LT 


he 


una Gate 
















































The next busine h ° 
construction of a bridge across the canal entrance to the h or at Vu a brid e ( 
luth, Miun. and Cart a 
' Mr. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of that bill | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill 
passed over informally, without losing its place on the Calendar. he t by t ( 
BRIDGE ACROSS BAY OF SUPERIOR, MINNESOTA. epee 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5192) for t 
construction of a bridge across the Bay of Superior from Rice’s Point to Mr. McM 
Minnesota Point, in the State of Minnesota. : Is 
Mr. HAUGEN. ILobject also to the consideration of this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, this bill 
will be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT FOREST CITY, DAK. Be ae eR ; ye ; 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6699) to ha t] o Aly rdeen p 





thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Fo 9 right to construct and maintain @ 
City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company} © Winona. Emmons ¢ te 1D 


Che amendments reported by the Committee on Commerc he amendments reported bv 1 ( ( 
agreed to. rreed to . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a t ie Silt on aesendal 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time ‘ md and bi ed. it 
passed. : 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the | M 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
5 table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU D’ARBONNE, LOUISIANA 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R 
izing the Little Rock and Alexandria Railway Company to ma Slee, aruad = : { 
and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Arbonne, in Louisiana. 
Mr. NEWTON. ‘The Senate has passed a bill similar in substa 
to this; and it has been reported by the House Committee on ¢ 


11 
~ti 


merce with amendments. I ask that the Senate bill be considered i: "The hill ac led 
place of the House bill. Sa ae 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration |). ...4 
of the bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Ra Me CRISP } { ‘ 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’A elec iii 
bonne, in Louisiana. lott tion w 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce w 
agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it w 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. p to have been 





Mr. NEWTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill . s oo = 
5 passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | “Yo! Vqu <a, 10 € Ol »« 


2 table. BOs 
; rhe latter motion was agreed to. Mr. CRISP. [ suj DOSt 


+ & House bill No. 2412 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the ta CHAE 15 was pl Pare made ’ ; 
: ost the ot I Ca 
7 BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT MUSCATINE, IOWA. Mr. GI ! I i 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6570) to au- p and passed 


thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger | Mr. CRIS] I } 
across the Mississippi River at or near Muscatine, Iowa. Mr. GES1 tio ft _ 

Mr. HAYES. In this case, as in that last under consideration, the There being no tion, the House proceeded to the « 
Senate has passed a bill similar in substance, which has been reported | of the bill (H. R. 3524 t 
with amendments by the Committee on Commerce of the House. I | the Mississip) ‘ t or near the city of Oquawka 
ask that the Senate bill be considered in lieu of the House bill. Illinois, and to « as a pe road 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration The ar ents reported by the Comm e€ on { 
of the bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon greed to. 
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I RIVE! \ HOO! FERRY, TEXAS. 

| I 10053) to a the Paris, ¢ ctaw and Littl 
I | ( iv to ruct a bridge across Red River at o1 
I i] I Red I Count j 3, was laid on the tabl 

J ) Aiil 

Mr. CRI m consent, reported back from the Com 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment t bill (H. R. 10128) toa 
thorize the construction and maintenance of a railroad bridge by t 
| ngh Atlant Air Line Railroad Banking and Navigation 
Company «a the Oconee River, in Lauren County, in the Stat 
‘ (,eoroi 

i} ime! ent Lhe col ittee wa wreed to 

Lhe } e) i ordered to | engrTo d and read at ra 
tim ind | el ed, 16 ¥ accordingly read th th 1 i 

nd passed y 
BRI ACT THE RED RIVER O rHE NORTH. 

Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construe 
tion of a bridge across the Red River of the North by the Duluth, 
| y Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company, with the 

mmendation that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 
fhe Senate amendments were concurred in 


BRIDGE ACROS TRAIL CREEK, INDIANA. 


Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 


Committee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, 
in with the recommendation that the amendments of the Senate b 
< urred in. 


lhe Senate amendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE NOXUBEE RIVER, ALABAMA, 

Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction 
of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or 

ear Gainesville, in the State of Alabama, with the recommendation 
that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

it me te amendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 
‘ir. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 


Co tee on Commerce with an amendment the bill (S. 1404) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, and to 
r blish it as a post-road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
p d 


GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILWAY COMPANY BRIDGES 

Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com 
nittee on Commerce, with amendments, a bill (H. R. 5509) to grant 
to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company the right to con- 
struct bridges over navigable water courses. 

rhe amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. CLARDY offered the following amendments; which were sev- 
erally agreed to: 








Sec. 6. No structure of any kind shall be built upon the military reservation o 
Doiphin’s Island until the location and nature of the same shall have been 
proved by the Secretary of War, and such structure may be removed in hi 
discretion, and may be used by the United States free of cost 

Sec. 7. This actshall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge or 
bridges herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 


‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the several votes by which the sev- 
eral bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Crisp (at 9 o’clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the 
House adjourned. 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H.R. 10582) for the relief of Charles 
Roth—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10583) granting a pension to 
James Bburke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10584) to granta pension to Will- 
iam Kirsten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the New Orleans (La.) Stock 
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| Exchange for the restoration of the Bayou Lafourche appropriation to 
the river and harbor bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Lonoke 
County, Arkansas, in favor of amendments to the interstate-commerce 
to the Committee on Commerce 


by Mr. CROUSE: Petition of Henry W. Howe and 43 others of Sum- 


t County, Ohio, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: Petition of William H. Kniffin and Edwin 
L. Carpenter, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of James Burke, for relief—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: Papers in the case of Mrs. L. E. Boatwright—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of William W. Harris, of Coffee 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Burnet County, Texas, in 
reference to violations of the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Cotton Exchange 
and Board of Trade of Houston, Tex., for better postal facilities in 
Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of W. G. Barnes and others, 
of Rigdon Peeples, and of William H. Dowling, administrator of James 
T. Dowling, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of William Kirston, fora pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 66 citizensof Bucks County, of 252 
| citizens of Montgomery County, and of 106 citizens of Doylestown, 
| Pa., against the admission of Utah as a State so long as Mormonism 
controls the civil power—to the Committee on the Territories, 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HATCH: Of 27 citizens of Schuyler County, Missouri. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of 60 citizens of Brown County, Kansas. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
| Roads: 
By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of P. P. H. Sherbondy and 66 others, citi- 
zens of Mendon, Pa. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 21, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of vesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 6th instant, a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
\ffairs, inclosing a report made by R. L. Owen, United States Indian 
agent for the Union agency, relating to the claims of Indians of the 
Creek tribe for reimbursement of expenses of travel and for a year’s 
support when those Indians were emigrated to the Indian country 
west of the Mississippi River, and other papers in regard to that sub- 
ject; which, on motion of Mr. MORGAN, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered <o 
be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact and 
of law of that court in the matter of the French spoliation claim of the 
schooner Mary; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PATENT-OFFICE APPOINTMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the United States Civil Service Commission, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of April 24, 1888, a list of appointments 
to the Patent Office; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 


| 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. PLATT. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ until Monday next. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila~ 
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TAMES E. WALKER. 

Mr IMMONS also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill 773) for the relief of James E. Walker; which was 
referred to the mmittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with t npanying report, ordered to be printed. 


W. W. WELCH. 
Mr. SHAW, fr 
with amendment the bill 


ym the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 21, 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, after conferring with the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I ask unanimous consent to post 
pone the special order until Saturday. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to know if the gentleman from 


| South Carolina [Mr. DipBLE] thereby desires to have it implied that 
| the House will be bound to take up the bills for public buildings at that 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 
EDWARD BRADEN AND JOB W. ANGUS, 
Mr. SILA W also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. 


Angi which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 
Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 


vorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 10350) granting an increase of 


pension to Eliza J. Alexander; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES H. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5846) to restore Charles H. Campbell to 


the rank of captain in the Army; which was referred to the Committee | 


of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I now renew the motion. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the special order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to raise the question of consideration, the 
only way to do it being, I believe, to vote down the motion. 

The SPEAKER. That is the only way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I presume the object of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is to reach the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
submit a report I will yield to him temporarily. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There isa motion pending before the House. Un- 
less the report is a conference report it can not take another motion 
from the floor. 

Mr. McRAE. 
yit Id. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motionof Mr. DIbbLeE that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House to con- 
sider bills in relation to public buildings and was in doubt as to the 
result. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for tellers. 

TheSPEAKER. 
asks for tellers, and as no quorum has voted tellers will be ordered. 
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DibB- 
BLE] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

While the House was dividing the following took place: 

Mr. RANDALL, I think the importance of this question requires 
the yeas and nays. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the yeas and nays dis- 
close the fact that there is no quorum the result will beto suspend busi- 
ness for the day. 

Mr. RANDALL. The members who want to go on with the appro- 
priation bills ought to take the responsibility, and I believe they will. 
I want the privilege of putting myself and those who vote with me on 
record in regard to this matter. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ought to consider that 
when the yeas and nays are called, if no quorum is developed in the 
House, we will be in a worse condition than we are now. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is all right. We can not help that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Can it not be agreed that the bills in relation to 
public buildings shall be taken up to-morrow or immediately after we 
have finished with the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. When this order was made it was understood it 
was not to interfere with appropriation bills or revenue bills. The 
gentleman from Michigan will bear that in mind. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


That is my purpose. 


But the gentleman who made the motion will now 


> 9 
6, Hoes vv. 





I understand the gentleman from Arkansas wants to 


time if the naval appropriation bill or any other appropriation bill shall 
be ready for consideration ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. My intention is to have the matter remain in its 
present state in that respect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task permission to say that while the Committee 
on Public Lands have felt it to be their duty not to seek to interfere 
with the passage of the appropriation bills, as against all other measures 
that committee would insist that the general land bill, the homestead 
bill, shall be taken up and acted upon at the earliest possible moment. 
Except as against appropriation bills I think the committee ought to 
insist that that bill shall be disposed of. After a struggle of three 
months that committee has had altogether one hour and a half for the 
consideration of the most important bill in many respects that is pend- 
ing in the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DipBLEe] 
asks unanimous consent to postpone the special order until next Sat- 
urday morning. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider appro- 
priation bills. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make the report, but it can 
not be considered now unless the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is withdrawn. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understand the gentleman will withdraw his 
motion. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I understand it is simply a request for a confer- 


ence, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how much time it will 
take. 


Mr. BELMONT. It will take but a moment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs recommend a non-concurrence in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 6833 making appropriation 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 


| 1889, and ask for a conference thereon, 


| that of envoys and ministers plenipotentiary. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. RANDALL] } 


Mr. BELMONT. The Senate has not yet asked for a conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be well to read the amendments? 

Mr. BELMONT. There are but few amendments, nor are they of 
much importance. There are certain changes recommended in the 
diplomatic service, raising the rank of certain ministers resident to 
In regard to the con- 
sular service there are but few changes, principally in the Mexican 
consulates, involving in amount not more than $1,000. There is a 
Senate proposition for a scientific commission to visit and report upon 
the commercial resources of the Upper Congo Basin, with an appropri- 
ation for this purpose amounting to $25,000. The committee, on con- 
sideration of these amendments, has requested that the House non- 
concur and ask for a conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If these amendments are to be opposed in good 


| faith and not as a matter of form, I shall not insist upon their being 


read. If the report is made by my friend from New York with a 
view of opposing the adoption of the Senate amendments, I have no 
objection. . 

Mr. BELMONT. I think I may say on behalf of the committee that 

it is opposed to the amendment in regard to the Congo appropriation. 

‘he difficulty is there is no provision for placing the supervision of the 
proposed expenditure in the State Department, or in fact in any other 
Department. As to the increase in rank of ministers resident to min- 
isters plenipotentiary, there is no increase proposed in salaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That follows. 

Mr. BELMONT. Pardon me; it does not follow, and I think the 
conferees should be left free to confer and to consider the importance 
and usefulness of such armendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope my friend from Indiana [Mr. Horman] 
will make no opposition to the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT]. The Congo amendment is the most important 
one, because it proposes to appropriate $25,000. I think the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs is opposed to that; I know Iam myself. The 
other item is not large in amount, and Ii believe that the committee of 
conference to which it may be referred will give it the consideration it 
deserves. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be no misunderstanding with 
You are not pro- 


regard to what shall be the report of the conferees. 
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Sea Wi ruary 1 }R22 proper to ‘ means to make the neces ary surveys, and there was no 
: a MG ig Ee e | other source from which it could come. 4 
: —— . P It is impossible for a settler to tell or even guess in an unsurveyed wilderne 
ha teed all-eieii mT 1e even section from the odd, and he is as lik ly to make his settlement and 
ain Sa ehthous thuniieliais Aten Wass h yme upon the one as upon the other. ‘When the survey is made, if that 
s haat ak tek ae settler is found located within the mary limits of a grant upon an odd s« 
ss oil ss Sia ibasiianseines ita i or any portion of one, he loses the la 1, because it is granted to the con 
al the made tnt ny. he same trouble would occur within the indemnity limits so long as 
° the withdrawal thereof stood, for then under the law the rights of subseque 
é t t e will be needed for ¢ settlers were subordinate to those of the companies, Now, under the recent 
a7 mM) ar &2 aan : , , iof this irtment in revoking the indemnity withdrawals, whilst tl 
| actual settlers will be safe in locating upon unclaimed lands within those limit 
; HAM QO? ! mpanies most } robably will be considerably curtailed in the amount « 
. , ; ee | la from which they may select indemnity for losses within the grant 
which losses can not be ascertained until the surveys separate the odd 
from the even sections, 
: ie ; In view, therefore, of the general interests of the public, those of the set 
: A » a ww, 1550, } and of the railroa l companies, and with an especial view to the speedy adjust- 
t cuy ithe rvey fir of the various land grants in obedience to the mandate of Congress, the 
i the timber belt west of | é ropriation for t surveys yuld be fully adequate to the results contem- 
r . ) tt following state ent i pia ! 
3’ servic 4 deputy United States su or " In this conn ' attention is called to the significant statement found on 
I in t f ! loing good w en | g 2 of the ort of the Commissioner. Attention is also called to the fa : 
t Avo! localit her 2 | that because of the want of funds to make necessary surveys in Montana th A 
10st choice ricultu elts his average will | Government sustained a loss in that Territory last year estimated by the Com 
missioner at over $1,000,000. (See page 14 of his report.) 
most difficult lands to survey, they being river | Spe lso called to the several reports of the governors of t 
‘ is, in addition t ck growth « ‘ re ‘ hare burdened with complaints of the want of pu 
ia St il growth, ger ally « urveys Within their respective Jurisdictions. 
w, rose : brie i have above indorsed the recommendation of the Commissioner for $300,0 
theg ally arise, how can the lands | but I g to urge the appropriation of $200,000 not asked for by him, to be s 
1 for the augmented rates of $14 and $15 per mile? | cia devoted to the survey of lands within the granted and indemnity limi 
f them can not, and the jority « of the different land-grant railroads. There are lands along the lines of a! 
years past is he s« $1 three of the great routes tothe Pacific which are unsurveyed, The roads ar 
ee l | leted. The country through which these roads pass has been mostly 
tled by an industrious population who are unable to obtain title to the uz 
veyed lands, whether the same belong to the Government or to the railroa 
Dex |} company. So long as these lands remain unsurveyed it is impossible to adjust 
| : land grants, to ascertain what are the losses of the corporations within the 
( pia, Wash. | primary limits, and to what indemnity lands they are entitled. Greatconfusionm : 
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{ i ry ition Grant to rail ul ¢ rporation { 
‘ intil a J tic maje appeared i 
t 
l { that |] nd power here 74 
\ i 1 ( ( iks2 and presided ov 
i l ! { ( | c a. a me er ¢ { ( 
( { i tii Lie 1 il that com 
1 i ol ti ( fF pot b ( 
Rep at triol y to 
cure the ) nt to tl v¢ tilroad Un 
caer tl f the it had expi : yme th I 
years ] eital it to forfeit the 
| e W hat | A bill to tl 
ell ich had b referred to the committee, was practically suy 
J ed The Repu i majority refused to report the bill rhey 
L re esolution back to this House declaring it was not in th 
power of Cor » forfeit that grant, and when we offered an ad 
verse report to that resolution and sought to put members upon 
record upon that proposition, the right to bring in a minority report 
was denied on a point of ord r, and every effort to obt in an expression 
of the House on tl ubject was suppressed. They absolutely stifled 
any a n on the bill 
Now cont tthe action i tl R public n ifou ( he Forty seventh 
Con | that of the next, the Forty-eighth Congress, which 
Democrat ind WHICH pas ed bills forfeiting many pl its oflandsto1 
road corporations. It is amusing to hear members say the Republican 
party has ever attempted to forfeit one acre of public land when it has 
been in power here. It is ridiculous and absurd to charge that the 


Democratic party in Congress and the Executive Departments have n 


forfeited and restored tothe public domain 80,000,000 acres since they 


came into power. The most stupendous lie I have heard this year 


emanated to-day from the Republican convention at Chicago in a plank 


in its platform, declaring that the Democratic party has never restored 
ap acre of land to the public domain 


| Here the hammer fell 
} 


Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent that debate on this para 


Mr. JACKSON, I object unless I can have five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman only asks for five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. We had a day of general debate yesterday. I do 


not want to have it reinaugurated to-day. There will be plenty of 
} 1 


time for this kind of discussion before we adjourn. 
Mr. JACKSON. I had no time yesterday. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken t 
chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole Hous¢ 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
Rt. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering appropriation bills; and pending that motion I 
move that all debate upon the paragraph under consideration be closed 
in one-half minute. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr, Speaker, is an amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER, Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move to amend by inserting ‘‘ten minutes” in 
place of ‘‘one-half minute.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the original motion. Before 
the result was announced the following took place: 

Mr. JACKSON. Task for a division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 12. 

Mr. JACKSON, No quorum. 

the SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made the Chair wil 
appoint as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON ] 
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope that point will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. JACKSON. I do not wish to obstruct business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JAcKson] 
has occupied five minutes and has had the privilege of extending his re- 
marks. I think that is all he ought to have and all he can reasonably 
ask, 

[The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House thereupon resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole. 
The debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments is limited 
to one-half minute. 

Mr. RICE, I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows 
Add to ‘he paragraph the follow { 
I t sury of Ind i re rv { 1 to be « 
d ctic fthes retary of the |] rior, } A id f t ‘ 
Lio Lint ct ol reh; Si, entitied "An act to provide i € 
of land grants made by ( to aid int s on of 1 
a e forfe of unearned la i é ‘ 
Mr. RANDALI We have } lt | iph y h re 
S 17 + 1 | 
A ae { 4 I BR deiD ehssivT Ub, > 
RICE. The } ph under consi¢ ition rel] to 
RANDALI Chat is not germane to the raph 
RICE. I think it is germane to the paragraph | int a te 
on it; that is all. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. ¢ man, I contend that thi 
amendment is germane to the paragraph Che paragraph is one m 


z provision for survey 


Mr. RANDALL. Itis not. We have passed that irvey paragraph 


ili 


and are ona paragraph in relation toconfirming private land claims in 
New Mexi 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. For surveying private land claims. 
This paragraph makes provision for surveys. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the difference is that the paragraph which we 


\ 
have passed makes appropriation for public surveys, while this is for 
private land claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You might as well say that one is for 
the survey of mountain lands and the other for the survey of vailey 
lands. Both paragraphs provide for the survey of public lands. 

Mr. RANDALL. Private land claims are not public lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It does not make any difference. 
This paragraph provides for surveying these lands. 


TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The Chairthinks thisamendment would properly 
proper!) 


be in order at the end of the paragraph in relation to the surveys of 


public lands, which has been passed; and the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For topographie surveys in various portions of the United States, in 
the pay of temporary employés in field and in office, the cost of all instri 
apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected there- 
with, $199,000, 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which ] 





: send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
Strike out ‘‘$199,000,”’ in lines 10 and 11, page 50, and insert ‘‘ $270,000.’ 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered to bring 


| the appropriation up to the amountof the estimate for this service. In 
| the Book of Estimates I find that $270,000 is the amount estimated as 
| necessary for topographic surveys in the United States. This bill as 


presented makes appropriation for all the employés of this bureau, 
twelve geologists, two chemists, four geographers, three topographers; 
the whole of the office administrative force is appropriated for, but, sir, 


| when it comes to an appropriation for the field-work—that work which 


is indispensable to the success of the bureau, and without which they 


can do nothing—we find that there is a deduction of $71,000 from the 
amount estimated. Now this deduction can not be made on the ground 
that the management of the bureau is inefficient, because we have the 
highest testimony in our records as to its efficiency. In the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior I find the following: 

I ask special attention to the report of the Director of the Geological Survey 
Apart from the achievements of the bureau as one of the great instrumental 
ties of the advancement of scientific research, I desire toexpress my admiration 
of its organized system for the transaction of business. In order to determine 
whether it was consistent with my duty to sanction the estimates of the Director 
for this bureau, it became necessary for me to look into the details of its prac- 
tical operation. While undertaking to perform this duty I was struck with the 
perfect adaptation of the system to securing eflicient work and rigid economy, 
as well as to fixing by documentary evidence the responsibility for the business 
transacted, and making the documentary and the actual responsibility coin 
dent. 

This is high testimony as to the efficient management of this bureau. 
Now, what will be the effect of reducing thisappropriation? Wehave 
all the scientific officers provided for, but when it comes to making pro- 
vision for field-work, that work which was estimated for by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior after carefully investigating the work of the bureau 
and having his admiration excited by it, when it comes to making pro- 
vision for that work, the appropriation is cut down $71,000. How 
would this money be expended? It would be expended in field-work, 
not in the office here; and in making this reduction we act like a man 
who should construct a factory, employ a superintendent and overseers 
and put in all the necessary machinery, and then, though finding a de- 
mand for his products, should, for the sake of ‘‘ economy,’’ reduce the 
number of his workmen. Without workmen the factory would be less 
productive, and without adequate field-work in the Geological Survey, 
the amount of work that can be accomplished by the whole establish- 
ment will be diminished in that proportion. The Director of this sur- 
vey, in a communication to the Committee on Appropriations, declares 
that— 


The work of the Geological Survey is largely expert work, necessitating the 
employment of specialists, and there are in the colleges and universities of the 
land and in the great mining and metallurgical works of the country many 
learnedand skillful experts whose labors for a week or a month can be secured 
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has been appropriated for some years, and tl 1 
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dissent in the committee on this 
The question being taken on t 
was not agreed to; there being—ayes 12, noes 


The Clerk read as follows 





For geological surveys in the various por ns of t 





the pay of temporary I 
apparatus, and materials, and other necessary 
with, $100,000, 


Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend by 








dred,’’ in the paragraph just read, the word 

8 to make the amount of this appropriation $1: 
Mr. Chairman, ime from t 

ment previously d by me that 

down. I desire, how v to 

in calling the attent th en 

SHEND] to t ct of Congress mak 

Central Railroad Compar It appe 

ing about tte ind I have t 

of the o t I find that in t 

of Illino} pury of aidi 

branches as aforesaid every alte sectio 


under this act of Congress the State of I] 
tee, and had no right to retain asingle acre 
to any other purpose. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman a 
moment? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. My colleague [Mr. T 


peated the statement that in the granting act 
provision that 7 per cent. of the gross ¢ 
be paid to the State of ois. As tl 


statement, I desire distinctly to contr: 
I ttee of the Whole to } rstand 1 thers 
1 limitation in the granting a 


Mr. TOWNSHEND ros 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was not the Demoe1 
time in Illinois I affirm that the ] 
in that State, required the ra 1 cx i 





cent. of its gross earning 
Mr. ROWELL. But the gentilem lt 
ing act made that requ nent; ; tate 


as the gentleman’s statement this morn 








Mr. ATKINSON. I line to yield furthe 
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} ) thu lings upon that re tion They have the use 
of hic I ] j ‘ I ( rutive properti Uy i 
{ ; j t ems as the hit wa itended the United 
t 0 30 Yin Qo ering together nd } ) 
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house rstand that the proprietors of these instituti 
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< I ( ition and the representati I t c% 
V not l ] ed over this 1 I 
< »>m j es hot wate 
‘ I I ) ty or th ip} ; 
t i r for ied upon the reservation ) 
0 t ( t Hot Springs Mountain I sh thin! 
the iter flow would bea ( quarter to e-ha 
e of t) the elsand bath tuated. 
Tl t ‘ e Gove nt It has been |e d tem- 
pp i { i bat » those who have ¢« ected 
i | t l‘or this use the Ge nent of the United States 
¢ rent All the bath-houses with one or two ex ption 
1 lat base of but at the north end of what i 
mwoas W 1 avel al avenue of the city, they have 
two ¢ LUTE nstan » water to be conve 1 to bath- 
Oo! y 1 t} r¢ rvat n 
I . h exte! considerable extent 
hiot have 11 vation: Dut no hot 
ter j to it all It is going t 
t t } ns to these reservoirs 
and t which is not used go 
Into t bic Spr wasted, Now. it v 3 
{ i that it w best to 
( aant 1 ater, to store it at 
1 th end t passed off and used 
in t | h end of the city 
NI BUCH i} AN I Fr 
MT} OV I. of Indian No, sir: I 1 come to that in a mo- 
hie 
At the north end of the city they are already supplied. Aiong the 
base of the mountains they are amply supplied, At the south end of 
the city there is no hot- er supply at all, and this water is g of 
to waste. Now, the United States in all instances rents the use of its 
reservation and the use of its water from the Hot Springs, and the pm 
pose is t charge water-rents for the additional supply that sto be t 
nished by this appropriation. The object of the appropriation is to 
resel ‘ p of water to accommodate additional bath-houses, fox 
which the ¢ nment is to collect rents, and the fact is that by those | 
rents the G rnment will not only reimburse this outlay, but will 
make a profit beyond. More than that, 1 understand it is provided 
t ‘ rents to charged by the Government for the batl 
id the hotel l ncreased. 
trom the information which I have I know that the Government can 
increase its income there by 10 I nt., and I understand that it in 
tends to do so tas soon: t} , pi nt leas expire, he object of 
th pproy 1, therefore, mply to reservoir this water and sell 
and year, | i au i¢ tinie, the Governnient can rel 
yurse elf for t ent ( Furthermai it is an outrage to 
vt north end of the ci o monopolize the use of this hot water. 
rze part of the southern portion of the city is totally unsup 
rriic ind people who have to go to the hotels there have to take th 
: t 1 walk a co lerable distance to reach the baths 
tl ! th « i the custome of the Arlington and other ho ; 
‘ n under the roofs of the hotels into a bath-h 
I | never Was r more proper than th ppro 
I tio! 
Mi NDALL. The statements of the gentleman from Indiana 
\ ! tre so clear and conclusive 1 I hope so sat 
to the gentleman ftom New Jersey, that will not detain the committe 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Thephysical facts I was acquainted with before. 
I have been there, and I know the topography of the whole region. 
Bat I would like to know under what Department of the Government 
t] s f renting out the water is conducted ? 
Mr. a \} nder the Secretary of the Interior 
M CHANAN I never knew before that the Government had 
{ vater business. I knew that it had been in the whisky 
busi sforalongtime. [Laughter. ] 
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RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 21, 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 


BROWNE] has very clearly and fully stated the situation of this ma 





t I simply want to add that these new bath-houses are to be sup- 
plied with water as the existing ones are, at muchatub. I believe tl 
charge is to be $40. Under the regulations a hotel can not have less thar 


ten, nor more than fifty tubs 


This appropriation is in the in 
omy of the water, and itis also designed to accommodate the public 








the hotel people a I trust, therefore, that the amendment of 
the gentleman trom New Jersey will be withdrawn. 
Mr. J HA AN I withdraw the amendment 
rhe Clerk read ; LOLLOY 
EDUCAT IN A SKA 
I { ed f th I ‘ 4 
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‘ir VICCOMA i desire to « ent woh 1i send to 
t des} 
Line rK read is 10 le ws 
! out ‘ ay, 4 md ZZ i sert 3 
‘ f ati th ‘ i t [ \ 1 
\ ty etor S50) nd for th t al t | 
ths es at ustrial schoo I laska th fundt 
t Alaska to ti < t i the bur < I ‘ I 
t 8 Drescri da l » be r d he S« etarv « t li i 





ihe W no obijer n lit was so ordered 
Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman 1 
propriations to say that the remark 


for education in Alaska is not the 
iid the other day, is it the fault of 
rhe situation is such now that everyl 
and yet nobody has tried to appro 


the fault of the D partment o! 





ing its estimates. 
Che Secretary of the [nteri r re 


O00 heretofore given for the educati 

















in Alaska the further sum of $50 
school age in the general schools wit 

Mr. Chairman, that sum of $40,000 what [ am now contending 
for. I presume that nobody will oppose the giving of the $20,000 and 
the $25,000, and I simply appeal to this House, as a matter of human 
ity, to give the whole $50,000 instead of the $25,000 which is proposed 
to be allowed by this bill. 

This Territory has no representative here. There is no politics in 
this matte But up yonder in the land of the midnight sun are 39 
000 people, 27,000 of them being indians, 5,000 white people, and th 
rest Aleuts, civilized and intelligent. There are 5,000 children o 
school age, of whom only 1,700 are now attending scl 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR Will the ger n allow me to repeat : 
statement which has been made to me statement which calls for a 


reply, if any can be had? A gentleman who has been intimately ac- 
quainted with the schools in Alaska and all the affairs of that Terri- 


tory told me recently that the schools are entire failures in this respect 





Chat the young children are allowed to go to school for the purpose of 


eetting rid of them, but just as soon as the girls come to the age o 








womanhood they are taken away from the schools by their mothe 
and sold for purposes of prostitution. This, he informed me, is the 
extent of the whole business. Iam not responsible for his statement 


for I have no personal knowledge on the si et. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For any statements I may make I have tli 
thority of Rev. Sheldon Jackson, the nt in charge of the schools 
there, and also the authority of the Commissioner of Education, who, 
since the passage of the last appropriation bill, went to Alaska unde: 
the order of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the way most of the 
paying salaries and in going back and forth. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, sir; not as respects the matter now under con- 

It is not the fault of the Secretary of the Interior that 
Alaska is pretty far from Washington. Butitis the fault of this House 
the compact we have made in regard to the care of that Terri 
leave those people to take care of themselves because that 
s 5,000 or 6,000 miles distant. 
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money is used—in 


eration, 














In y to the statement referred to by the gentleman from Ohio 
Mi \ B. TAYLor] I will say that the trouble in that country i: 
rather with polygamy than with the system of prostitution. It is 
sught now to obviate that trouble by sending out there mar i school 
teachers. Missions have been established there by the Catholics, the 


Moravians, the Presbyterians, and possibly other denominations, and 
the Russian Greek Church flourishes. There is abundant proof to 
justify a denial of the statement of the informant of the gentleman from 
Ohio; and this denial should certainly be sufficient as against the in- 
formation of one man who traveled in Alaska, and who perhaps ob 
tained his information from somebody else, for the chances are that hx 
went there in the sammer time, when there was no school, and did not 
ascertain personally the facts. 

What are the facts? Of five thousand children in that Territory who 
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The Clerk read as follows: 














For macadamizing roads at Fort Leavenworth, § 0, to be expended under 
t direction of tl Secretary of War 
Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order there is no law author- 
rsuch an amendment ? 
Mr. MORRILI Does the Chair sustain the point of order ? 
The CHAIRMA? The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kansas 
on the point of ordex 
Mr. MORRILL. I have no desire to make any remarks on the sub 
The CHAIRMA? i { tains the point of order and rul 
e amen I out 
I ( read follov 
\ i For cc plet le] yr the old Pri ice 
I ! y, $85 ] Secretary of War shall cause th 
} vy York City of the old Produce Exchanges 
t < ied wit ssary dela and to fac tate the 
l exper tures upon the s i shall be subic to t 
oO r rect of t - y of War 
Mr. RANDALL. I move, « n page 65, line] », afterthe word ‘* same,’’ 
to insert ‘‘including those riations for the support of 





th Army.’ 


ibmit this amendment under direction of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. It is in accordance with the recommendation of the Se 
retary of War. 
The amendn it was agreed to 











fixtures, supple d general repa 
Mr. MOR I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after line pag 
I i, That wheneve tis in the terest of economy ¢ o 
Off 8s authorized in his discretion to rent wires in telegrap é nd spar 





€ 
conductors in submarine telegraph cables owned by corporations or private in- 











aividauais 
for the rent the discretion of the Chief Signal Officer, of two wires be- 
t en the signal ice in the city of n Francisco, Cal.,and Black Point, $100, 
For the rental, in the discretion of the Chief Signal Officer, of a conductor in 
the bmarine cable between Fort Pointand Lime Point, across the Golden 





Gate, at San Franc 0, Cal., $600, 

Mr RANDALL. make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for the amendment 
arises out of the following state of facts: An appropriation was made 
in the Forty-ninth Congress for building a line of telegraph from San 
I’ranciseco to Point Reyes for the purpose of transmitting weather re- 
ports and other Government messages to San Francisco. Contracts 
were made for a line from the opposite side of the bay from San Fran- 
cisco to Point Reyes. It was then supposed that the Signal Office would 
nave the use of the Government cable from Black Point to Alcatraz, 
and then all that would be required to complete the line across the 
Golden Gate would be a short line of cable from Alcatraz to the main 
land. Within three months this Government cable between Alcatraz 
ind Black Point has parted. On investigation by the Signal Office it 
has been determined that it would be more economical to rent spare 
rs rather than to repair the present Government cable. The 
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conduet 
































Signal Officer calls attention to that fact in the following language in his 
annual report to the Secretary of War: 
Congress appropriated the sum of $2,500 forthe purpose of buildinga line from 
~ oF s to Rey . ination amounted to but one- 
ioft original est t 1ether the line can be built L 
i San Jo While the Point Reyes to a point 
on the Pa ia iy, tl i uphie communication | 
en ] R sand San Frat itavery st, itis doubtful whet 
the entire line could be built, since the wording of the law would certainly 1 
q i 
It has en suggested that one of t spare conductors of the Western U 
between Fort Winfield Seott : to could be rented; but thisi t 
tie e unless special ruth Ze y Congress, since the Treasury officials 
1! not pass vouchers for the renting of other lines unless thereis a sj ifie ap- 
] priation for that purpose 
fhe Government system of cablesin San Francisco Harbor has been most ex 
pensive, and, so far, unsatisfactory. The cable between PointSan Jos¢and Al 
catraz Island has already cost this office nearly $3800. Itis almost four years 
e the cable was laid, ar been in operation less than one-half the time 
uated as the cable to Al iz is, in a line where strong currents pres land 
where vessels frequently, choice or necessity, anche it results that the 
chances of brea ve are very seriously enhanced PheeChief Signal Officer is 
of the opinion that a cable can not be economically maintained between Alca- 
traz Island and Fort Mason, evé f a new cable should be laid between those 
points, al it is doubtful w ther the old one would longer serve the purpos 
nee it has been broken and underrun three times. Proposals have been 


vited, however, for the repair and maintenance of this cable, which will soon 
be in working o I 


MB 


I also call attention to a letter addressed to me on this same sul 


IGNAL Orrick, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, April 13, 1888, 





My Dear’ Referring to the Point Reyes telegraph line, which, under the 
law, is to be built to San Francisco via Point San José, I regret toinform you 
that the submarine cable from the latter point to Alcatraz Island, and which 
was to have been an important and necessary link in the line, has for the fourth 
time been broken, presumably by a ship’s anchor, as in all other instances, and 
within less than three months after the last repairs had been made. 

Chis only confirms what the Chief Signal Officer’s experience and familiarity 
wiih the subject had led him to anticipate, as will be seen by reference to my 
annual report for 1887, a copy of which I inclose for your information, and to 
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i the marked portion of which, on page 35, your attention is respectfully invited. 
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This company is the Pacific Bell 


erection of the lines upon their poles. The best terms that could 
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I ) < th ary War « t 

I ( i Li i I mn i 

) oO ( t Loe 
‘ ‘ i~e i i ; y \ < i \ 
te 1 Lik ri01 } } > ¥ 
c ) T op { ‘ 
‘ 4 ; 4 at i? 4 ‘ 
' 
\ ‘ ntendent 1 | ! ry 
] ) 1 tl I ne ate I j ’ 
t to 1 ( ale t in o i lial ¢ t 
1 } r jor t ing Be 
INI | had : te or any recommendat 
i id hesitate before making the point of order; but 
j e tp point « ord | through the bill on every mat 
' h toit, I do not li to mak n exception in this ca 
Br do to ntlem from Illinois | Mr. ANDERSON | -that 
ré 1endation i connection with the cemetery, so 
that can ta t ubject up under the rule, I will see that it is 
lly « dered. He o to the Senate in the mean time a 
ao nat 1s | bth 
I ANDER fIllinois. Mr. Chairman, I will say that I have 
lett from the tary of War in which he suggested this method 
[ went before the Committee on Military Affairs with the paper In 
man they have been lost I madedili t search for them, but 
I yunt of the shortness of notice - 

Ir, RANDAI You can get them duplicated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Thisis not subject to the point of order, it seen 
to me, because we are already employing superintendents for cemete 
ies throughout the country. Here is acemetery- 

ir. ANDERSON, of Illinois. A national cemetery. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would prefer to have the gentieman from Illi- 

nois adopt the course I have sugyested to him. He will find no obstacle, 


s I 
I think, putin his way; certainly not by me, and I think the Com 
mittee on Appropriations will put no obstacle in his way. 
if there is a cemetery there they ought to have a superintendent. 

j Suppose we putit in now, and if you find there 


Of course 


Ir. SPRINGER. § 
is anything wrong about it you can take it out. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman asks me to break a fixed rule. 
Let the gentleman go over to the Senate and put it in, and I wil 
object to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER 

Mr. RANDALL. 


XT 
vir. A 


The gentleman has lost th Ts. 
I have no papers. 
NDERSON, of Illinois. 


count of a local trouble the 


The reason of the removal was on ac- 


re. We had asuperintendent there before 


Mr. RANDAL! I do not know anything about the merits of th 
cy C. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinoi Certainly not; but you have my 
word for it. 

Mr. RANDALL, Of course I would take your word. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It seems to me if we were entitled 
to it previ to the removal of the soldiers’ home we ought to have 
it now, and I hope the House will vote for it 

ir. MANSUR. I would ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
that by unanimous consent this amendment be agreed to. They had 





&® superintend 


should not be 


t for a number of y There is no reason why he 
rovided for. This bill gives superintendents to ceme 


urs. 


i 
teries where there are not one-fifth of the number of soldiers buried 
that are buried here. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is the point 
rder made by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
Mr. MANSUR. Iam making this appeal for his benefit. 


. This is a matter of administration. We have 
1at is estimated for. 
NGER. The point 
j DALI The Chair 
Mr. SPRINGER. ‘There are 
Ww doe t ion & superinter 


HOU assi 


of order does not apply to this case. 
will determine that. 

numbers of these cemeteries, and the 
ident to each one, but leaves the as- 


signment to the Secretary of War. 
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MI AND ON, of I ‘ 

is a i le pol ted I 

WAS ; ; atid 
bd ; : i 
i} ‘ ] ! ‘ 
In ren 1 him ‘ 
’ : 
I I \ Lu. 7 ) 
dment } yosed th 1] ] 

M NDERSON, of Ili 

lend ] ] 0 so | I 
iil 

RA DALI oA 1 enar 
ANDERSON, « i I 
- ) nu r ¢ ey ‘ i i | bik 
< 7 ) 

i ATT I will ask th 
priations whetl r he made the poii 

tn entle in ii 1 Jilimois? 

‘Ii RANDALL. I did, be ius¢ j 
from the Department about this. I as] 1p] 
might secure that information, and, that bein ired, there 
no obstacle thrown in the way of their having : 1pé 
that cemetery, or any other in the United States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I move to strike out, in li 
words ‘‘seventy-three’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-four,’’ and » tol ' 
1e appropriation, in lines 22 and 23, $60,720. 

Mr. LAIRD. I wish to say to the « f t Comn 
Appropriations that in the Military Committee this matter has 
ncidentally investigated, and we have sor information as t 
I iber of interments in this cemetery and to nec ity of 
this officer, or some one, to take cl 

. RANDAL! Is it proposed to p 
r. LAIRD. Oh, no 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sit That p lance was not und 
administration. 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the Chair 1 

[The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt to what would 

| correct ruling on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinoi | 
will submit it to the committee. 

The amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of I Ce 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I find 1 t ° 
graph of the printed bill After line 24, r gy 
soldiers,’’ there should be i Ll “for « or) i 
nishing headstones for unmarked 8, sail ‘ 
marin 

The amendment was agreed 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

Maintenance of roadways to national ce¢ ries: ] t ! l 
ways to national cemeteries which ! ! l i i 
of Congress, $10,000, 


Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment at 
this point, and also to have letter from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


read a 


Page 75, insert “for repairing roadway to National Cemetery at Fort 


Kans., $5,000,” 
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5472 CONGRESSIOD 
ere biecte ‘ ( iis District of Columbia id we desired 
t t! I to that exten 
] J RQUHA \ » the expel mutside of tt e, we have 
found in tl te of Ne Y it t le 1] 340 yw, in thi 
expe e ¢ \\ hnington, 1 ret alone \ 1 $25 is bey 1 
I conjecture 
Mr. RANDAITI I expense for dig e grave or other 
like incidental « | 25 18 p l r the direction of the 
Secretary « } usked for by 1 Grand Army of the 
Republie, ¢ thie j f it is to relieve th treasury in the Dis- 
trict of Colu ! 1 t! burden. I do not believe the gent leman 
rom New You ir. FARQUHAR] is in favor of any unnecessary out 
Mr. FARQUHAI Notatall. I donot mean any extravagant ou 
Jay But I do say if the State of New York has not been able to get 
l with less than $40, I do not see how in an expensive city like 
t is p ible to t along with $25. 
Mr. RANDALL. This is a new step, and if after it has gone into 
ct it discé ed that the amount is not 


‘ ufficient Iam ready at 
the next session to change it and make the appropriation sufficient for 
the purpose; but we are advised by those who un lerstand the matter 
1 D2 1 that will be needed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I only speak from the experience of those mem- 
Grand Army of the Republic who have been compelled to 
put their hands into their own pockets to pay these expenses. In the 


State of New York the amount is $40. 


Mr. RANDALL. If we had fixed the amountat $50, no doubt some 

( eman would rise and say it oui to be S75. 
FARQUHAR. If you putit at $40 you will find no one will 
t or ask that it shall be increased to a higher figure. When the 
whole amount is only $1,000, it seems to me to be small arithmetic in- 


tead of $40 making it $25. An indigent soldier is not a pauper. 


Mir. RANDALL. We have been generous as far as the Union s 
cier is concerned 

Mr. FARQI Hi AR. I am willing to say that, and especially in ref- 
erence to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], chair- 


n of the Cor mitt e on Appropriations, who was a soldier himself. 

1 will not indulge in economy in reference to this 

matter, which seems to be small arithmetic when the whole amount is 

$1,000. 

RANDALL. I understand the gentleman to characterize this 

nall business. Now, I do not think such language should be 
1 by gentlemen on this floor. 

Ir. FARQUHAR. The gentleman is mistaken. Imerely said that 

ven the whole cost was only $1,000 it see ned to me to be a small 


But I hope rentleme! 


1 of arithmetic to fix the amount at $25 instead of $40. 
Ir. MCCOMAS. I was sitting between the gentleman from Penn- | 


ania and the gentleman from New York, and heard what was said 
by both, and am satisfied they misunderstood each other. 

RANDALL. Such language is not such as should be used in a 
legislative body, and there is no justification for it. 

FARQUHAR. I did not use the language in any such sense as 
that attributed to it by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I mer ly 

(when the whole amount involved was $1,000 it seemed to be a 

Il piece of arithmetic. 

Ir. MCCOMAS. ‘The gentlemen have misunderstood each other. 
Chey are trying to reach the same point, and that is to provide for the 
proper burial of the indigent Union soldier. No one will say that gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber have favored anything else in 
re t to Union soldiers. 

it illustrates the value of my amendment. From the statement I 
hold in my hand it appears the proper burial of a Union soldier in this 
District will reacl* a higher figure than is here provided. It is true 
they have ample ground at Arlington for the burial of Union soldiers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you not see the advantage of putting them at 
\rlington, where we have perpetual protection for the graves of the 

ildiers of the Government? If they were scattered about in private 
teries they uld be left without care and unprotected. 
So I have stated, that if they were scattered in 


Mr. McCOMAS. 
private cemeteries they would not have the protection which they will 
have buried at the national cemetery at Arlington. Whether Jew or 
Gentile, Catholic or Protestant, in that immense place there will be 
found consecrated ground for all, and where all will be properly cared 
for and protected. 

Now as to the amount. We have made a careful inquiry, and the 
department commander, Colonel Lincoln, and others, have given the 
information which I am satisfied is reliable, and which indicates that 

10 is th e minimum sum that will be available for this purpose. If 
you include only the coffin, you will find the price running from $30 
to $35. 4 hen besides you must include the hearse and the shroud for 
the body of the indigent soldier of the Union who dies here; and when 


all these are included you can not possibly inter him in any sort of 


proper manner short of at least $40. You can not put a decent shroud 


about his body, you can not put him into a coffin, you can not geta 
hearse to take him to his grave across the river at Arlington, and put 
It may be as much as 


his body under the sod for less than that sum. 


NAL RECORD— 





s claimed in this paper, $60; but Tam « ‘al, as the chairman of the 
| « mimittee says, not to go beyond a proper limit in making such an 
appropriation. 

I believe that $40 will be sufficient. But one thing is certain, we 
can not get it done for less than $40; and consider the cost of the shroud, 
th« ffin, the hearse, and the transfer of his body to the grave, and 
you can not haggle it and make it less by one penny than $40. 7 
amendment, therefore, is as small a sum as should he ap propri: rtex 

} al id Tl yelieve that it is the correetamount. The addition of my friend 


1 





here on the right [Mr. FARQUHAR], to apply it to the other cemeteries 
I think is wrong. 
the sum at $40. 


I ask the House to accept the amendment fixing 





Mr. RYAN. a Pp se 90 for this. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If th Seba is willing to do so, I will agree t 
accept $50, but I a hey make sure and get $40. 

Mr. WILLIAM I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that in Ohio we 
have a law to inten ‘indig nt soldiers of the Union, and fixed the sum 
originally at $35. Iwas on the committee for the disbursement of 
this money for some years, and I never found it suflicient to provide 
a decent coffin and hearse for the soldier. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. "And a uniform to put him in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Did that include the ground ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; we allowed nothing for digging the grave. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or for the ground ? 

Mr. WILL pAMB. No, sir. I think the amendment « 
vail. Ifyou bury the indigent soldiers of the war of 1861, 
decently, or not atall. Let the people do it. 

RANDALL. I want to say, in answer to what has been stated 
by the gentleman from Ohio, that there has been on the part of every 
member of the*Committee on Appropriations, and it was unanimou 
on the subject, a purpose to do exactly what is right and liberal in this 
particular. I must confess that it is a little irritating, to me at leas 
to have gentlemen coming here and proposing amendments in larger 
sums, and undertake to reflect upon the C Committee on Appropri: tions 
for trying to keep expenditures within reasonable limits. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want it understood, Mr. Chairman, now, that 
I have made no reflection whatever upon the committee. I believe 
that they have undertaken to do, with the information they had be- 
fore them, just what was right and proper. It was only a matter of 
information; and whenever it is shown to a committee of the Hous: 
that the sum fixed in the bill is not sufficient, and that it should be 
increased to the $40 asked in this amendment, then it is proper 
incidental information in support of the amendment should be given, 
and when so given there ought to be no objection on the part of th: 
commiitee. When I stated that if the Union soldiers are to be buried 
at all, they should be buried decently, I made no reflection upon th 
committee, and I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania is a little 
tender upon the subject in accepting it in that light. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, rather than have—because some 
of us in the committee are peculiarly situated in connection with the 
Union soldiers—any misapprehension existing in regard to the attitude 
of any one of the committee I shall yield my assent to the amx -ndment. 
I do not want to have any one of these gentlemen placed in an incor- 
rect position, because I know theirimpulse is to yield everything in this 
connection that could be desired. And so if the House wants $40 let 
them have it, as far as the committee is concerned. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think it is only proper that I should say that the 
information I have here came since the committee passed the bill. 

Mr. MAISH. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no other objection. 

The amendment of Mr. McComas was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Pacific branch: For maintenance of six hundred members, at $150 per 
annum each, $90,000; 

For out-door relief and incidental expenses, $28,650; 

In all, $1,987,944.60. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer the amendment I send to the de 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 14, insert: 

‘* For the completion of the construction of the Pacific branch of the National 
Soldiers’ Home.” 

Mr. LAIRD. Is that where the point of order comes in? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, this is an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Was there not a bill passed by your committee for 
this purpose, a separate bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will hear 
the statement I wish to make, he will see that we had no jurisdict tion 
to formulate a bill, but I am glad the gentleman seems to confess the 
propriety of this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I confess nothing at all. 
is. The gentleman runs too fast. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. InthelastCongress, Mr. Chairman,the House 
passed a bill providing for the establishment of a national home to be 
known as the Pacific Home west of the Rocky Mountains. An appro- 
priation was made for it which falls more than $100,000 below what is 
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actually needed for the construction of the necessary buildings for the CHAIRMAN. Debat the pending tis t 
- ‘ mmodation of the applicants M OWNSI ) les to t 
ir. RANDALL [ re rve the point of order M RANDAI : tw t 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is too late to make the point of orde I i CHAIRMAN ihe ( c t 
have been debating the uestion ft son time I do not t kt ( ud VS 
point of order will lie, anyhow. 
Mr. RANDALL. I did not know what the amendment 
Mr. rOW NSHEND I was I id from th Clerk’s desk \ 
Mr. RANDALL It never was read that I know of I would like M 
to near it ; - . 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk read it a few moments ago . ae 
» CHAIRMAN The Clerk will report the amendment 
M rOWNSHEND Mr. Chairman, | object to being taken off t \ RANDAI ( 
floor in thisway. Iam occupying the {loo Commit \y { 
rhe CHAIRMAN The Chait ls that tl gentle { ‘has 
taken off the floor. to 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam taken off the floor on the demand of t! ted 
rentleman from Pennsylvania that the amendment be read ag ited { tof 
Che Clerk commenced to read the amendment t t 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will suspend The gent! an fi ( 
[Illinois is entitled to the floor. I th x 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Lhe ar 1iment Is } 1 and simple I t Ist « 
‘ about to state the reasons for it when I was interrupted it is offer : } p 
for this reason: During tl last Congress an appropriation w r. TOWNSHEND \Ir. ( 
for the establishment of a national soldiers’ home west of the | ‘ 
Mountains, It was finally located in Les Ang les Count: Ca ) ent | 
Mr. MORROW. Santa Monica. t that = 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Che appropriation that was made has fa ! i at tl} | 
over $100,000 below w tis actually needed f the purcha ) \ 
and for the erection of the necessary buildings Che president 
Board of Management of the Soldiers’ Home Crene | Frank , t ‘ ‘ 
a dressed a letter to the chairman of the Committ on Appropriat t t 
| some timeago, urging that this appropriation be embraced 
civil bill, but the Committee on Appropriations have ignored t 


quest, m to <« t 
Mr. RANDALL. We have no law , in 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Donotinterruptme. Waituntil I gett 
I will give the gentleman an opportunity to rep ( ( t t 
The CHAIRMAN Lh : 
a Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will ask the Clerk to read the letter that ( 

















addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations I ¢ 
not know why the committee did not make this appropriation ! t 1) 
letter f will indicate the necessity for it t | t t the y 
Ihe Clerk read as follows 3 ld ente “t} ‘ 
. Il rp, CONN { 8 ) 
Sin: Congress at 3 last session « lt ird vi ) ( 
Tilome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to esta 1a ra 1 < t ‘ 
liome for Disabled Volunteer Sold s one of the St 3 Ww t 
Mountains, and appropriated $1 f t 
Since the law was passed the board is rocu i Wa 20 1 fora ce ( “ i é t t 
for the branch,and has | iexam i t { cy i 
cilities made, and has had designs and estimates f i lildings 7 
rATPMA. ( 
t has now $135,000 avatlable for ¢ tio t ) } I “4 f 
barracks, housing cight hundred and seventy-five ort e hundred nw f t ( 
$171,000, A ing hall and kitchen cost $45, la bo : ‘ 
tl 1 s i y ‘ st 
| ‘ the ba ean 5 l : 
h ected, 11 W it 
ir ~ 
r { ind 
lH 2 ‘ ‘ ' 
“al i y bol t l i 
t ) 
¥ \ B RANKLI> 
5 I IR ! VW , ) § 
*% rT : 
5 Ion. SAMUEL J. RA 4 
( t wan <A} ( j f _ ; , 
i dD. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Now, Mr. Chai n, it will be seer 
é | Here the hammer fell. i 
Mr. RANDALL. Now I make the po ‘ er. NDALI 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not finished emarks 1 { the amend 
The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes to which the gentleman w i CHAIRMA) ( { { i dist 
entitled have expired. idin ethe 1 ’ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise against the point of order the it th ned , : of 7 
it comes too late. nsti 1 ( ‘ 
Mr. RANDALL. Before the gentleman ga me any opportun ) > b 
know what the amendment was or its effect he began to spea \I fTOWNSHEND ed 
» Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk read the amendment. t zt 
' Mr. RANDALL [ had no opportun tv of knowing wl t ; noneyv. but . 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk read the amendment. 
Mr. RANDALI { do not want terrupted ' t 
\ Mr. Chairman, the act authorizing yme Came from the 4@filit dw ' \ 
: Committee. It was passed at the sion of Congres I * . ean a 
| correctly advised, in that act a sum was fixed The Committee on riation t f ‘ ito t 3 
Appropriations informed General Franklin that they had no power t hill Iv 1 t Co Approp 
: . . . " oe I 
recommend anything in that connection It was necessary for t know that on ¢ bill brought into the 


law to be changed in connection with the limit me ‘ omittee there were 
‘ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to the gent 


’ 
eman r to th ‘ ww offered 





i, ee 





CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. RANDALL lo sustain my position I want to show that the 
gent in himseli 1 his own committee reported last session a bill 
of th ‘ cter for the construction of additional barracks. They 
br ht i 1d distinct bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I concede all that the gentleman claims in 
that case. Lhe bi nay have emanated from the Committee on Mi 
tary Affau i 

Mr. RANDALL. It is another act to which I now refer. 


+ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND not 


proy 


I do 


care what committee reports a bil 
when the law 





iding for the construction of a public building 






hi 
been passed and there is need for repairs, or for an addition to the 
building, the Committee on Appropriations takes jurisdiction of th« 
matter and the letters and « mates coming to the House from the D« 
partment are all sent to that committee, because it is the only com 
mittee having jurisdiction of the matter. j 
Mr. RANDALL Il ask for the reading of the act which I send to 











the Clerk’s desk. I object to this dumping of matters from other com- 
‘ | 
mittees into the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Clerk read as follows } 
| 
An act mal “ iations for additional barracks at the Southertr ort | 
western, and Wester: branches of the National H« » for Disabled Volunteer | 
Poidiers, | 
| 
Be it enc rh he sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any | 
__' | 
money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the | 
direction of a board of managers in the construction and equipment of addi- | 
tional barracks or quarters f lisabled veterans at the Southern, Northwestern, 
and Western branches of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
located at Hampton, Milwaukee, and Leavenworth, respectively, 
Approved June 
Mr: RANDALL, That is a case exactly in point with this, wher 


separate bill was introduced 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now let me call attention to the fact that the | 
law which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has just caused to be read 
provides no plan for the building, and fixes no Jimit. It simply pro- 
vides that a certain building shall be constructed and a certain amount | 
of money appropriated. 

Mr. RANDALL 

The CHAIRMAN 

I 


man from Illinois | Mr. 


act, 


l'o execute the provisions of the 
The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
TOWNSHEND | to the closing language of the 
viously read. Atter making the appropriation i 


t 
and by them expended in carrying out the provisions of 


section whi 
continue 
this act.’’ 


i was pre 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. That fixes no limit upon the amount which 
may be appropriated. It simply designates a certain sum to carry out 
the law, but there is no limitation similar to that frequently put in 
other bills of this character that the whole cost shall not exceed a cer- 
tainsum. There is no such language in thatlaw. It authorizes the 
ereciion of this home, and appropriates a certain sum of money to 


carry out the law, but provides no limit at all upon the aggregate cost 
of the building. No plan is designated by the act. My judgment is 
that even if the point of order were made in time, this amendment is 
in order, because it proposes simply to finish the construction of a build- 
ing already authorized by law and upon the cost of which no limit has 

been placed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion that the effect of the 
amendment would be to change existing law as to the construction of 
this building, and is compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. MAISH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 12, page following 

“That the sum of 00 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, for the erection of monuments or tablets for the proper mark- 
ing of the positions of each of the commands of the regular Army of the United 
States, including the Berdan Sharp-shooters, engaged at the battle of Gettys 
burgh, and for the restoration and care of the grounds, monuments, and tablets 
of said battle-field. 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MAtsH] on the point of order. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, this proposition has been recommended | 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. It will be observed that this | 
bill contains, on page 76, a paragraph headed *‘ Monuments or tablets | 
at Gettysburgh,’’ providing 

That the appropriation of $15,000, made by the act approved March 3, 1887, for 
the erection of Monuments or memorial tablets for the proper marking of the 
position of each of the commands ofthe regular Army engaged at Gettysburgh, 
be, and the same is hereby, made available for the purchase of land upon which 
to erect the monuments and tablets. 


86, insert the 


£50 ( 





That appropriation of $15,000 being thus devoted to the purchase of 
land, no money whatever is left for the purchase of monuments and 
tablets to mark the positions of the regular troops. I offer this amend 
ment so as to provide funds for purchasing such monuments and tab- 
lets; and I inelude the Berdan Sharp-shooters, because they were fo: 
the time being a part of the regular Army. The propriety of this prop- 
osition, after the $15,000 heretofore appropriated has been made avail- 
able for the purchase of real estate only, seems to me very apparent. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman misconceives, I think, the object 
the Depa ecard. Congress appropriated last year 
»,000 for the object for which the gentleman now proposes an appro- 


of tment in this r 


$1 
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excec one- maintaining each inmate of a Nationai 

| Soldiei yme; and to meet this expe! or the next fiseal y« the s f 
O0,f '18 hereby appre ited, 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order we have passed that 


| of Managers is in favor of granting outdoor relief, and the Secretary of 





JUNE 21, 


The Department this year has not asked any ad- 





priation of $50,000. 
ditional appropriation, but has simply requested that part of the $15,000 
| already appropriated may be used in the purchase of the land where the 
( re to place these monuments. Noadditional appropriation has | 
1. We have passed the paragraph of the bill to which the gentk 
! has referred, and the committee has done in this connection all 
that the Department has asked. 

Mr. MAISH. Ofcoursethe gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RAN- 
DALL] is correct in saying that the Committee on Appropriations has 
not been asked for more than has already been appropriated; but t] 

| Committee on Military Affairs has been asked for even more than t! 


sum proposed in my amendment. It seems to me that this is a suita 


ble place to make the appropriation. 


Mr. RANDALL. There is no law authorizing this appropriat 
Mr. MAISH. I had hoped there would be no objection to it. 
Mr. RANDALL. It is altog ther out of pl Cc here, We have riven 


for this purpose all the money the Department has asked. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the amendment proposes 
a new provision of law, and is out of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend by inserting, after line 12, pags 
88, the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That where State homes for the recé on of disabled Union volunteer sol- 


United States shall hereafter pay to the States 


maintained therein 
} \ 


ave been established, the 
homes an amount for each soldier 
half of the cost o 





such 


the 








part of the bill where the amendment would be 


The CHAIRMAN, 
taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 


germane. 
The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
bill through. 

the gentleman makes the point the 





I am struggling to get the 
C understand l 
t} 


endment comes too late, that the part has been passed where it 
would be in order. 4 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thatis one point, and the other is that it changes 4 
‘xisting law. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point of o1 3 





der, if he wishes it. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I hope the ntleman will withdraw his point 
| of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is wel! & 
taken, t 
Mr. ATKINSON. I shall not insist upon it, but will offer the ! 
lowing amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: é 
After line 10, page 88, insert: “* For outdoor relief, $50,000 
ir. ATKINSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, while the existing law pro r 
vides thatappropriations may be made for outdoor relief, no amount is j 


fixed except in the appropriation bill for last year. The amount in 
the pengling bill differs from the amount appropriated last year. 
if this point is well taken on the theory that the amount is fixed in the 
existing appropriation for the current year, then this appropriation as 
found in the pending bill is subject to the same point of order. Tho 
existing law provides there shall be an appropriation for outdoor relief. 
The point of order was made in the Forty-ninth Congress, but was over- 
ruled by the Chair and the amendment was considered and voted down. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point I make is we have passed away from 
that part of the bill, and, even if it were germane, the amendment is 
not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late, as the commit- 
tee had passed to a subsequent paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have given every dollar recommended for this 
purpose. 

Mr. ATKINSON. My attention was not directed to the reading at 
the time or I would have submitted the amendment before the com- 
mittee passed away from the paragraph. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will withdraw his pointof order against this amendment 
and allow it to come in. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have given every dollar asked by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. ATKINSON. These men are entitled to the relief which they 
ask for. There may be those who can not avail themselves of the re- 
lief afforded at the Soldiers’ Homes. The recommendation of the Board 


mo, 


pesos 


War recommends that their suggestion shall be carried out. Therefore 
I think this House should consider the proposition to increase the ap- 
propriation to give these soldiers the relief they are entitled to, 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will read the report of the Board 
of Managers, which is embraced in the report of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations on this bill, he will find that we have given every dollar 
asked for by the Board of Managers. 





The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 4 
the amendment out. 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

Im all, $1,987,044.60. And hereafter the provisions of sections 3690 and 3691 of nm = 
the Revised Statutes of the United States shall apply to ail appropriations made “ 








strictly; and they desire now 
and what the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to deprive tl 
the power of doing by adopting here a new law on an appro] 
bill—that is, the power of holding in their own hands the sma 














comparatively insignificant—which may remain in their hands at 
end of the fiscal year. 
5 Now I have stated the question upon its merits, and it ret 3 
; the gentleman rom Pennsylvania to reply 
a4 Mr. RANDALL. The calamity which the gentleman from II] 
alludes to as likely or possible in connection with soldiers’ hom« 
just as likely or possible in relation to any other public edifice « 
titution in the country. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I admit that; but the occupants are of 
é ferent character. 
a Mr. RANDALL. Now listen to me for a moment. We give 
: 000,000 per annum to maintain these homes. By prudent managem 
of the officials in charge of them there has been at the end of the ye 
°4 a balance remaining on hand in excess of the expenditures necessai 
4 maintain the homes. 
3 The Committee on Appropriations say, with reference to that balan 
i as they say with regard toevery other branch of the public service, t 
‘ such amount so left over in excess of the expenditure shall be tur1 
back into the Treasury. 
There are some $60,000 or $70,000 over last year, under the ap; 
priations, at the beginning of the current y | op! 
& for the last fiscal year that was not used. the Committ 
5 on Appropriations recommend? That this amount of mor 
k ‘ 


back into the Treasury. The Committee on Appropriat 
in this bill every dollar that these managers have asked, irr 
what may be the balance left over from the last year. 

But I want the gentleman from Illinois to draw a distinct 
point of order between the first part of this proposition and tl 
viso. The proviso, I will say to him, is asked for by the m 
and was incorporated at the instance of the managers thems« 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The gentleman is right as to that, and 
modify the point of order 

Mr. LAIRD. What is the point 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That the ] t of order is not madea 
the proviso. Let that stand. 

Mr. LAIRD. Iam not going to attack the 


oo 
2c Saat ARMENIA 
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mone “ placed in the custody of the National Home for Dis 
abled \ ‘ di in pursuance of said act of March 3, 1875, the 
iT title vests in that corporation for the time being and until Con 
gre hall otherwise order Congress has not otherwise ordered by law. 

Mr. BLOUNT Does it refer to current appropriations? 

Mr. LAIRD ‘ 

Mr. RANDALI We argued all that in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN If the gentleman from Nebraska will allow the 
Chair to call attention to what he regards as the especial point in this 
a n, he would like the gentleman from Neb aska to point to some 
existil aw Dich ¢ ises the managers and ofticers of soldiers’ homes 
from complying with the general provision of sections 3690 aud 3691 of 
the he ed te hict pro cle 

‘ t me led rs I I s 8 be ca it { 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [ff that provision applies, this amendment is 
out ot ordet it mnnece ary to re-enact a law already in existence 

The CHAIRMAN It may be unnecessary; but what we want is 
son tatute which excuses t e othecet 


Mr. TOWNSITEND. Is it not incumbent on the Committee on Ap 











propriations t i essity tor such enactment? 

The CHAIRMAN On the point of order the only question ior th 
Chair tue determine is as to whether the amendment changes existing 
law 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That is all the Chair has to deal with. 

The CHAIKMAN As to the wisdom or unwisdom of the amend- 
nent, t tis a question for the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND Phere is one point to which I wish to call th 
attention of the Chair The purpose of this bill is to make appropri 
tion forthe current year. The word ‘‘hereafter’’ is inserted, not ‘* dur- 

the ensuing vear. but the word i used as applying to the future 
The bill rea and hereafter the provisions of the statutes’’ shall be 
pplicable 

Why, it is as clear as the noonday sun that that is the enactment of 
anew law it certainly will be assumed by the Chair as well as I 


every one else on this floor that the intelligent members of the Com 


4 ‘ 
mn Annr 
ee on Oopria 


would not commit the absurdity of coming 
here and aski us to re-enact a statute already in force, and it se 
to me to be absolutely absurd for the inquiry to be made whether this 
board of managers are subject to the provisions of the statute or not 


Che committee confess by their bill that the managers are not subject 
to them; else the committee certainly would not now ask us to enact 


pern nt law bringing them under those provisions of the statute 

Mr. LAIRD If the Chair wiil permit me to proceed with this, I 
think it will be seen that it covers the interrogatory of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Phe Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 

Mr. LAIRD. Well, if the mind of the court is made up there is no 
need of counsel taking up further time. 

The CHAIRMAN If the gentleman can point toa statute of the 
nature the Chair has indicated, the Chair will be glad to have him dos 

Mr. LAIRD If the Chair will notice sections 3690 and 3691 of the 
Re ed Statutes, he will see that at the end of 3690 there is a provision 
t ** this section, however, shall not apply to appropriations known as 
permanent or indefinite appropriations, ” 

Ir. BLOUN'T These are not such. 

Mr. LAIRD. ‘This is a continuous appropriation as ruled by the 
cq ptre 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand that what you have read us re- 


fers to annual appropriations by Congress, but only to such funds as 


may be realized trom other sources. 





Mr. LAIRD No, sit I willinsert the whole letter in my remarks, 
and the gentleman will see what the Comptroller says about the ‘‘ coy- 
el rin’ ot appt ypriations 

Che letter in full is as follows 

I ASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 4, 1878 
I I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 17th of July 
ng questions touching the accounts of the ** National 
ti el Disa i\ inteer Soldiers 
\ s ippropriations remaining unexpended at the end of 
e covered into the Treasury as provided by section 3690, Re- 
j ‘ tthe amount realized from sales by said Home to be covered 
the TI yas proceeds of G vernment property, as provided by section 
Revised S cs 
In reply Il would say I deem it clear that such of said balances as have not been 


transmitted by requisition of the Secretary of War tothe corporation mentioned 
in section 4825 remaining thus unexpended should be covered »the Treasury 
pursuance of section 3590, Revised Statutes, and the fifth section of the act of 









), IS74 (18 Stat., 110), and I suppose there is no doubt as tothat point. Put 
ich parts of the appropriations as have been r larly drawn from the 
uryand d over tothe said corporation in pursuance of the act of March 

, = $94), the covering-in acts do not seem to apply. 
1 to the National Home “ perpetual succession, with power 
tal ha vey real and personal property and while this corpo- 
ration is a tru e and its acts are in many respects similar in their effects tothe 
acts perorimnecda disbursing officers, its functions are in some respects entirely 
differe t 1 those of an ordinary disbursing oflicer, inasmuch as the money 





placed in the eu y of the latter remains the sole and exclusive property of 
the United States, and is still a part of the monev in the Treasury ; whereas 

len money isiawifully placed in the custody of ** The National Home for Dis 
ibied Volunteer Soldiers,’ in pursuance of said act of March 3, 1875, the leval 
title vesis in that corporation for the time-being and until Congress shall other- 


i "CD 2] 
JUNE 2 
3 
Toavoid all aifiiculty which might arise from an unnecessary amount of money 
becoming thus setapart, Congress has, by the last-named act, besides requiring 
the annual estimate made for the information of Congress, required the man 
agers of said home to furnish to the Secretary of War quarterly estimates of 
the probable expense of each ensuing quarter, and “‘an account of all their re- 
} 
with reasonable certainty whether at any time an unnecessary part of the ¢ 


ln this man- 
r the Secretary of War is furnished with such data as to 





ceipts and expenditures forthe quarter immediately precedi 
able to deterim Lit 





propriation has been placed in the keeping of the corporation, and to remedy 
probable evil of this kind when issuing subsequent requisitions rh 

‘ k upon the amounts to be intrusted to the istration of the corpo 
1 seems to have been designed by Congre stitute for the covering 









in process which applies when the money is int hands of dish 
having no corporate power and no legal title to the money intr 
I think there is no doubt your second interrogatory may be answered in t 


Hon. E, B. Frencu, 8 ul Aud 

Mr. LAIRD. I think there is no doubt that the managers are not 
called upon under existing law to turn this over, as the amendment 
objected to requires them to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was perhaps because of that decision of the 
Comptroller that the committee wanted to make the law in this appro- 
priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of 
order. The Chair will have read sections 3690 and 3691 of the Revised 
Statutes, which, in the absence of other provisions of law, the Chair 
thinks determine this question. 


The Clerk read as follows 





All balances of appropriations contai 
i 





sd in the annual appropria- 
made specifically for the service of fiscal year and remaini 
expended at the expiration of such fiscal year sl lonly be applied to the 
payment of expenses properly incurred during that year, or to the fulfillment 
contracts properly made within that year, and balances not needed for such 
poses shall be carried to the surplus fund I} tion, however, shall not 
ipp y to appropriations known as permanent or \ite appropriations 
11 sof appropriations which shall have remained on the 
vy Without being drawn 








ks oft 
wrtwo ye 


ported by the Secretary of the Treasury to t 
ler, ant 





nstin the settlementot accounts 
ation made by law shall be re- 
Auditor of the Treasury whose 
duty it is to settle accounts thereu uditor shall examine the books 
of his office and certify to the Secretary whether such balances will be required 
in the setUlement of any accounts pending in his office, awd if it appears that 
h bal will not be required for this purpose, then the Secretary may in- 
ile suc vce in his surplus fund warrant whether the head of the proper 

irtment shall have certified that it may be covered into the general Treas 

rnot, But no appropriation for the payment of theinterest or the prin 
il of the public « or to which a longer duration is given by law, shall be 
ited 





} ' t 
date of tue iast apy 











2c 








Mr. LAIRD. The Chairman will notice that the first section read 
is the section that is construed by the Comptroller. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The only exception made tothe requirements of 
section 3600 of the Revised Statutes is found at the end: 

This section, however, shall 


or indefinite appropriations, 


not apply to appropriations known as permanent 
Appropriations made for the sapport of soldiers’ homes are not of 
that class. These permanent or indefinite appropriations are approp! 
ations providing for coinage, providing for payment of interest on the 
public debt, and others that might be named; but appropriations for 
the support of soldiers’ homes, as just stated, do not come within that 


class. Section 3691 provides that 
If it appears that such balance wil! not be required for this purp 





_ ' 
inat is for such outstant accounts or claims 

then the Secretary may include such amount s fund, whet! t 
ad of the proper Department shall hay i iy be cove ) 





the general Treasury or not 


Construing these two statutes in the absence of any statutory exemp- 
tion of the officers in charge of soldiers’ homes from the requirement to 
report the surplus fund on hand, the Chair thinks that they are not ex- 
cepted from those requirements. 

If the Chair were to construe the law he would hold that they are 
now required to do so. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. The Chair understood the point of order to be withdrawn as to 
the proviso. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. DoT understand that the Chair holds that the 
point of order is good as to the first clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
Chair has held that as to the first clause the point of order is not good. 
The Chair understands the gentleman to withdraw the point of order 
made against the proviso. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido notsee any use in urging the point of order 
against the proviso, because I think it is more in order than the first 
lause. As the Chair has laid down a proposition which retains in the 
bill the first clause, I will not urge the point of order against the pro- 
viso. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did notinelude the proviso in the rul- 
ing. He understands the gentleman from Lllinois to indicate now his 
purpose to withdraw the point of order as to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 do not think the point of order is applicable 
to the second clause unless it is applicable to the first. Therefore I 
withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows 








For payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies, 
$675,000: Provided, That not exceeding $300,000 of this appropriation may be ad- 
vanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the residue to remain 
in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, ouly in the payment of the accounts of mag» 
| shals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised Statutes. 
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d this money may be used in the payment of fees to e1 t 
discharge their duties. Then when they make the re] M yA 
law requires, the First Comptroller adjusts their accounts and makes 1 tse é 
settlement, they being responsible upon their bonds for all the mor rit has | 
that goes into their hands. Under the chai of law prop lin ) e Treas 
proviso only $300,000 of the sum appropriated will be allowed t ) Mr. OATES | 
into the hands of the mars] e United Sta d $37 
be held in the Treasury. lin the T: y It 1} t 
there, according to the tern proviso, to be paid out und ‘ 
tion 856 of the Revised § atl ch pro ides 1 il ill prope ( ( 
against the United States in favor of these officers are to be paid rhe CHAIRMAN l t } t 
the settlement made with the accounting officer In that r tains the point of orde: Here 
there is a change of existing law. { e ers; thena tation } 
I am not complaining about the amount, which I understand isf ( tthat it 
up to the estimate; but it is well known to every one who has take1 ‘ L ( ise pl ! rw t , 
pains to look into the matter that there has been great difficult: { ! 
adjustment of the accounts of marshals and their deputies and t Mr. OATES 
obtaining of payment on those accounts. To such an extent has tl! nt of t ‘ 1 
difficulty gone that in one case within my knowledge—the case of 
marshal in my State—his accounts were not adjusted for eight CHAIRMA ( 
months, in spite of all the energy he could bring to bear in the matt f ore 
and to such an extent were the fees which he and his deputies had pl " 
earned withheld in consequence of small objections (all of which ws { ut 
at last waived) that he informed me he could not obtain the s« ‘ [r. 
of competent deputies unless that method was abandoned e to d 
Now, this proviso proposes a continuation of thatmethod. Thel 
Comptroller, as I remember, ruled that where the marshal was not ) ANDAI 
provided with ready money to pay the expenses of holding Unite: CES [ 
States courts, so that jurors and witnesses had to go unpaid, or sell o1 yp 
deposit their certificates, the marshal could not pay on these clau to 
money which afterward came into his hands except to the juror or wit ( L\IRMA 
ness himself, although in many cases the jurors and witnesses 
more than 100 miles away from the court. The First Comptroll ( I I 
construing the statute, held that the certificates of witnesses o1 t 
were not negotiable, though the Attorney-General had adopted a nt 
struction precisely the reverse. That ruling of the First Compt 
he himself has modified, because he saw the dilemma in whi ‘ t ' t 
these marshals and the great inconvenience to these parties wl] t paid « 
earned their money. ! lt settleme { 
The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Alabama \ L we ] 
Chair to eall his attention to the Sit ‘ part ol the provis 
Phe residue to rei 1 in I t i ta t 
m t of tl o! S 3 I dead 
sed Statutes 
Che Chair desi to ask the gentleman whethex ( l 
this money wll b paid in a ordance wit a cert 1 < ng pro } ‘ 
sion of law is new law or is a change of existing law, and i 
noxious to the rule 
Mr. OATES. I maintain that it is, because there are in the stat 
a many direct i to the paym«e accou I N 
that section is but one of them; and under this t paymel 
of this whole sum of $575,000 is to be made it ne with t ( 
provision of that single section, thereby suspending other p 


of law. 
Che CHAII 
visions of la 


bill? If the 








>are such provisions, the Chair would be glad to ta 








them into consideration. 
Mr. OATES. ‘The construction which has been placed by the D [ ANDALI 
partment upon all these different sections has operated in eff OATI 
place all this money with the marshals for the purpose of meeting t ounts t tis« 
expenses. Unless the provision now pending were intended to effi M yA} it 
change in that respect, it would have nothing to operate upon ent hh 
If this proviso is to have any effect, the construction heretofore pr the paym to 
vailing will be ignored, and the amount of the appropriation her« ter of construction t De 
served will be paid out in accordance entirely with the section ref Mr. BRECKIN 


to, which provides that nt made by t 


rhe fees of district attorney lerks, marshals, and commiss ers e 18 t 
where the United States are liable to pay the same, shall be paid on » | tain ction ot the R 1 
their accounts at the Treasury. , : nen 4 j that os . thie 
This provision extends to several classes of officers—not sim} » certain man! {ll agree that that secti 
this particular class. I submit that the proviso does change existing | upon the powe ( ls acting in 
law. If such were not designed to be the effect—if it did not change ree that the act of the officials heretof 
LW. ¢ g 
the method of paying out this money—it would be nugatory; it would | am not speaking now of the construction 


accomplish nothing. been acting in a perfectly lawful 
The CHAIRMAN. What the ¢ 
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7 l poin } ) ) Mr. RICHARDS Pe i 
,OI Caro rs and M ? conferees Martin, of therf ( l ol 
l Court of Cla the Ce vi 
By Mi I [Al etit of es Armst i 
) Ne rt y ] ‘ 
{ ( t } 1] rej { t si tte ! 3 
i 1 (1. J 5 \ ] Ir. WASHINGTON 1 of y ‘ ( 
{ ( j itingent « Ise { davidson ls i 1 ‘ I ( it 
1 fu r tre: pula is with of Claims—to ( } { 1 War Cla 
I ! une 30, 1889 or ¢ 1D By Mr. WHEELI { of H t nat 
' Coo}; of J ell M. I itt Oates, of Marga M 
' E [ THE SENA ett, of F. W. Wangl l of ¢ e Yor ) , for re 
‘ nate. by Mr. M Secretary, oun | of their —. : —* se _ eon Wai . 
. a. with om ames i: in eels ten cumenn. | one Ir, WHIPT EHC main Es Petition of iow OF JOHN Ni yslson 
37 quested, the bill R. 885) toamend chapter aury § areas Beane ee <Hy . — ; oP 
| Statutes of the United States, passed June 15, 1878, | ©*#!™S—to the Committee on \) a 3 
S cuadaall By Mr. WISE: Petition of John C, Jenks, heir of Augustus A. J 
] Virginia, for referer 11S claim to the (% 
E BILI R Ke¢ LY PASSED of tos on War Cilais 
? fempor The Chair desires to inform the Hous Petition of 86 cit ! H ington l 
t ls, which were erroneously upon the Calendar, -ennsvivania { admission of 1 
é | passed at the last evening session, while similar ! , -ith van to the Commi ( Ter 
pl sely the same subjects, had been previously —" ; 
| oa GO SLOUM Unalr v iI direct the Clerk | ‘Phe following petitions for therepeal or m¢ n of th t 
to rey f the bills wh ere erro! sly passed. | revenne tax of $25 levied on. drugvists wer oil o ee ! 
| LLow ; a ae 4] +. ; on oe Lt — — as a i 
- sSaenliateecnt Ck Vinnie Sail tN rred to the Com nittee on Ways : nd Means 
; tidene tn the int Ralietention #2 By Mr. T. H B. BROW NE: Of J. B. Hale and ot 
ithorizing the Kansas City, Texarkana and Gulf Railroad Fredericksburch, Va. 
( t the Red and I le Rivers, in the State of Arkansas, re- | By Mr. McADOO: Of ens of H ( \ 5 
i nittee on Comme iments, . 
i , re ti , Selma a v ans | 7 
‘ a bridge gbee Ri in A The following petition for the more efle protection « tri 
: a vor rce with amendments. ure, by means of cert import duties, was received i re i to 
( } . If there be no objection, the several | tne Committee on Ways and Means 
votes | tl bills were passed will be reconsidered, and they | By Mr. S. T. HOPKINS: Of 13 citizens of ( iI N. } 
‘ 1] laid on e table. , 
" . } Aan oo . — ll tail ; 
i at \. he h var of 5 aie tiedes aed the Speaker pro | ; The following petitions, praying fo the enactment of a law provid ; 
A the Yieuen etienseed , ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the bas 
4 Per | illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education : 
pene |} By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of 47 citizens of Fayette County, Penn: 
[LLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. vania. 
( ‘ private bills of the following titles were introduced By Mr. O°’ DONNELL: Of 149 citizens of Schoolcraft and Houghton 
rrec dieated below Counties, Michigan. 
by Mr. BRYCE: A bill (H. R. 10586) granting a pension to Mose By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of 132 citizens ef Elsworth and Mit | 
M: » the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Counties, Kans: 
Mr. COWLI \ bill (H. R. 10587) granting a pension to Mrs. 
1. Whitted—to the Committee on Pensions. The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth ’ 
By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 10588) authorizing | postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
uction of a bri over the St. John’s River, in the State of Flerida— | Roads: 
( n Commerce. > 
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COUNTERFEITING TRADE-MARKS, ETC. 

Ay SMITH, of Wi ynsin, from the Committee on Patents, ré P irted 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7732) imposing punishment for 
counterfeitiz trade ks, labels, ete which was referred to th 
j Calendar, and, with the a ompanying report, ordered to 
. 

M P. COFFEY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 1 ported 
| favorably the bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses P. 
( ‘ \ ch was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the ite Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
pe pril 
FREDERICK C. SHAW. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C 

aw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

printed. 
WILLIAM H, STARR. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to Will 
tam Hf. Starr; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hiouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


orcered t be printed. 
EDWARD WATERS. 


Mr. MORRILL al from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward Waters; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EPHRAIM NYE. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. re- 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to | 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WEBBER 8S. SEAVEY. 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10358) granting a pension to 
Webber S. Seavey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


llouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
Cc. T. MAPHET. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. 
Maphet; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
bc printe d. 

WALTER O. WATSON, 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter 
©. Watson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 

JOUN J. LOCKERY. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


J. Lockery; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHUN DENNERT. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


_—_——- } 


THOMAS WYNNE. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3116) granting an in 
crease of pension to Thomas Wynne; which was referred to the Com 


; 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the a 


| companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ss 
BRIDGE AT PLATTSMOUTH, NEBR 
Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported the bill (H. 
2. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 


River near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other purpose 


1 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the P 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3407) to extend the time for filing 


MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3056) granting a pension to John Den- 
nert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


ate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


WILLIAM M. DEAN. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (8. 2862) granting a pension to William 
M. Dean; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSAN E, ALGER. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA J. RUSHFORD. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, report 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Rushford, widow of John Rushford; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


| 


claims for additional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARLES EARLY, ETC. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1602) to provide for the closing of 
parts of two alleys in square 132 in the city of Washington, D. C., and 
for the relief of Charles Early and Corbin Warwick; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALLEY CONDEMNED. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7364) to appropriate ane pay fo1 
alley condemned in square No. 493; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company to extend a side track into square No. 
1025, in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of: pp opriation bills. 

‘/uc motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whol« 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropria 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal yeai 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of United States district attorneys, the same being for payment 
of the regular fees provided by law for official services, $225,000. 

For payment of district attorneys, the same being for payment of such speci 
compensation as may be fixed by the Attorney-General for services not covert 
by salary or fees, $3,000. 

Mr. MORROW. I desire to offer an amendment to the paragrap! 
just read. I want to make the amount ten thousand instead of thre: 
thousand. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 93, line 2, strike out “‘three”’ and insert ‘“‘ten.” 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I believe the committee rose yesterday 
just after the argument and decision on the point of order on the pre- 
ceding paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. OATES. The point of order was overruled, and then the com 
mittee rose. I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph. 1] 
move to amend by striking out the proviso, for reasons which I gav 
yesterday. I do not know that I care to say anything in addition 1 
what I then said. 

Mr. RANDALL. Though we have passed this paragraph, I do n 
object to going back. 

Mr. OATES. This is exactly where we left off last evening. 

Mr. RANDALL. But several paragraphs have been read this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. OATES. I did not hear them read. I thought we were at the 
same point. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that one or two paragraphs 
have been read this morning. The paragraph to which the gentleman 
from Alabama directs attention can be returned to by consent. 

Mr. OATES. I will withdraw my motion to strike out the proviso, 
and content myself with offering an amendment to the prcviso, allow- 
ing it to stay in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idonot want to take a ‘“‘snap judgment’’ on any- 
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and promptitude in tl 











d toa proper keeping of the accounts of these officers in t] ‘ 
se objections hold good the amendim« iN h I propose would M P 
ge this matter tl ) 1 could: N t 
» add this proviso: That the accounting officers of the Trea 
lit, adjust, and settle the accounts of 1 hals and their « I {[ERBI 
é uties within sixty days after the same are presented for allowance prehen t 
Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that Mr. RANDALI Che 
Mr.OATES. If this amendment be adopted [ do not see that it Mr. BYNUM. And that 3 | \ 
do any one any harm. All I wish in this matter is a prompt sett Mr. HERBER’ Phe 
ment of the accounts : r the services have been rendered. t is not the « 
Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama Mr. HOLMAN 
that this proviso was urgent]; ed by the First Comptroller, M Mr. RANDALI l 
Durham, and was ado} subcor ttee after elabor: tte 
cussion. So far as we e] t has 1 been objected to by tl Mr. HERBERT. ¢ 
? Department of Justice. The man understands that if the enti: tributed I t ( I nd 
sum is distributed to the marshals, some get more than they need ( t « 
others less; and thus a deficiency is created, unless the accounts ; Mr. BYNUM 


promptly adjusted, perhapsin the manner wl : in 
Mr. OATES. If the accounts are promptly adjusted by the account t I it Is distributed t Wep ent 1e 24 















ing officers of the Treasury, I do not see that any great inconvenien l, who a 
ean result. st uughout the United St 
Mr. HERBERT. I wish to inquire of the gentlem tl ( \ I 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] what reason the First Com] 3 u 
’ ing the adoption of this limitation. It seems to me tl t 
856 of the Revised Statutes, which is referred to in the proviso, tl aistr the expenses 1 
Comptroller has now full cor ol over this money. ind tl g t 
. RANDALL. The reason given was that it is desirable to 1 it me larg iount 
vent the distribution of the entire appropriation at the beginning of tl ency. The ai nt allotted 
, fiscal year, when it can not possibly be ascertained, or even guessed at excess of the amount re I 
how much each marshal will require. This provision allows the dis- | a surplus, whereas in anothe1 


tribution up to the amount indicated; then the accounts are adju 


and the balance of the money in the Treasury is drawn upon. So far When that condition of affair ta 
as I am concerned, I have no objection to the amendment just sugg 1 | a superabundance of funds and anot ot vou 


by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] t from the one and transfer it to another the end 






























Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, its is to me that t $ st elore dé to L |} 
tion indicated by my colleag M to stril ) the I 1 I ed 1 
1 ought to prevail. As I und le matt is now 1 I d e Department to 
the control of the Comptro the amounts a] ¢ \ stead « t 
ated in such sums from time to time as his discretion may « V ter ra 
Here is the provision of section 856 of the Revised Statut f there has been a » one I t 

Che fees of district attorneys, clerks, marshals, and commissioners, in cases | Year more than is needed and anot 
where the United States are liable to pay the same, shall paid is x it ne edi the ¢ Li 
their accounts at the Treasury. re the ¢ iil «¢ 

When the point of order was pending yesterday the Chair very prop- to more the coun t 
erly asked, Where is the law which would be changed by this proviso ? | will ited lt é 
In other words, where is the law that compels any distribution of th n han a t 
fund to be made by the Comptroller? here is no such law; it is a | ing to L « 
matter entirely within his discretion. He advances the money for th« Mi ; ) me t t 
purpose of enabling the several marshals to pay as they go in cash hich compels such dist 
the services of each witness and juror and forall other expenses incurred Mr. BYNUM. I donot ( 

4 The Governmentis amply secured by the bonds of the marshals, w] 3 only been t 
are always suflicient to cover the amounts placed in their hands. Tha Mr. HERBERT. 
is the object of having those bonds. I know personally, by reason le 
having acted occasionally on behalf of the marshal in my district, that Mr. BYNUM. But I underst 1 it 
this matteris within the discretion of the Comptroller; and I can not egislation for the p 
why he should come here and ask us to take away from him th the practice, I b 
cretion and compel him by law to keep more than half of this a Mr. HERBERT i 
priation in the Treasury until the accounts have all been audited : troller, and you ask t House 1 to tie | l 
settled. It does seem to me that the arrangement now } roposed would | prohibit hin ym « r t 
} add to the numerous complaints coming from all over the country n him. 
regard to the delay experienced by marshals in getting their accoun Mr. BYNUM. This fand 
settled at the Treasury Department. listributed on , 

I venture to assert, Mr. Chairman, that there is scarcely a gentle Mr. HERBERT It ( n t j y by 1 ( 
man here who represents a district in which there is a United Sta troller: but tl ’ 
marshal who has not had occasion to go or write to the Treasury D practice. 
partment in relation to the settlement of these accounts. | Mr. BYNUM 38 not distributed t ( 

Now, it seems to me that this is placing just another obstru in | They do not re! n in th lreasur They ar at 
the way of a prompt and speedy settlen of these accounts, and Cor Dey artment o! ‘ gregate su d 
gress is asked to take the responsibility of putting that obstacle in the | warrants of the 1 upon an apportionment 

; way. I hope it will not be done. There is no need forit. I do not | Mr. HERBER' It will be only er « I 
see why we should do it. | I sincerely hop ll her ted, 
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e passengers on board the Chinese immigran ment. If this amendment is adopted sothat the Attorney-General « 
the custom-hoase official, sues out a wt pay for these ser‘ +a reasonable amount, the result will | uit th % 
ind gives a bond for appearance in court | fee bill will not exceed what it was formerly, before these « : 
ched hea ! + thonsand dollars in the district of California. 
land of course allowed to go where he pleases assistant United States district attorney for tl 
ks or months, until his case can be lis for four y e1 ument aceount at 
n the meantime while he is out he is en ), or perl » year; but the cha 3 « 
elf sufficiently with the country, so that w ces aS We are now discuss ey were nh 
to support his plea of ‘‘ prior residence ”’ he quired. These Chinese habeas corpus cases have originated since t! 
mation concerning the city of San Francisco ct of 1882, and when it was determined that the Un States shoul 
as to convince the court that he has been there | be represented by the distriet attorney it was discovered that these un- 
the date of the treaty, which entitles | O | official services might be brought into the emolument account of tl 
| with this condition of affairs the Govern- | district attorney under the fee bill, and then it was, and not before, tha 
nvestigation as to what could be done to pre- | his accounts were swelled to $6,000 a yea: 
haracter being maimtained in court. It was Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations had not t! 
t way to proceed was, as soon as the Chinaman power to say that these fees should go into the Treasury of the Un 7 
brought before the United States attorney and | States, nor had they power to create an official to be appointed by t 
by the United States attorney as to wheth« court at a reasonable salary to perform these habeas corpus duties i! 
and to that end ascertain his knowleda connection with the Chinese. If, however, the gentleman [ Mr. Mor 
leged employment when he was here. Now, | now] will draw a paragraph that will give the court the power to ap- 
en adopted by the Government in San Fran- | point such an official at a reasonable salary, say $1,200 or $1,500 a 
most efficient method yet devised in keeping out | year—beeause the work does not require a ve ry great amount of mind 
to come in. ; t] is an unofficial serviee « [ will not objeet to its going into this bill; but we want to cut off thi 
ted States attorney, directed by the court, : isn ibuse of paying United States district attorneys large sums of money 32 





nless, as I said befofe, we assume that the Unite or performing duties that they ought to be glad to perform in conne« 


} 


tual party to the proceedings. ‘Therefore the n ion with the service of the Government. 





vided for in my amend t. Mr. MORROW. I will prepare such an amendment and submit it 
ll. ] to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


examination of the report of the committee The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 








will show that the officer to whom the gentle Mr. OATES. As the Clerk has noted an amendment which I offered : 
3,000 as his regular fee, and has been paid some- | providing that these fees earned by the district attorneys unofli ly : 
for attending to these Chinese habeas corpus | shall be paid into the Treasury, I am in favor of that course. a 
rns the first $6,000 and attends to the work for | gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is right in saying that j 
compensation is sufficient. | a district attorney who receives $6,000 a year salary ought not to lx 5 
ndoubtedly. permitted to make six thousand more in this way; and yet that state- 4 
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will find after this amendment is adopted—if the House shall see proper Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 
to do it—it will lead simply to confusion worse confounded, The gen- The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then, the clause will be 
tle vill find by investigation there are a number of statutes regu- passed over. 
luting these payments, special in their character. There was no objection. 
[ desire to say in addition that [ do not fully understand what he Mr. OATES. What has become of the amendment of the gentleman 
means by the word ‘‘emoluments.’’ It is true thatis a legal termand | from California? 
has a legal signification, but when he says fees and emoluments shall The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood it to be withdrawn. 
he covered into the Treasury it may be a matter in which he may find Mr. OATES. I refer to the amendment proposed to strike out 
himself involved in difficulty when he comes to have the accounts made | ‘‘ three’’ and insert ‘‘ ten.”’ 
up. | Mr. MORROW. I have not withdrawn that amendment. 
My opinion is that it is better to let the law remain as it is now. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon. The Chair was under 
Let these payments under the control of the Departraent of Justice be | the impression that it had been withdrawn. 
covered into the Treasury under existing law. Weshould not legislate, Mr. RANDALL. We do not want to increase that amount. 
in my judgment, upon such an important matter in this inconsiderate Mr. MORROW. This is the provision in reference to the Chinese 
way. question. : 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The law requires the district attorney TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will submit theamendmentof the gen- 
every six months to report to the Treasury everything he has earned in | tleman from California to the committee. 
every class of cases, dismissed cases, nolle cases, cases of trial by jury, rhe question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 16, noes 
judgments of court, which are all reported in their emolument returns, | 42. 
and are all covered into the Treasury. The district attorney, instead So the amendment was rejected. 
of being paid from the Department here, retains the amount out of his The Clerk read as follows: 
emolument returns. When I was district attorn¢ y I was never paid For payment of regular assistants to United States district attorneys, who are 
except from my emolument returns. | appointed by the Attorne y-General at a fixed annual compensation, $105,000. 
Now the only effect of this provision is to require the district attor-| Mr. OUTHW AITE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
ney to cover into the TTcasury, in certain cases, fees that for some rea- The Clerk read as follows: 
son heretofore he has not been in the habit of including in his emolu- Insert at the end of the paragraph the words : ‘ 
. a ; ett Dn ca Me tacee ciine : ‘Provided, That the respective salaries of such assistants be restored to the 
ment returns. ‘That is all. He draws his salary just the same under | amount paid prior to July 1, 1887.” 
the law as it 18. “7 —— Mr. RANDALL. That is a change, and it belongs to the deficiency 
Gentiemen are mistake n if they suppose that district attorneys are | pill. It refers to the pastand hasno place inthis bill. We have pro- 
paid by fees in the sense of retaining them. They may retain them, it | vided in this $105,000 that they shall receive that additional 20 per 
is true; but they include them in the emolument return, and that emol- ‘ nf 


cent. allowed on the prior acts making the appropriation. 


ument return is the measure of their compensation if it does not ex- The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 
ceed $6,000. Takean instance: The United States marshal in Indiana Mr. RANDALL. Ido. = 

makes his emolument returns, and receives his compensation, of course, | Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not think the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
in the same way. One United States marshal there concluded that he | yania understood the amendment. 
was not under obligation, in accordance with the practice, to return| Wr RANDALL. I think I did. 

fees received in bankruptcy cases when he rendered his accounts; but | Mr, OUTHWAITE. The amendment does not provide for paying 


the Comptroller refused to audit the account until he included also the | them for the time which is passed. It only emphasizes the declaration 
bankruptcy fees in his emolument returns, and covered them into the | of the committee. 


Treasury of the United States. ; Mr. RANDALL. The committee have emphasized this by giving 
Now, the effect of the amendment is to provide that he shall return | $105,000 so that the assistants will get the additional $20,000 during 

his fees—and I have used the word “‘emolument’’ because it covers | the coming year. That is as far as we want to go. 

his earnings, and is perhaps a little more comprehensive thanthe word | wr QOUTHWAITE. Thatis as far as the amendment I offered goes. 

_ fees it contemplates that he shall cover all the earnings of his of- Mr. RANDALL. It is not necessary. We have provided that all 


five into the Treasury of the United States, and the Treasury Depart-| he regular assistants shall get the 20 per cent. of which they have 
ment shall audit the account and pay $6,000 a year to the official as | peen deprived because of the fact that part of the fund was, whether 
his fulleompensation. That is all. It is not capable of any other | ynnecessarily and improperly or not I can not say, taken for special 
construction. It does not contemplate anything else; and there is | attorneys. — ee 7 


nothing in the provision which can justify any other construction. | wr OUTHWAITE. I want to say to the chairman of the commit- 
here is no confusion about it, nor can there be any. tee that this amendment, as I believe, is directly in accord with the 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr, Chairman, it is hardly to be expected that a | plan of the committee. It goes no further and proposes nothing buta 


yman should know exactly what the effect of such propositions are, | distinct declaration 
when that most learned and fraternal of professions, the legal gentle-| Mr RANDALL. Oh, well, we donot want to legislate in that con- 
men of the House, differ so widely. But I venture to suggest: that | nection. We will take care of that 20 per cent. and emphasize it when 
the remedy provided by the Committee on Appropriations, as far as | the deficiency bill comes in. 

they could go, is the better plan, and ought to be adhered toin the | fr, OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I address myself to the 
limitation as to the amount of money appropriated for this service. | @hair on the point of order. The proposition is: 





The Judiciary Committee, it seems to me, is the proper source for the Provided, That the respective salaries of such assistants be restored to the 
cure of such abuses as I have indicated as occurring, or which have | amount paid prior to July 1, 1887. 
taken place in the northern district of California; and I hope at least Mr. RYAN. May I interrupt the gentleman for a moment? 
that the amount fixed by the committee will not be increased. | Mr. OUTHWAITE. You may. 
rhe question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BROWNE, of Mr. RYAN. The Department reduced all the assistants 20 per cent. 
Indiana, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 41. | for the current year. They did so because, as they claim, of an inade- 
So the amendment was rejected. quate appropriation. The committee was informed that at present the 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to renew the amendment with an addi- | aggregate amount that is being paid out to the regular assistants is 
tion which I now send to the desk, as there seems to be some misap- | $45,000. The amount of the 20 per cent. reduction was about $20,000. 
prehension in the minds of the committee as to the effect of the amend- | So the committee added that $20,000 to the $85,000 that is now being 
ment. paid to the regular assistants, in order that the Department might re- 

The Clerk read as follows: store the 20 per cent. that has been taken from these officers. 

Add the following proviso | Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand that. It was done in order 

“Provided, Thatall fees and emoluments earned by the United States attorneys | that the Department might restore the salaries. 
shall be included in their emolument return — ——- into the Treasury,ex- | Now, I will address myself to the question whether this amend- 
Ee en ere rr ae ment is subject to the pointoforder. At the date of July 1, 1887, these 


Mr. SPRINGER. That makes the provision explicit—— assistants were receiving certain salaries in conformity with existing 

: > ' Rae a . se. S . asl = ii BS an Ae . . . . > ° . ‘ 
Mr. RANDALL. I fear that if adopted it might by implication | jaw, The Department of Justice having paid out or proposing to pay 
recognize exactly what I am trying to prevent. out larger sums to other assistants appointed by that Department, cut 


Mr. SPRINGER. I want them to put all these fees into the emolu- | off without action of Congress, without action of law, the salaries of 
ment returns; but I will modify it to meet what I understand to be | these assistants. Now, I think clearly the committee have appro- 
the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by striking out the | priated a sum sufficient to restore that 20 per cent. But there is no 
words ‘‘and covered into the Treasury.”’ — declaration in the existing bill that the Department shall doso. My 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it would be better to let the Judiciary | amendment is simply a declaration that they shall comply with exist- 
Committee take charge of that subject and report bya bill. I want to | ing law. : 





say that there are services now rendered by the district attorneys for Mr. RANDALL. I only want to say, the amendment interferes 
which there are no recognized fees provided by statute. with the discretion of the Department—that discretion which now 


Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest to the chairman that he allow | rests with the Attorney-General under the law. The amendment 
this provision to pass over temporarily, with the privilege of recurring | changes the law in that particular. Will the Chair decide the point of 
to it. order ? 
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rf nad ti etior f 2 r cent. f the last ve am ited to No. 15 B Si vy Yor Dece er ¢ 886 
a nd ‘ i 1 Ol per cent. for the ia year amounted to \ I 1 ‘ i 
( We have added $20,000 to the $85,000 in order to restore the The I art f s toG r P. Lowr Dr 
) ' I e due as pet rendered f ld ts to 
Be dit : ‘ ; 886, bill attached 124.8 
Ir, BUC] ae | read the letter of the Comptroll BS, 2 
mM pPtrouer To} essional services to and including December 6, 18+ 3 per ac- 
nH uUnA u <« uc rures r thi it I su t ti vil en ra I 5 ) ) 
} n for) t wht to be t $100,000 I rsements as per itement here ‘ 698, 62 
. ) Do s | ( ract, bill he h 00. OO 
Mr. RYA Abou ; seinem 
Mr BUCI I did not know that th committee « €X- 7,7 i 
ce led the ¢ mate i 5 ci Crener says tl ipproval for (3 , nten lto covera 
Phe CHAIRMA i‘he Chair under I that th fe tamend : FOWOIOre Pald Up SO the cate of J — 
j < AT Or! ) 
ment 18s withdrawn. > WT R 
I COUSAR. 
Che Clerk read as follov First {PI oO ( 1 2 
L. SARG 1 
For pay: it of assistants to United Stat district attorneys who em : SARGEAN 
ft I (,eneraito i istrict attorneys in spe “ai Cases 4) - 
R : . s : . No. 15 Bi Si ‘ l m 6, 1886 
Mr. SOWDEN. I move to stri e out the paragraph just read. It 4 ' ‘aes € Just G y aves Dr 
secs to me, Mr. ¢ irman, that the vicious practice which has grown | +r, ., tof} ail ‘ ' ; ‘< - 
‘ < : ion i re ere ina a i Lo I ‘ 
up of employil cial attorneys under the Department of Justice 188 19 
hould be discontinued. The report of the Attorney-General for the ] ee 
1 , 1 1 Sy « la LA ] > 000. 00 
t year indicates the number of these special attorneys and the ex 
traordin nse attending their employment. I have before me | Balane 1,424 
! uized account of the exorbitant charges of one of these special ” 
counsel, G1 enor P. Lowery. I see by the bill of items which hx No. 15 Broap Street, NEw York, December 6, 1836 
ré red to Departme isti and which was certified to the Phe Department of Justice to Grosvenor P. Lowrey, Dr. 
Treasury Departr { fo services rendered in United States vs. American Bell Telephone Company 
e I - . } ‘ wt 4% y F ¢ lw ary) sfinn f 
> A sy ' } ee : a) w—): et al,, upon the dates mentioned, consisting of study and examination of ques 
ee — ee 6 to the gentieman that in this Dill w tions affecting all the issues in this case, in company with other counsel and 
pro ieag istth recurre ol those large expenditures to w! h I experts; examination of ther ords of evidence in other cases with view to 
BUp} » the gentle in is going to ref preparation of testimony in this case; advi yneerning questions of plead- 
i us , a _ - wat : : . : : ; 
‘ . ol } ings, motion to dismiss, et conduct of experiments With Nels and other 1 
ry SO\ } say ¢ ; ri@ . lam arcves ms i : , 
M IWDEN. I say that this gentleman charges struments; and various other physical ex} nents with view to proof of th 
To specia \ n accordance with terms of contract, attendance upon same 
court at the adjo d June ter in Septem ber, 1886, Cincinnati, an argument ] 
< toma ) ~ nd plea in abatement of the defendant, the Ame i June 15. At New York, 2 hours BS ; j * £3 
Pe le ( ! $500 June 16. At New York, 5 hours... vs 75. ( 
Chat is v he charges as per contract. Igo back and examine th : ine 17. At New York, 2) hours. : oO 
3 sahil ial anes End he 16+} > oe , aA dll el June 18, At New 1 8} hours... s 75 
bi f particular , and | find on the 16th of September he charges $75 | June 19. At New York 1+ hours. : : 22 50 
ior ten hou work, and that he— June 22, At Washington saaiiinieeias 100. 00 
Vi t to al t7p.n irrived at Cincinnati at 6 in the morning, I7th, June 23, At New York, 14 hours meena poses aeemeres 40. 
and chara @ Sept. 2. At New York, engaged in examination of papers in motion 
s ee y . : eo Stag J for leave to file plea, 12} hou: ; ° ° 75. 
In other words, he charged $100 while Sieeping en route to Cincinnati. Sept 3. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 4 hours : ‘ GO, 00 
} ITs 1; 4 ) few Y ” lea in abate ent and i ar urs 75.00 
On another page of his bill I find he charges for traveling ard otherex- | Sept. 4. At New York, on plea in abatement and in bar, 8 hours........ ; 
hi f and cler] Rieke ti and return. Se) ber 16. | Sept. 6. At New York, on plea in abatement and in bar, 3 hours ‘ 415. 00 
pt os 3 for himself and clerk to Cincinnati and revurn, September “ys | Sept. 7. At New York, on plea in abatement and in bar, 5 hours 75. Of 
D171.50. sept. &. Consultations with Mr. Chandler, Mr. Stone, and at Bar As- 


Here is his account and letter of Assistant Secretary Thompson trans- 
mitting the same tome. It deserves the careful examination of every 


} {th } ca 
member ol thi Lious« 


this character. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 12, 1888 
rn: In compliance with your request of the 6th instant, I have the honor 
i certified copy of an account No. 100436 for $5,783.45 in favor o 
Grosvenor Lowery forservices as an attorney in the case of the United States 
vs. Tl American Bell Telephone Company. 
Respectiully yours 


transmit herew 


HUGH S. THOMPSON, Agsistant Secreta 
Ilion. WILLIAM H. Sowp! 
House of Kkepresentatives, 


e of the Register of the Treasury. Form 1a.] 





TRANSCKIPT CERTIFICATE, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’s OFrric! 
Washington, D. O., March 10, 1888. 


Pursuant to section 886 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, I, W.S 
Rosecrans, Re ter of the Treasury Department, do hereby certify that the an- 
nexed is a transcript from the books and proceedings of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and true copies of the originals on file in the case of G. P. Lowrey, special 
assistant United States attorney for the southern district of Ohio. 

W. 8. ROSECRANS, Registe 
A. & 


Be it remembered that William S. Rosecrans, esq., who certified the annexed 
transcript, is now, and was at the time of doing so, Register of the Treasury of 
the United States, and that full faith and credit are due to his official attesta- 
tions 

in testimony whereof I, Hugh S. Thompson, Acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, have hereunto subscribed my name and caused to be 
aflixed the seal of this Department, at the city of Washington, this 10th day of 
March, in the year of our Lord 1888, 

[sean] HUGH 8S. THOMPSON, 
Acting Secretary of the Treas 


ry 
—— 


No. 100436. Recorded December 20, 1886.] 
CPREASURY DEPARTMENT, First AUDITOR’s OFFICE, 
December 18, 1886, 

I hereby certify that I have examined and adjusted an account between the 
United States and G. P. Lowrey, special assistant United States attorney for the 
southern district of Ohio, and find that the sum of $5,783.45 is due from the United 
States to him for services and expenses in the case of the United States vs, The 
American Bell Telephone Company et als., in full to December 6, 1886, which 
able from the appropriation for fees of district attorneys United States 
courts ,as appears from the statement and vouchers herewith transmitted 
for the de on of the First Comptroller of the Treasury thereon. 

JAS. Q. CHENOWETH, First Auditor. 
rue TREASURY. 





sum 1S pay 








rothe First COMPTROLLER OF 


First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE. 
I admit and certify the above balance this 28th day of December, 1885 
EAI J. R. GARRISON, 
Acting First Comptroller. 
To the REGISTER OF THE TREASI 





before we vote for any further appropriations of 
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ociation in respect to Cincinnati motions, 11 hours.......... 75. OO 
New York, Cincinnati motions, 8 hours ; 75 
New Yor! ‘incinnati motions, 6 hours.. 75, ¢ 
Ni incinnati motions, 2 hours stiniaiainneiinaiaiatiit Bi), 
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incinnati motions, 16 hour 
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New York, in one m 
New York, Cincinnati motions, 14 hours sales teats “ 
New York, Cincinnati motions, 10 hours 0O 





Went to Cincinnati at 7 p. m 
rived at Cincinnati this evening 
Cincinnati, in consultation with other 


i 





counsel and at- 


Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and at- 
Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel 

e in court ‘ sod a 
Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and at- 








Cincinnati, in consultation with other cow 





Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and at- 
endance in court at pinest j 100. 00 


Sept. 25. At Cincinnati; remained over to attend to printing.............. ° 100. 00 
Sept. 27. Traveling all day; arrived at New York evening ossnnneet 100. 00 
Oct. At New York, 12 hours : sgeninaialeatigupioins Kinnnuetebehenasienasaliodee 75. 00 
Oct. At New York, 12} hours ........ peilentis tensieveneues bag éaiiehebaaounns 75. 00 
Oct. At New York, 14 hours................000 Sedclsnisaiiah benadeleniia dk tits Gales eaunsene 75. 00 
Oct. At New York, 4 hours............ vend scpiiesbiawanaaiii ciadeaates a » 60, Of 
Oct. I os a crenseucech an papennbiensanki nection , ¢ 30, 00 
Oct. At New York, 3 hours ssabindewhies © 45.00 
Oct. 25. At New York, 4 hours.............. iipensnein céipebiclintabitindeliaaiioeitis 60. 00 
Oct. 26. At New York, 2 hours................ preiahneniia oveccece sniphienicemuinete 30. 00 
Oct. 27. At New York, 3 hours .............ccccssses secant siotaedieh ‘ 45. 00 
a a ais v on vcnis ceseis Havncrndscisebiserssscenesdesdte accents o 75. 00 
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New York, 5 hours., 
New York, 12 hours 
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neverthele that his 
longer in the employment of the Government in that case. So, too, 
Mr. Goode has ceased to have any connection with the prosecution ot 
that case, which has not been finally disposed of, but is still pending 
on an appeal before the Supreme Court. And it is necessary to retain, 


| 


. . . . | 
services have been dispensed with, and he is no 


for the proper prosecution of it, all of the other counsel that the Solic- 


itor-General, acting as Attorney-General in this matter on account of 
the disability of the Attorney-General from interest, has employed. 

So instead of striking out the $10,000 which the committee has seen 
proper to report, that amount should be at least multiplied by four. 
It 1s too small, sir, for a proper compensation of the attorneys in th 
In addition to that we have but to look over the re 
Attorney-General and we will see that special attorneys 
are employed, and necessarily so, in other litigations in which the Gov- 
largely interested. One suit in the State of California 
alone involves the interest of the Government to the extent of some 
two million of dollars, and we see by the report that Mr. D. M. Delmas, 
a lawyer of eminent ability in San Francisco, has been employed at a 
rate of compensation fixed at $100 a day. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

Mr. OATES. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, sir, from the very character of that suit, which is instituted to 
recover damages of the Nevada Lumber Company for cutting timber 
and trespassing upon the lands of the United States, vast numbers of 
witnesses will be called upon to testify. During the present session 
money has been appropriated to pay for land surveys in order to have 
correct and accurate evidence in the case. There will be hundreds of 
witnesses, and it will take many days in time to prosecute the suit, 
and a large amount of money to pay the necessary expenses. 


particular case. 
port of the 
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assistant attorneys of $25,000 more. 


»)) 


ani a 9 


JUNE 


Mr. RANDALL. I can state tothe House that there was paid about 
$40,000; and as I understand it there is a deficiency asked for on account ot 
Now, it occurred to me that amount 
might not go to the regularassistant attorneys but to the special! assistants. 
How much it will be I do not know because I have not examined the 
papers; but it occurs to me that $40,000 to these attorneys is sufficient 


| compensation to enable them to pursue this case to the end, in connec- 


tion with what is here provided for. We have divided the appropria- 
tion so that the amount provided for the regular assistants shall not be 
disturbed, and separate provision is made for the special attorneys. I 
think $10,000 is quite adequate for that purpose. We donot know o1 

e that a case is likely to occur again of so great magnitude as the 
one to which the gentleman has alluded. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is doubtléss aware 
of what I stated I knew unofficially, that the services of Mr. Lowrey 
and Mr. Goode have ceased. Mr. Goode has been paid in full. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have a letter here, dated March 8, from the De- 


belies 


| partment of Justice, which, after reciting that $38,591.74 has been paid, 


Mr. Chairman, the appropriation of $10,000, 1 repeat, is wholly in- | 


sufficient to meet the expenses necessarily involved in these cases alone; 


and the Government ought not to trust entirely to the ability of the | 


district attorney in the prosecution of cases involving such vast in- 
terests, 
But a few words now in reference to the telephone litigation. 


I be- | proceedings have been conducted under the direction of the Solicitor- 


lieve [ am the only member upon this floor who was engaged in the | 


special investigation of the telephone matters for about four months, 
under a resolution adopted by the last Congress. I ought to know 
something of the litigation which has been instituted in those cases; 
but it is sufficient to say at present that the first suit brought at the 
instance of the Solicitor-General, Mr. Goode, was dismissed, it was un- 


derstood at the instance of the President, because it had not been re- | 
ferred to the Department of the Interior, which was the practice then | 


prevailing. 

‘Then another application was made, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior summoned both his assistant and the Commissioner of Patents, and 
invited the Bell Telephone Company with the other competing companies 
interested to appear, all of whom came before them, and they had a 
hearing day after day, represented on both sides by the ablest counsel 
in the United States for a long time. Testimony was taken which 
formed a volume of many hundreds of pages; and after this full inves- 
tigation by these officials, and after the First Assistant and the Com- 
missioner of Patents all delivering opinions without consultation to 
the Secretary of the Interior, they were all of opinion, as well as the 
Secretary himself, that this suit ought to be brought in the interest of 


the people at large, on the allegation of facts tending to show that the | 


patent was obtained by fraud, that it was not the invention of the 
original patentee, and that therefore a great monopoly with an agere- 
gated capital amounting to some two hundred millions of money 


ought not to be permitted to continue its business if these allegations | 


were true. 
that a suit should be brought at the instance of the Government, that 
being the only character of suit in which there could be an annulment 
of the patent in such a case, 

In the other suits that had been brought and were pending in the 
Court, but which were recently decided, they were brought 
under the law which permitted them only for infringement, and th: 
main question underlying was incidentally and not directly involved, 
and has never yet been decided. That question has never as yet been 
decided, important though it may be, by the Supreme Court; and 
while this committee deny to the Acting Attorney-General, Mr. Jenks, 
a sufficient sum of money to retain the servic 1 


iprenie 


es of efficient counsel in 


And it was but just to the people of the United States | 


order to prosecute that suit to a final termination there can be no de- | 


cision. It seems to me most unwise 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SOWDEN] complains that 
some $40,000 have already been paid to counsel. Well, suppose it b 
true that $40,000 has been paid to counsel; suppose that a greatet 
amount was paid than ought to have been paid in the jadgment of the 
Pennsylvania, that is no reason to stop here and 
deny an appropriation which would be practically ordering a dismissal 
of the cases on the part of the Government. But \.e should appropri- 
ate money enough to enable the Acting Attorney-General in that matter 
to prosecute the case to a final decision, as well as the other important 
suit to which I have called attention in California, and several minor 
ones, for which the sum of $10,000 here appropriated is utterly insufii- 
cient, 


gentieman from 


says the balance unpaid, as near as can be stated or estimated, is as fol- 
lows: To Jolin Goode, $5,000 

Mr. OATES. Not $5,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; six days at the rate of $5,000. The amount 
due to Mr Lowrey is $911. Theletter goes on tostate that Hon. A. G. 
Thurman has not rendered his bill for services in the case at Boston. 
This shows there must be some balance due. 

Mr. OATES. Doubtless there is some balance due; but the two gen- 
tlemen to whom I have referred, Goode and Lowrey, have ceased their 
connection with thecase. Probably Judge Thurman’s connection will 
terminate also. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. OATES. 
other attorneys 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say, in justice to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES], that I confirm his statement that the Attorney- 
General has had no connection whatever with the cases; that all the 





We thought $10,000 was enough for this purpose. 
When you examine the contracts existing as to the 





General. 

Mr. OATES. 
ceedings. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
other officer of the Government or not I do not know. 
timated he did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the pending question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to strike out lines 7, 8, and 9. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam opposed to the motion to strike out. 
opportunity is given I want to move to increase the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irenewit. I agree with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama in what he has to say in reference to the importance of the case 
of the United States against the Bell Telephone Company; but I take 
issue with him when he proposes to defend the immensely large sums 
of fees charged by these special attorneys, and more particularly the 
tees charged by Mr. Lowrey. 

I say his claim is wholly unjustifiable. He charged $500 for attor- 
ney fees while attending court at Cincinnati—$100 a day while there- 
besides $8 a day for hotel expenses, and $171.50 for traveling expenses 
to and from Cincinnati for himself and clerk.» This charge is beyond all 
reason, and I hope the House will refuse to appropriate any further 
money with which to meet his demands. I would like to know, Mr. 
Chairman, by what authority these special attorneys are employed 
through the Solicitor-General. If I correctly understand the act of 
1870, under which these attorneys are employed, they can only be em- 
ployed by the Attorney-General himself. No compensation can be 
allowed to any person besides the respective district attorneys and as- 
sistant district attorneys for service as attorney or counsel to the United 
States or to any branch or department of the Government, except in 
cases specially authorized by law, and then only on the certificate of 
the Attorney-General that such services were actually rendered, and 
{ 


The Solicitor-General has had charge of all the pro- 


Whether the Solicitor-General conferred with any 
It has been in- 


When 





hat the same could not be performed by the Attorney-General or So- 
icitor-General, or the officers of the Department of Justice, or by the 
district attorners 


I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, whether the district attorneys 
representing the Government in the different distrigts of the United 
States, together with their assistants, are incapable of properly repre- 
senting the Government in these suits? Is it true that the Attorney- 
General with his corps of able assistants or deputy attorneys-general, 
with theSolicitor-General and his assistants, can not perform this work ? 
As I understand the law, the Solicitor-General, or any oflicer of the De- 
partment of Justice, may be sent by the Attorney-General to any State 
or district in the United States to attend to the interests of the United 
States in any suit pending in any of the courts of the United States or 
in the courts of any State. Why can not the Solicitor-General or some 


other officer of the Department of Justice be sent into the different 
States or districts of the United States where suits are pending in which 
the United States have an interest, and assist the United States district 








LRN ASS Mag: RD: 


bh 


eaiitees;,? 


— 
RE ARERR SS 


kia 


eee 


nei 

















2 

































































attorneys where they 














ofthe Government? Thus these extraordinary expenses might be say 

to the people Forty thousand dollars to $60,000 for special cour ~ 

fees in a single case is entirely too much, and can not be regal l ( 5 

proper economy 1n the lana ement of the Departm itof Justice und: | t of ‘ 

this Administration. 
Mr. BUCHANAN On examining the report of the Attorney- t i 

eral to which I was referred, I find there is scarcely any iniformat { { ! 

fgrnished upon the point about which I inquired. The names of tl id T hope 

special counsel are stated, but that isall. There is no statement « priation beyont the ftp 

what is paid them. The statement is that compensation is to be fix: t » no 

by the Department of Justice. Now, as is well understood, in this} have been 1 

Hall for some time past, and to-day as we have been sitting here, the | « that there « to ver att 5 

thermometer has mounted up into the nineties. But when the sug- | nual compensation fix \ e there b prospe 

gestion was made by the gentleman from Alabama [| Mr. OATES] that | y conti >a sufficient I th of time te st 

the Attorney-General was not responsible for the origin or conduct ot Mr. OATES. Mr. ¢ rmat e gen 

this legislation, and the Solicitor-General alone was responsible, the | ment of Justice wer ssue here, I cht « 

suggestion struck this House with such a degrte of refreshing coolnes hat subiect wit y fri if , 8) \ 

that the thermometer fell 10° instanter. that is not the te bef H 1 I do to ent 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of tl nto its discussion at t t 

tleman from Pennsylvania Mr. RANDALI I do not wish to reflect 1 the Depart 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, as remarks upon this side of the House | ment of Justice in connection w these prosecu in Se 

have had such a beneficial effect upon the weather, we will havea fi tions of the country, whi ought never to h been ent 

more. [ Laughter. | but I think the influence of the | ent ought to! 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is « ir upon these district attorneys and 1 3 el i 

hausted. frivolous prosecutions. 
Mr. OATES. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ten thousand Mr. MCRAE I would remind th tle 1 from Pe 

and inserting ‘‘forty thousand.’’ This appropriation will be available | that deputy marshals have no authority to arrest people who have 

in part to the use of the Solicitor-General, acting as Attorney-General | been indicted without a warrant, and that such writs ean « y b 

in the prosecution of the telephone suit, and in part to the use of the | issued by commissioners appointed by the courts to which they are 

Attorney-General in cases where he has seen proper or thought it nec« amenable [The Attorney-General has no control of commissioners. 

sary to employ assistaxts to district attorneys, particularly in the ca If the courts know of the evil complained of, they have the power to 

that I have referred to in California, involving $2,000,000. correct it by removing the present and appointing bett ym missioners 
That is a suit against a solvent company entirely able to respond in Mr. OATES. The only complaints I ha heard in my State are 

damages, a suit requested by the Interior Department, in the first plac gainst some of the commissioners and deputy marsha ind I do not 

by Commissioner Sparks, and the Attorney-General saw proper in bring know whether they are true or not. 

ing a suit of that magnitude against a company with unlimited means Mr. RANDALI It may be that I do injustice tothe district 

a company which employs attorneys of the very highest ability to de neys, but it does seem to that in Alabama, Georgia, and other States 

fend that suit, and pays them, no doubt, more than the total amount | as to which I have had occasion to make examination, many of these 

I propose to appropriate in this bill—$40,000. The Attorney-General, | p itions have been altogether without justification 

I say, saw proper in bringing that suit to employ assistants. Could Mr. OATES. I can only say as to the two district attor 1 my 

the Government safely rely upon the district attorney alone to pro e that Iam personally ll : nted with both of the that 

ecute such a case as that? Why, it would have been folly to have done | t re upright, con itious gentlemen, as well men of t 

it. On the contrary, it was wise to employ the very best ability that | and I do not think eith f ld do anything y 

could be obtained. Mr. SPRINGER. 1 the amendment of th tle 
That has been done, and in view of the length of time necessary for | man from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] by striking out ‘' forty’ and sert 

the trial of the cause (of which we can judge by the number of wit ng ‘‘ fifty.” Iam advised, Mr. Chairman, that the Solicitor-General 


nesses subpeenaed and the character of the contest), the payment of | of the United States—a gentleman personally known to almost « 
one attorney receiving $100 a day would probably absorb the greater | member of this House, especially those on thisside, he having f 
portion of this ten-thousand-dollar appropriation. And is that an; been a member here; a gentleman of the highest character and abil 
thing to the Government in a suit involving two millions? Why pur- | ity—is of the opinion that the sum of $50,000 is required for thi 
sue a policy which will cramp the Department and limit it to the ex- | service. He is charged with the duty of representing the United Stat 





penditure of $10,000 when, if there were no more than two suits of the | in all contested cases and with the responsibility of employ such 
character I have indicated, that amount would be quite inadequate, | necessary assistance as he may think requisite. Although the Com 
and we all know that there are a good many minor suits in which it | mittee on Appropriations has reporte: $ ) for thi: I 
is necessary to employ assistant counsel? Why, sir, attorneys of the | t ¢ that at least $50,000 has usually i for special counsel 
ability and standing of those employed specially are men who would | The nature of business intrusted to these special coun ich 





not accept the office of district attorney, men who earn $25,000 or | as to requ he very first talent i1 e country. 
$50,000 a year in their general practice, and you can not expect to ob- I call the attention of the committee to some of the suits which w 
tain their services for a mere song. pending during the last fiscal year, as recited in the annual report 
The Government when it employs their services must expect to pay | the Attorney-General for 1887. I find many others: the case of Th 
them reasonably, otherwise it will not be able to secure them. In the | United States vs. The Sierra Lumber Company, in the northern district 
telephone suit all of the preliminaries, all of the details, have been | of California; the case of The United States vs. ‘The Central Pacific Rail- 
already gone through with, and it is now in a shape to go before the |-road Company; the suit to establish title to the Potomac Flats; the 
Supreme Court for argument and consideration. Would it be wise to | case of The United States vs. The Northern Pa g pany, 
deny to the Acting Attorney-General in that case a sufficient amount of | the Montana Improvement Company, et a/.; the case of The United 
money to retain the counsel already employed for the proper presentation | States vs. The Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad Company; tf 
of the case beforethat court? Withthis meager appropriation, to be di- | ell Telephone cases; the Election cases, as they were called in Mi 
vided between that suit and the other suit in California, it could not | souri, and also in the western district of Texas; certain cases before 
be expected that the Solicitor-General would be able to retain the serv- | United States commissioner at Las Cruces; the case in which the East 
ices of the counsel who have been in the telephone case from the bé rn Band of Cherokee Indians were concerned; the Fidelty |] 
ginning and who therefore ought to know all of its features and be able | cases in Cincinnati; the case of The United States vs. The Perpet 
to argueit toso much greateradvantage thanany new men could possibly | Emigrating Fund ¢ 
do. For these reasons, while I acquit the committee of all wrongful | Saints. 
intention in the matter, I do insist that they have not attached the Mr, OATES. That was not only « 
importance to this suject that it deserves, that they have not gone to Mr. SPRINGER. No, there were a number of cases of that kind. 
the bottom of it as they should have done; and I believe that if they | Another of these cases is that of the United States against Frontier 
had done so they would have appreciated it properly and would have | Land and Cattle Company; another is the United Stats nst tl 
recommended a more adequate appropriation than $10,000. Yorth Crow Land and Cattle Company 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will perhaps be surprised when I 7 
state that the expenditures of the Department of Justice for the cur- | | 
rent year are $350,000 greater than they have ever been before. tance of the cases, together with the amounts involved, is such, it 
Mr. OATES. I raise no question about the general expenditures of | t 
the Department. This particular matter is what I have been speaking | counsel in the country to represent the United States. Such el 
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ompany and Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 


1ese were cases pending during the last year, for whicl 


yaartment of Justice deemed spe ial counsel necessary ind the iz p 


Oo me, as to justify, nay, require the employment of the 


about. can not be employed if the Committee of the Whole adheres to the rec- 
Mr. RANDALL. And I was almost inclined to say that instead of | ommendations of the Committee on Appropriations and allows but 


being the temple of justice, it seemed to be a sink of injustice. The | $10,000 for this purpose. 
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fre ‘ lvania | Mr. RA I 
ren i ] clLlioh With the pending pi »positi mn, althoug ft 
logical connection with it, that the expenditures of the Department oi 
e have largely exceeded the expenditures of that Department for 
any previous year in our history, and furthermore, that the policy of that 
Department is one of great injusticeand oppression to our own citizens. 


Mi :AND .L L I intended to make no charge against this Depart 


ni f Justice, but only against the officials in that Department. 


-INRIDG&, of Arkansas I do not see any difference as 


AUBIN 


© 








to whether it is the Department of Justice, as you stated, or its offi- 
cials who compose it who are now charged with being guilty of op- 
pression and injustice to our own citizens. That is the proposition of 
iait i ‘ i 


— 
a 
1 
> 


is my belief. 

Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yon stated it and I have um 
doubt that is your belief. You do not mean todispute that you state 
it just as I have said. We understand each other 
A he gentleman from Pennsylvania brings in astatement of that 


} 





character, and especially when it is in no wise germane to the proposi- 
tion under consideration, I think it is proper that he should give us 
the particulars. I think we need to know how and why and where 
the Department of Justice of this Government is made a department 
of injustice to the citizens of this country. Let us know who is to 
blame. I do not believe in permitting a matter of that kind to go un- 


challenged or uninvestigated. I have no knowledge of such inj ustic e@ 
or breaches of duty myself, but it seems the gentleman has, and if it 
exists it should not be permitted to go unrebuked, and I trust the gen 
tleman will make good his serious charge against this administration 
if it be true, and also explain how and why expenditures in this De- 
partment have been increased. We want something more than mere 
charges. We want the facts. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ], who is generally 
here in hi at on the other side, and who seems to cover the whole 
of that side of the House, remarked——— 

\ MEMBER. He is over here on the Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from New 
Jersey remarked that the Attorney-General had something to do with 
bringing what is called the telephone suit. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman misrepresents me, What d 
stated was, that the suggestion that the Solicitor-General and not the 
Attorney-General was responsible for the institution of this suit was 
very cool and refreshing. 

BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Which is the same thing. 

Now, sir, that responsibility, no matter to whom the responsibility at- 
taches, is an honorable responsibility. It is an honorable and dutiful 
responsibility. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Had not the gentleman better address his re- 
marks to the gentleman from Alabama, and not to myself? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not at all, sir, because the 
gentleman from Alabama did not make his remarks in the spirit that 
you did, nor did he state or imply a charge. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey were conceived and expressed in a spirit of 
fault-finding and as a carping critic. He does not have the impression 
that it is an honorable responsibility. 





Now, as to the matter of fact, regardless of the spirit and purport of 


That statement has 
1 , and it has nowbere been attempted to be proved that 
the Attorney-General had anything to do with the institution of “a 
suit, and however much the gentlem: an from New Jersey may carp he 
will not now rise in his place and even attempt to prove that the At- 
torney-General had any thing to do with the bringing of the suit. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, I am willing to concede, if the gentleman thinks 


the remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey. 
often been made 
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ai hy 


recessary, that the Attorney-General has nothing to do with the 
hi of th Department ot Jus 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of kansas. He will say it because he i 
to do just 0 any one un Administration. Hesim 
kes his } } tions, but he does not id he will not att npt 
t ] knows th e the mere vaporings 
{ they can not be substantiated. 
i ‘ 3; of this character we know we need to guard 
varan and unreasona le employment ot special counse ], 
i CHAIRMAN Che time of the ntleman has expired. 
I » wii i ft Al i Ls] ud lil » to have one min- 
) — * ( | recogn me I will yield to th 
Mr. BRI INRIDGE, of Ar as. 3¢ ce in addition. Oui 
he House has made charge ! times past, and perhaps with 
Ol measure of injustice—for it is the udency of those in polities to 
fault with their epponent chars ‘ the administration of the 
ola } UV ith « essi\ ex penaiture n these or similar cases; 
and wi ve need to guard against exe ye expenditures, we know 
wsimony, unwisdom, and inju in any policy that utterly 
1S tH ds of justi 2. We have this cas 1» hand,a nd we should 
] wsure What would be suitable private compensation in a 
imilar interest and importance, and so long as the demands of 
e Government are not in excess of that rule we ought to grant it. 
economy which withholds what is necessary for the em- 


: proper counsel for the Government and the people « can be 
nade one of the most fruitful means to defeat the outs of justice a 
o actually establish the supremacy of the rascalities and monop 3 
wiich we ought to be seeking to prevent and destroy. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma amendment 
be withdrawn, 

r. OATES. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, I purposely did not attempt to enter into any argu- 
ment by way of reply to the gentleman from Pe nnsylvania in regard 
to the general management of the Department of Justice, nor do I con- 
ceive that question to be involved in this discussion. have not heard 
any complaint of it heretofore, and have not investigated so that I am 
suiliciently informed to give an opinion upon the question. I have had 
faith in the head of that Department, and have yet; and have not, 
then vefore, investigated it. 

i address myself to the point before the committee, the amount o! 
the : sppropriation for assistants to.district attorneys. 

Now, sir, with reference to the employment of these assistants in th 
prosecution of the telephone suits, I have in my hand a copy of a lette: 
furnished by Solicitor-General Jenks to Mr. RANDALL, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, which explains in detail all of the ex- 
penditures that have been made, how much money has been paid, and 
what contracts are still existing; and I desire to have it read at t 
Clerk’s desk in my time. I invite the attention of the members of thx 














| committee to the reading of this letter, so that they will have full in 


| 
| 
| 


formation from that officer, who seems disposed by his acts to econo- 
mize as far as possible in the proper prosecution of this question. 
I ask the Clerk to read the letter I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUsTicE, Washington, March 8, 1888. 


Sire: In answer to yours of the 23th of February, addressed to the Attorney 
General, concerning the case of the United States vs. The American Bell Tele- 





| phone C ompany and others, which is under mye harge as Acting Attorney-Gen 


i 


eral, and referring to House Document No. 153, with request that the Depart- 
nt ‘‘ show when the employment of each of the counsel named therein be- 
gan, the amount of money which has been paid to each upto date, and th 
amount to which each is entitled under the terms of his employment, ‘from th 
beginning thereof up to this time,’’ you are respectfully informed that the 
bringing of the suit to which your communication refers was recommended b\ 
the Secretary of the Interior after a preliminary hearing which, in his judg 
ment, demanded the interposition of the Government to protect the people oi 
the United States. It was brought after a careful examination of such facts as 
were accessibie to the Government, and on consultation had between the So- 
licitor General and the counsel employed to assist the United States attorney 
in the cireuit court of the United States for the southern district of Ohio against 
the Bell Tel ephone C ompany and other parties, its supposed agents, process was 
issued and served. The case came on to be heard, and, after argument, the court 
dismissed the bill without prejudice for want of jurisdiction in that district. 
The counsel employed in that case to assist the United States attorney for that 
district, and the amounts paid to each, were as follows: 
Hunton & ¢ handler, appointed February 1, 1586, at a compensation 
of $,000 for services in that case and travelin g expenses, in pur- 
suance of wh ich the y were paid in full, including expenses............ $5, 509. 10 
C.S. Whitman, appointed February 1, 1856, at a compensation of $3, 000 
for that suit and actual and necessary traveling expenses, under 
which he was paid ina full...... 
G. P. Lowrey, New York, appointe ‘d Febr uary ‘, 1836, at a ‘com pensa- 
tion of $1, 000 retainer, $75 per day for services ‘actually rendered in 
New York, and $100 per day when employed elsewhere, and neces- 
sary traveling expenses, under which employment he was paid...... 11, 898. 60 
fion. A. G. Thurman, appointed February 19, 1886, at a retainer of 
$1,000 and such further compensation as might be determined, and 
was paid SOD eo siensenescctensnte renearinir wie wnangeepoanaseneaaneponiiuiadigin ees eesseeers 
Hon. John Goode having on the 10th of ‘August, 1886, retired from 
the cae of Solicitor-General, and had, through the whole course 
of the litigation, charge of the ease, which on or about the 20th of 
September following was fixed for final argument, was, on the [3th 
of August, 1886, employed at an annual compensation of $5,000 and 
traveling expenses, not to exceed $250 per year, under which he was 
paid in END aianiiniaaincearititn hceausbbehsinisiecnaciadigadistieaitetaee valdadlse 


4, 629. 95 


2, 485. 60 














ri 
3 
x 
; 
] 





“is 
ee 


7 
3 
¢ 
3 
* 
: 
4 











t I belie 


priatic 


insta 
year it was 
eSS8é xpen 
been the rule 


“LY 22} 
and assistant 


the Comm 





Fe aameannire 


~ AION ODP VaQTAN 
2492 CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. OATES. Does it not arise from the vicious system of perqui 
sites 7 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe it does. I am not saying how it arises 
I am saying it exists 

Mr. OATES. I think it exists only to a limited extent. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think, myself, a good deal of it is done by com- 
missioners and deputy marshals who thereby get fees. It is a fact that 
has come to my knowledge that these very officials have been rebuked 
by the judges of the courts wherein they acted. I can establish that 
fact beyond controversy. I sometimes feel it a duty to speak out. I 
prefer always to speak out myself against those of my own party who 
do not do quite right, rather than permit the opposition to call atten 
tion to such things and thereby secure some possible political advan- 
taue 


Mr. MCRAE. You say these prosecutions are instigated by com- | 


missioners who are rebuked by the court. Why does not the court 
remove them? ‘They are appointed by the court. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can bring a reliable gentleman, a member of 
this House, to say that judges of the United States courts have from 


the bench rebuked these officers. I take it the officers are deputy | 


marshals who employ people to swear out warrants before the com- 
missioners. 
Mr. McRAE. The point I want to call attention to is that the com- 


missioners are appointed by the court, and the court has power to re- | 


move the commissioners, if not the power to remove the deputy mar- 
shals. 


Mr. RANDALL, The commissioners are appointed by the circuit | 


judges, and these prosecutions, I think, are mostly under district 
judges. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the present amendment is exhausted. 
The Chair understands the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro forma amendment. 
I hope the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama will be 
voted down. I have here a statement which I received from the Treas- 
ury Department, and desire to have it read in order to show that $40, - 
625.07 was paid to these special attorneys, leaving only a balance due 
Grosvenor P. Lowrey of $911.20. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 8, 1888. 

Sir: Inreply to your communication of the 3d inst., asking for a detailed state- 

ment of the accounts, rendered and approved by the Attorney-General, of the 


attorneys employed by the Government in the prosecution of the suit for the | 


invalidation of the Bell Telephone patent, and the amounts paid thereon, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith copy of letter of the First Comptroller of the 7th 
instant, and statement therewith submitted. 
Respectfully yours, C.8, FAIRCHILD, 
Sceretary Treasury 
lion, W.H.SowveEn, 
House of Representatives. 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1888. 

Sir: The letter of Hon. W. H. SowpEn to you of February 3, asking for a de- 
tailed statement of the accounts, rendered and approved by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, of the attorneys employed by the Government in the prosecution of the 
suit for the invalidation of the Bell Telephone patent, and the amounts paid 
thereon, which you referred to me on the 4th instant for report, has been ex- 
amined, 

1 have the honor to transmit herewith a summary of said accounts. If the 
particular items entering into any or all of these accounts should be required, 
the same will be prepared in this office; but the above is supposed to be all that 
will be necessary under the call made in the letter. 

The letter of Mr. SowpEnN is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 














No. 2 ro 
of Name. Period embraced. aS ime Total. 
report fe a pee. 
96139 | C.S., Whitman ..... Mar.19 and 20, 1886.....) 1886 ‘$1,000.00 
DB1O0 | ...ccse- GO.......000seeseee0eeese-| Mar. 30 to June 30, | 1886 900. 00 
| 1886, | 
"99417 i Rinivtchivcneediaae Mar. 30 to Apr. 8, 1886..| 1886 | 47.65 | 
} ———— $1, 947.65 
99418 DD citniitwbuini Sept. 16 to 26, 1886...... | 1887 65. 50 
101364 do : ‘ In December, 1886..... 1887 49, 25 
101365 do June 30, 1886,to Jan. | 1887 | 1,100.00 
6, 1887. | 
104017 |.........do Jan. 24,1886, to Jan, 30,| 1887 | 1,582.50 
887. ——anee| = 2.797, 25 
j | i ee 
1,744. 90 
96140 | Hunton & Chandler...) Mar. 20, 1886...............| 1886 | 2,000.00 
OTTER hevencccaescccuiientennin Expenses June, 1886..) 1886 52. 05 
' —— 2, 052. 95 
99503 vincelanets sessesesseneee) BEPt. 16 to Oct. 20, | 1887 | 1, 267.85 
13886. j 
eee June 30,1886, to Jan. 1887 | 2,041.25 
| 6, 1887, 
ee | eee Jan. 19 to Jan. 30, | 1887 | 3,061.75 | 
| 1887. | \———— 6,370.85 
| ' eed 
| 8,423. 80 
} | ha hembcns 
\ | i 


* Report No. 103049 not paid, appropriation being exhausted. 


RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 22 


, 














No 
of Name Period « braced Amount Total 
eport paid. , 
' 
96730 | Grosvenor Lowrey.. Apr. 2 to 7, 1886...... 1886 $2, 000. 0 wikia 
CISFe Lcasmn AD coveings Apr.7 to June 14, 1886../ 1886 | 1,615.58 
———' $3, 645.58 
100436 WO) ve ccssances ces In full to Dec. 6, 1886 1887 | 5,783.45 
OL951 conse  bananuee Final compensation | 1887 | 2, 469.57 |...........6 
to Dec. 6, 1586, 
103949 GS ee Tee Apr. 23 to June 14, 1887 1887 911.20 
| —_—_— 9, 164. 22 
12, 809. 8 
| 
i Allen G, Thurman Mar. 23 to Apr. 5, 1886..' 1886 | 1, 280.00 
aS Apr 5to July 1, 1886...) 1886 | 2,146.25 
3, 426. 25 
a sone July 1 to July 24, 1886... 1887 : 
a Expenses July 1 to) 1887 25 
——/| | 


Dec, 51, 1886, 





4,629.95 








98782 | John Goode........ Aug. 14to Aug. 30,1886, 1887 | 1,000.00 
DVOLS |.....0008 Na siccssciciandba cre, Expenses to Aug. 30, | 1587 66.75 | 
1886. } 
99796 Aug. 14 to Nov. 14, 1886) 1887 | 1,000.00 
100394 | Expenses Dec., 1886 1887 52.00 | 
101662 Nov.13 to Dec. 9, 1886... 1887 366. 85 | 
102185 Mar. 11 to Mar, 15, 1887, 1887 45.90 | 
102654 Jan. 18to Apr. 18, 1887..| 1887 | 1,250.00 | 
103608 June 11LtoJune 20, 1887) 1887 | 79.35 
104030 Apr. 18 to June 30, 1887 1887 | 1,005. 43 
— @ O66 98 
104031 |........ O...cccesescessereseees) JULY 1 to July 18, 1887..| 1888 244. 57 
105384 0.005. seereseree) JULY 18 to Oct. 18, 1887..) 1888 | 1,250.00 





106915 |...... ..d0.... Oct. 18 to Jan. 18, 1887.,| 1888 | 1, 250.00 | 























Mar. 2 to Apr. 8, 1886... 1586 220. 63 
Suspended 96729.... ....) 1886 | 99,17 
Apr. 14 to June 28, 1886 1886 644.14 
—s 963. 94 
106000 |........ Se nesecreionvertiin ‘ Jan. 22 to Feb., 1887. BEE, Spikneinniactint 518, 32 
| | —— — 
| } 1, 482. 26 
| —— 
100295 | G. A. Jenks...........000.. Dec. 3 to Dec. 8, 1886 OR bi es 41.50 
97221 | Philip H. Kumler...... March 15 to 23, 1886,...) 1886 |........ce0s00 48, 00 
98800 | Albert Stetson May 5to June 30, 1886.| 1886 |............ ’ 294. 00 
| QSBS8O0 | ...cccce i diceitindacceten | July 1 to Aug. 9, 1886..| 1887 | 206. 00 
Q9194 |....00-0 do.. July 31 to Aug. 3, 1886..| 1887 | 40. 00 
| | | -—— 246.00 
thle 
| . 540. 00 
‘ i = . 
99334 | F.M. Adams.............. | To October 5, 1886......| 1887 |... ..c00ee0 30. 50 
105806 | Molecular Telephone | Nov. 30, 1886, to Jan. | 1887 840. 89 
Company. 3, 1887. 
103614 | W.C. Strawbridge.....| Jan. 22 to June 24,1887.., 1887 | 1,192.73 
j A GO .......ssceseseeeeeeee| JULY 1 to July 19, 1887..| 1888 90. 91 
| ————, 1, 283. 64 
| 99371 | W.J. Hughes............., Sept. 17 to Sept, 22, | 1887 |... 50. 14 
| 1886, 
} b —— , siilltiee 
| as ; 
| * Report No. 103949 not paid, appropriation being exhausted. 
+ No. 98403 was approved by Department of Justice for $2, 815. 45, 
RECAPITULATION. 
Ca; WH IRE se vndissevesciie sitcive see ccenssicssetsceseccsscccccccsenesicnssodsnanenie $4, 744. 90 










Iiunton & Chandler, attorneys . %, 423.80 
Grosvenor P. Lowrey, attorney.. . .. 12, 809. 80 
John Goode, attorney.............. .- 7,610.85 
Allen G. Thurman, attorney.. 4, 629. 95 
W. C. Strawbridge, attorney. 1, 283. 64 











i A SE PINON sei hesincnnirusshanbsbeestibaeevtanseuererenventaseanansenseseeee si 41.50 
PE is IE, BOONE 0.0002 con ece stsecssuscevenssscseoconcos ccocepsesees cesenseees in 48. 00 
OC. F. Brackett, professor of physics.. 1, 482. 26 
Albert Stetson, stenographer......... 540. 00 
F. M. Adams, stenographer....... . 30. 50 
Molecular Telephone Company .............cccccccceesecenenenenees et 840. 89 
We. J. Tignes, SCOMOGTODIOS ous... occ. cscesccercsescccccccvcccovesscoesesscosesosescovsnese 50.14 
} i ii hdl edie nn snsae dianbbiipnemibedbion 41, 536, 23 
Deduct amount allowed but not paid for lack of funds, namely 

SE Be. TE ik ss hc ain sasisneicascsttbbatincie vases s sevcntatneesiesoriebictetestavenssts 911.20 
Total amorint paid 80 Gate .ivisess.vececocccesroescecsspeorccsesescvcsseseseseneseponsess 40, 625. 03 


Mr. SOWDEN. This statement clearly exhibits the fact that $40,- 
625.03 has already been paid to these special attorneys, and that there 
is a balance of $911.20 still due to Mr. Lowrey. Now I want to know 
from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] why he proposes to 
increase the amount already provided for in the appropriation bill 
under consideration? Why make. it $40,000? Who are the special 
attorneys that are still unpaid, either in this particular case or any 
other? Have they not all been provided for in previous appropriation 
bills? Did not the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] say that 
their services have been substantially dispensed with, and that they 
are no longer engaged in the service of the Government? From the 
letter of the Solicitor-General I infer that Mr. Lowrey is entitled to 
receive no other money than this balance of $911.20. 
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Mr. OATES. This is not a deficiency bill, and we are not disc 
ing what has been paid in the past. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No r; we are discussing what is due these at 
neys. 


Mr. OATES. Notatall. Thisappropriation is no 





what may now be due to anybody. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Oh! then this is to provide for future instan« of 
this character. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not know whether of this character or of 
character. This appropriation is to be used the d etion « 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OA 
approves of the expenditure of money in this direction without li 

Mr. OATES. Without limit? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Yes, sir 

Mr. OATES. I have confidence in Sol r Jenks, in his int 
and his econom 

Mr. SOWDEN. So have I. I } ea ea ith in the integrit 
of the Solicitor-General as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OA 


can have. There is no more able, honorable, and conscientious offic 
in the public service than Solicitor-General Jenks. And I would 

say an unkind word of the Attorney-General He is one of the abl 
officials that ever held the high and responsible office which he so 


h ‘ 
t is simply to call the attention of this Hou 


i 


ceptably fills, My objec 

and particularly this side of it, to the enormously large fees charged | 
Mr. Lowrey and the other special attorneys in the public service, w 
a view of correcting the evil, if possible, and cutting down these n 
lessly extravagant expenditures. 

Mr. OATES. Further expenditure in this direction is entirely 
his discretion, but I want enough money appropriated so that he 1 
not be cramped for want of means for the employment of counsel 
prosecute these suits if he thinks itis best for the Government that 
sistant counsel should be employed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Unless some one else wishes to take the floor 
shall ask unanimous consent to limit debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
[Mr. SowDEN] has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 want one minute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas 


ceed five minutes. 





entleman from Pennsylvat 


I wish to occupy not to ex 


Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent that debate upon th 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to fifteen 


minutes, 
‘Lhere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I sin ply want to state that the abuses whi 
formerly existed in the administration of justice in the southern di 
trict of Illinois have |} d, if not entirely 
that while under a previous administration the expenses of the Unite 
States courts there aggregated over $80,000 a year, for the last y: 
those expenses have amounted to only $56,000, showing that the fi 
olous prosecutions to which refer 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not refer to Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You referred generally to such prosecutions, and 





een greatly lesse 





nce has been made—— 


[ say these figures show that in that State, at least, such prosecutions 


are no longer instituted, but that justice is administered there for tl 
ike of justice by an honest Democrat. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will remember that when thos 


matters were brought to public attention under a former administra- 


tion, I took care to characterize them in fitting terms. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. 
country upon the fact that in the State of Illinois, at least, the abus« 
which formerly existed have been remedied. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in commenting further upon his charge tha 


this Administration, through the Department of Justice, is acting with 
hardship and injustice toward the people of this country, goes now into 


a dissertation upon the system of internal-revenue taxation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not recollect that I alluded to internal tax 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I thought the gentleman w 
alluding altogether to the question of collecting the spirit tax. 

Mr. RANDALL. [I alluded to the administration of the law in 
lation to all taxes, but the gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Was the gentleman speak 
of the laws relating to customs taxes? 

Mr. RANDALL. Go on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
ence, but I accept both. Now, sir, the gentleman has spoken of c 
ing attention to the faults of our party and the faults of our Admin 


istration, and first without limit, but even now the gentleman has not 
intimated that harsh and unnecessary procedures have not been limited 


and reduced under this Administration. 


I maintain that we have far fewer complaints, just and unjust, under 
this Administration than we have had heretofore in regard to the exe- 





abated, and 


Isimply wanted to congratulate the 
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committee divided; and 
» the amendment was rejected 
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ww ¢ 
n imp frivolous prosecut t i l 
augurated by oflicials simply for the purpose of getting fees rh 
paid their fees, it must be understood, whether the prosecution is well 
founded or not; hence there is a constant temptation for them, in order 
to carn improper fees, to institute proceedings against people; and what 
we <is to make them swear to these facts of their own personal 
] led r have their informant do so. 
BUCH YA? ‘ill the gentler y d to etor a on 
JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. tainly 
BUCHANAN Do I understand the gentleman to say that that 
practice is being continued now 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I understand to t 
practice. in some places it is undoubtedly the practi he part of 





tes oflicers, supported by the Federal auth 
r. BUCHANAN. I only wanted to know whether it was t! 











RYAN. lLTinsist upon the point of order. This changes « 
ing law and is entirely new leg I may say, Mr. Chair 
that if that provision were to law there could be no com 
plaints, if | understand it correctly, made against a wrong-doer, ex 
cept by one who had personal knowl: of tl 
. JOHNSTON, of North Carolin Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. RYA Personal knowledge of the fact 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Of the facts, of cow 
RYAN. And it would simply be to allow criminals to go un 
whipped of justice 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No, sir; just let me say to tl 
tleman, if the Chair will permit me a moment, that you can arré 
violation of the law now upon information when 
the pr ution nstituted by a deputy collector, a collector, or1 

t is to prevent the deputy marshals or other: 
suits for the purpose merely of getting the fees 





And, by the way, I take this position: The gentleman from Kansa 
says that the point of order he makes against my amendment is b 
cause it is achange of existing law. But the very clause itself which 
the committee have put into this bill is new legislation, and the point 


of order not having been made against that, I have a right to offer an 
amendment which is germane to that provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That is correct. 

Ir. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. And the point of order can 
not lie against my amendment, since it was not made upon this c] 
of the bill which changes the existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true.. The gentleman is correct in t! 
| If the point of order had been made in regard to the clause, 
from lines 12 to 21, it would have been good, but not having been made 
against the clause, and it having been admitted to consideration by the 
committee, itis proper to move any amendment which is germane to it. 
We are dealing with changes in existing law. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. And the point of order there- | 
fore came too late 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the amendment cl 








i 
RYAN. Mr, Chairman, it has been.the practice ever si: 
or ition of the Government that officers or others might make com- 
plaint upon information or belief before commissioners or other officers 
hav jurisdiction of the crime alleged. This proposes to change that 
ent practice, to change the iaw now so that if an officer is informed 
by a good and respectable man, or men, of the existence of an offense ! 
or crime he can not go before a justice of the peace or a commissione 
and make complaint upon information and belief. I think it is a dan- 
gerous innovation, and one that should not be adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. In response to what the gen- 
tleman from Kansas says, it is necessary, too, that some provision should 
be made to protect the people from the unjust demands which are made 
overnment officers and others for the purpose of securin 





le 


their fee 


ES. The deputy collector, under existing law, is the only 

al t to institute proceedings, as I understand the law 
amendment does not affect that right, but only requires 

l it as to the facts alleged. 

Mr. RANDALI Let the proposed amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again reported. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolin la t excited; but I was 
y referring the gentleman to the fact that this is an abuse that is 


not of recent growth. It is an old thing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Because I understood the gentleman to say 
awhile ago, and to that I addressed my inquiry, that the deputy mar- 
shals of the United States were now pursuing that practice. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir, they are the ones 
who probably profit most by this practice, and I want to prohibit that; 
and also to break up the habit of other persons who obtain a part of 
+1 














these fees from being permitted to pursue that practice further. 

Mr. COWLES. People who want to be witnesses and draw thei! 
per diem 
' Mr. BUCHANAN. Isupposed that the deputy marshals at present 
would not do such a thing. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carol [ ask a vote on the amend- 
ment 

rt ( tion 1% tal 1 on a division there were—ayes 44, 

es 45. 

Mr. RYAN. 0g I ask ort llers 

The CHAIRMAN nt of order being made that )quorum 

voi the Chair r tellers 
Mr YAN, and ) N of North ¢ lina, were appointed 
i committee gain d ded: and the tellers reported —ayes 0o 


o the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk’ 


‘ Ss 
] Clerk re da follows 
P >, line 1 wo! 1 ins¢ he circuit or district age or 
My tLANDALI I rese e tne oint of order on that. 


a 






-R d 
Bl ANAN. 

. RANDALL. I want to hear you 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Then reserve the point 
Mr. RANDALI I will. . 
Ir. BUCHANAN. That is all right. Let the point of order be re- 
\ d. 
Mr. Chairman, as the paragraph stood in the bill originally it seemed 

to me it was as favorable to violatorsof the internal-revenue laws as 


any legislation by this House could be. An amendment has been 
ypted which makes it still more difficult to arrest such violators. It 
may be that substantial abuses exist. It may beit is not within th: 
power of the Departmentof Justice to regulate by effective action those 
abuses. Ihave nothing to say in criticism of the amendment which 
has just been adopted. But as the provision now stands thusamended 
it is almost impossible to secure a warrant for the arrest of a real of- 
fender. Not only must the facts be sworn to of personal knowledge, 
but the prosecution must be approved of by the attorney of the United 
States. Now, I propose to go one step further, which will not inju 


innocent persons in the least, and ask that that approval may be eithe1 





| by the attorney or a circuit or district judge of the United States. It 






rht be necessary to issue this warrant in a moment’s notice. Th: 
ige might be near by and the district attorney absent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I accept that amendment, as far as lam concerned. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I simply want to add that I do not think the 
criminals of this country have all the rights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before we pass from the subject of United § 
district attorneys I wish to offer an amendment to line 2, page 9 
understood that leave was given to return to that point. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will reserve the point of order on the amend- 
ment until I hear it read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
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Add after line 2, page 93: 
‘In all proceedings or cases, civiland criminal, including prize cases, where 
fees or compensation of any kind are now taxed against and paid by the United 
States for services of district attorneys or their assistants, and in all such pro- 
dings or eases where services are performed by United States attorneys or 
their assistants in behalf of the United States, and the costs are taxed against 
and paid by other parties than the United States, all such fees and compensa- 
tion for such services shall be included in their emolument returns, and all such 
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priations on this subject, the official who appeared there did not know 
what he was talking about when he said that more bailiffs are em- 
ployed than are necessary to perform the duties. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman who appeared before us, Mr. 
Ifodges, is one of the most intelligent officers of that Department. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. He may be intelligent out in Ken- 
tucky or Pennsylvania, but he would not suit for New York City. 
[Laughter.] We know what we wantin New York. Weask to be let 
alone. We want ‘‘ home rule.”’ 

As to the necessity for these officers, I wish to say that there is not 
sufficient assistance at present in the United States courts in our city 
for the accommodation of the people who have occasion to do business 
there. I believe I understand the wants of those courts; and I have 
the authority of the United States marshal, General McMahon, for the 
statement that he has not sufficient assistance to keep the courts run- 
ning in a proper manner for the accommodation of the public business. 
I do not care what may be the case in other parts of the country; I am 
here to defend the interests of New York City. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is very evident that the point of order which 
the gentleman has made will deprive New York City of the relief which 
it would have had under the terms of the provision as reported. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I prefer to have New York as it 
stands than tg submit my case to any Attorney-General. [Applause. } 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


| 





JUNE 22, 


Mr. OATES. Do I understand the gentleman to state that this is 
substantially what the Department desires? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, we understand it to be satisfactory. 

Mr. OATES. Then I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

UNDER LEGISLATIVE, 
Botanical Garden: 

For extension and repairs to heating apparatus; for new sash to rotunda of 

conservatory, paint and reglaze conservatory and various hot-houses, and gen- 


| eral repairs to buildings and walks, including granolithic pavement on First 


street, leading to Botanic Garden to Capitol, under the direction of the Joint 


| Committee on the Library, $4,000. 


J stand on the law, and I want it to remain as it is; I do not want to | 


subject it to the caprice of anybody. There is the law, and I want 
the law obeyed. | Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RANDALL. I take out those words which have been objected 
to. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I want to strike ont ‘‘three’’ 
and insert ‘‘ five.’’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment which I think will pro- 
mote harmony. Iask leave to insert the words which I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk in place of those which have been stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes now to strike out the obnoxious 
portion of theparagraph. Notwithstanding the law authorizes the em- 
ployment of a certain number of bailiffs, the gentleman thinks it is com- 
petent for the Committee on Appropriations to make an appropriation 
for such number only as they may think proper. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me propose an amendment, which I think 
if accepted will get us out of the present trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “court”’ insert “except in the southern district of New York 
or. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer this to get out of the trouble. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York will now see that 
the words which have been stricken out are the words which he ought 
to have retained. I always like to accommodate the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Yes; and I have always been in 
favor of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. ‘He isa 
gentleman for whom I have always had the highest regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BucHANAN’S amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For stenographie clerk for the Chief Justice and for each associate justice of 
the Supreme Court, at a sum not exceeding $1,600 each, $14,400. 

For payment of such miscellaneous expenses as may be authorized by the 
Attorney-General, including the employment of janitors and watchmen in 
rooms or buildings rented for the use of courts, and of interpreters, experts, 
and stenographers; of furnishing and collecting evidence where the United 
States is or may be a party in interest, and moving of records, $140,000. 


+? 


Mr. OATES. I move move to strike out ‘40’ and insert ‘'75;’’ so 
the appropriation will be $175,000 instead of $140,000. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommend $140,000. The amount estimated 
by the Department of Justice included the preceding proposition for 
$14,400. The appropriation of $14,400 for stenographers to judges of 
the Supreme Court being embraced in a separate paragraph would leave 
the amount to be covered by this paragraph $200,000. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have recommended only $140,000. It seems to 
me that amount is toosmall, and I therefore move to amend by making 
it $175,000, $25,000 less than the amount estimated by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an increase of $50,000. Mr. Hodges, of 
the Department of Justice, appeared before the Committee and stated 
the amount provided was enough. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman say that the Department is sat- 
isfied with this appropriation? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what we judged from what they said. 
The gentleman will notice that the estimate for bailiffs and criers was 
$85,600. We have added $50,000 to that, which we are informed it 
was desirable to have, so they might be able to get their pay without 
being incumbered by other matters. 


Mr. CRISP. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, page 95, insert: 

‘*For allowance to contestants and contestees in full for expenses incurred by 
them in contested-election cases: J. B. Morgan, $701; G. H. Thoebe, $2,000; J. 
B. White, $2,000; W. O. Arnold, $750; F. M. Simmons, $720; William Vandever, 
$2,000; N. E. Worthington, $2,000; A. C. Davidson, $2,000; J. V. McDuffy, $2,000; 
J. D, Lynch, $2,000; P. S. Post, $2,000; Robert Smalls, $2,000; J.G. Carlisle, $1,- 
207.19; William Elliott, $2,000; in all $23,430.19.” 

Mr. RANDALL. This paragraph has always appeared heretofore on 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CRISP. The only objection to putting it there is the uncer- 
tainty of that bill and the certainty as to this. It would seem to me 
to be entirely proper here, and that it belongs to this bill of right. It 
is in no sense a deficiency; it is a provision of law. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not a deficiency, but then it is not an ex- 


| penditure for 1889 either. 


Mr. CRISP. But it is one of the expenses, it seems to me, which 
should properly go upon the sundry civil bill. I suppose the gentle- 
man will have no objection to its going on this bill. Do I understand 
the gentleman to object? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no power to object that I know of. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. ROWELL. I offer the further amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After ‘“P. S. Post,’ strike out ‘‘ $2,000’ and insert ‘‘ $7,668.40,”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. That is subject to the point of order, of course. 

Mr. CRISP. And I raise the point of order upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. The point of order is that it is wholly 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman withhold the point of order 
for a moment and allow a statement? 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ROWELL. Under the law, I admit, Mr. Chairman, that we 
are limited to the expense of $2,000 in each of these cases, unless Con- 





| gress in the act making the appropriation shall see proper to exceed 


that sum by making a special exception. 

Now, this case illustrates the necessity of an exception. The legal, 
notarial, and office charges, in exact accordance with the law in this 
case, amounted to $1,155.70. The legal constable’s fees, charged up in 
exact accordance with the law, amounted to $501.55. For witness fees, 
ascertained exactly in the same manner, and paid in accordance with 
the law, $656.10 were paid. The record evidence, cost of copying, 
$194.65; printing the brief, $266.75; making a total of $2,774.75 of fees 
provided by statute where this evidence was taken, and required to be 
paid by the law; with other expenses not included in preparing and 
taking evidence, exclusive of attorneys’ fees, of $823.65, making an ex- 
pense on the part of this contestant, exclusive of attorneys’ fees, of $3,- 
598.40. This does not include a single dollar of the attorneys’ fees. 
The attorneys were engaged in taking testimony for three hundred and 
twenty-nine days, engaged at the same time in four different counties, 
and sometimes in two or three different places, preparing an argument, 
without preparing the answer, without arguing the case before the com- 
mittee. I repeat, they were employed for three hundred and twenty- 
nine days, for which a payment was made of $3,144, or less than $10 
per day. For thepreparation of the brief, which isa very elaborate and 
very comprehensive document, the charge was only $375, whereas the 
ordinary charge of attorneys of this city in such cases would not be less 
than $1,000, and for arguing the case before the Committee on Elec- 
tions the charge was only $250. All these aggregate the sum which I 
have proposed in the amendment, and which was actually expended in 
the case. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the law is explicit on this subject, 
and of course makes this subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
being heard fora moment. The Committee on Elections of which my 
friend from Illinois is a member, in passing upon these accounts for ex- 
penses, felt themselves bound by theexisting law. I do not mean to be 
understood by that to say that it is not in the power of this Congress 
to repeal that law pro tanto, if you please, by making the allowance in 
excess of $2,000; but Ido mean to say that it is not in the power of this 
House to do it upon an appropriation bill when the point of order is 
made that this provision is a change of the existing law. 
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Now as to why the Jaw was passed it is perhaps unnecessary to s [ 
anything. I underst: ind, however, that Pri xpense accounts rendered Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to hear the amendment ot 























have been increas from year to year, for inasmuch as it was under- | tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp 
stood that the ‘United States was to pay the bill, no special effort at The CHAIRMAN, It appropriates $2,000 for this 
economy was used, no formal contract with lawyers was made, but the: t rentle n from Indiana [| Mr. WHITE] proposes t 
was that kind of rality employed which we all perhaps feel more rl 1estion was put on the motion of Mr. Wu I 
or less when somebody else is required to foot the bill. the Cl he as to tl 
Mr. ROWELL. But in this particular case you will admit the f there w uyes 14, noes 3 
were particularly low. So the amend! t to the 
Mr. CRISP. I frankly admit that there are many cases where tl end tof Mr. ¢ 
law operates ] l . I am only mentioning the reasons t he Clerk re 
prompted Con : the law We felt bound by 1b. I have . 
doubt the ger rely a loser financially. Ihave no d 
that other get ive had contests * been sers 
think the committee y unanim n the opi t W l ( 
to carry out this law. There is a specific provision of the R eI : 
Statutes that in no case shall more tl $2,000 be all q 
Mr. RANDALI I object to furt d te 
Mr. CRISP. In this case we it ! 
mitted us to allow. Mr. ¢ rman, I now withdraw my pro 
amendment. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chain | 
ment. I see there is p 1 the lin Vv nal ow, UU ale A . ; 
The CHAIRMAN Che it will | ed, if i of I ste ite of the Publ 
der. ile the appropriation made by this | $2.1 ( I 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Can I be heard? ference of $367.000. or about $1.000 a dav be en : 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, if you offer an amendment Pul Printer and the amount which the ' 
_ WwW VHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out ‘** $2,000 un s well known that last = we were tron! : 
aah gs 500. OC : it Print oO ' ae at : ton 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ord tainly inade ka ond what ¥ e to k * 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order | ‘ : een the esti ind t 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I wish to be heard. d whether 4 i ocealiaaici Hafied 4 
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the regular orde1 t bill will +o the often heensh withant a: 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to address the ¢ RANDALI The a ae d oe a ¢ th ae onal 
on the point of order ? ‘ rhe appre priatic n in this bill : for the next vea 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Yes,sir; Ido. Iwish tostate to the Chai: the short session, and there is not likely to bea di ( 
that this point of ord ill not hold good as against my proposit : ‘ same amount for the coming year that ¥ ‘ 
The chairman of the Committee on Elections, with all due resp ven} = n of $20.000 and two iten ann 4 naw ene 
him, has misconstrued the situation of this case from beginning to ] WO. and tl ther “‘for the construction of an additic | : 
I do not stand here as a contestee in this case, nor do I recognize t t ith center of the fire-proof main buildil . of the Gx 
gentleman that pretended to dispute my seat as a contestant. I ta Printing Office. and the removal of sis nee trotype foundry to wm 
the ground that I was duly elected a member of this House with So tl 1) in : = inene ; ‘ as 
the slightest tinge of fraud. There was not a parti fraud ir f last vea t 242 NNO . 
case. The Ck ead as follows: — 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is the point of he CP uted : 
onder. dices: diva nameedh Seneede tan emnlandnet tie, Gavermnans P* rfl 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please confine himself to the , or so much thereof as may be necessary ; to pay p uta lea b- 
point of order. s to employes who resign or are discharged (decision of the Firs 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I was showing that the point of order: 
against me does not apply. Iam nota contestee and I was annoyed Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the 
by aman who was not a contestant, but a deliberate pirate who at- | priation here of I l : n 
tempted to steal myseat. He had noright to itwhatever. Theclaim | ployés who resign or are discharged. My recollection is that the pr 











he made that I was not a citizen of the United States 3 appropriation which we made for this purpose for the discharged 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point thaf the gen- | printers was only $5,000, and considering that there were hundreds 
tleman is out of order. ( urged from that office, many of them without reason, and that it 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman is outside of | took only $5,000 to pay them their pro rata, it would seem from the 
the point of order. the pr nt ap p $15,000, that 3 the ition 





Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. If I had not been a citizen of the United | t harge pretty nearly all the balan i 
States that question « have been investigated by this Congre Mr. RANDALI rhis is for the « ing year. Itis1 wny- 
without costing me a ¢ I was put to this great expense and an ] | bel 
noyance out of pure wickedness and with the expectation that mon ii 
might be made out of it Mr. FARQUHAR. I grant that, but I it took oniy $ 0 in 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that the gentleman | 1888 to pay the proratings of men discharged, and why should it take 
is not addressing himself to the point of order. 15,000 this coming year? I ks ] x the office a premium to 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point. The gentlema make more di 
is going outside of the point of order. Mr. RANDALL gave the lie Pri the am 1e 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. sked, but it can not be expended except in the manner provided in 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order, | the paragraph. 
but does not like to be discourteous to any member. Mr. FARQUHAR. But is it not a fact that the proratings of the 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will either have my proper fees or none. | discharged printers for the current year came within $5,000? 

Ifmy amendment is out of order, I move to strike out the whole amount Mr. RANDALL. Ihave norecollectionabout that. My re lection 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the pointoforder. ‘T! t- | is that there are some adjustments yet to be made in that connection. 
= fixes the amount to be allowed in these cases, and under section 3, Mr. FARQUHAR. The House will recollect that there was 32,500 

Rule X XI, it can not be exceeded in an apy ropriation bill. The gen- | extra asked for which went into the deficiency b 1 which would 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE] now moves to strike out what the | have made a total of $7,500, but now the committee p1 e to give 
Clerk will read. $15,000 for these pro rata payment It certainly | 3 like putting @ 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I would like to cite you two cases wher premium on discharges. 
this point of order, as you term it, has been decided the other way | Mr. RANDALL. Well, the committee had no manner of caleulat- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on the point of orde ing to a dollar the amount that would be required under this clause 
Does the gentleman appeal from the ruling of the Chair? If not, he | and therefore we were compelled to take the figures of the Public 
is not in order. | Printer. He said that $15,000 would be required, t 

The Clerk read as follows: | amount in the | 

Strike out the words “J. B. White, two thousand dollars.” Mr. FARQUHAR. here is simply a misunderstanding to the 

Mr. CRISP. Do I understand the gentleman wants to strike that | two a 
out? t 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
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Mr. RANDALL, I have no objection to this amendment. 
rhe amendment was, by unanimous consent, considered and ad 
ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask consent to have printed 
in the RECORD two lettersexplanatory of the amendment just adopted 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the letters referred to 
by the gentleman will be printed in the Rr 


Chere was no objection. 














Ihe letters are as follow: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Ori OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, Sepiember 22 
Ont th day of April, 1884, a contract was entered into with Tho 3 
¥.¢ is f furnishing and laying all the stone and brick work required for 
the restructure o » court-house, post-office, etc., at Frankfort Se 
) t provided for t completion of the work on or before the 7th day of 


On the 26th of December, 1884, the contractor reported that the building 





ready for the roof, with the exception of the tower and two large gables, and 
that in consequence of pecuniary embarrassment he was unable to prosecut 
the w further. Therenpon the Government, after communicating with the 








ntractor’s sureties, took possession, in accordance with their wishes, of the 

contractor's plant and finished the work. The account with the contracto: 
ands on the books of this office as follows 

paid to contractor on account of work executed by him. $26, 5: ) 

‘ t pa y Government for labor and material completing 
Hullding ailer work thereon was abandoned by contractor... 11,33 ) 
PER CONTRA. 

Amount of contract for stone and brick work. . ), 911.00 

Ay unt of propos 1 for pin joists ep voceveseesonees . ; 550. 00 

Au t proceeds of sale of old material ................. oe 79.50 

1,540. 50 

Due the Government oa essence pibbudesabecicten ats ° 6, 355. 15 


e contract provides that if the contractor fails to complete the work within 
the time specified he shall forfeit the sum of $50 per day until completion, sub- 
ject the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. It appears from the re 
ports of the Government superintendent at the building that the work was fin- 














ished June 1, 1885, and unless relieved by the Secretary ofthe Treasury the con 
tra is liable to a penalty of $5,650 

\ t . Collins reported his inability to proceed with the work he 
w lebted sums aggregating in amount, according to his own statement 










7,3 mo! s advanced and labor and material supplied for the p n 
of the work upon the building. As security for money borrowed by him from 
tl } : of Kentucky he gave achattel mortgage upon all the machinery, tools 
et nsetituting his plant at the building, which is dated January 8, 1885. T! 
plant was taken possession of by the Government January 14, 1885. 


the amount paid out by the Government to complete this work in ex 
of the amount named in contract has encroached upon the fund intended for 





the completion of other work, and in view of the recent decision of the Solic- 

mber 15, 1885) as to the application of sums appropriated for specific 

purposes the completion and occupancy of the building will necessarily be de- 
ntil ther appropriation is made or the amount of money paji for th 

excess of t a tnamed in Collins’ contract recovered by suitfrom 


the s 1 be 
The propriety or expediency of entering suit against the bondsmen is one for 


; n ition, in view of the facts as shown by the papers on file in this office, 
and as the ease involves complicated questions of fact and several important 
questions o w I respectfully recommend that the matter be referred to t) 


Solicitor of the Treasury for examination and opinion as to the proper action 
> taken by the Department in the premises. 
Very respectfully, 





M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, June 16, 1888, 





S11 1% oY ymmunications of the 29th ultimo, 4th and 11th instant, 
¥ transmittis ms of sundry parties for labor and material supplied to Thomas 
J, Coll < xr for stone and brickwork of superstructure of the court- 


house, post et t Frankfort, Ky., I have to advise you that the Depart- 








1 itered contract with Mr. Collins for the work in question on the 24th 
of April, 1884 ion the 26th of Deeember, 1884, the contractor formally noti- 
fied the De tment of his inability to proceed with the work, On the 12th of 
January, | superintendent of the building was authorized to assume 
harge of t work, and complete the contract at the expense of the contractor. 
in the sey le s addressed you allusion is made to the alleged liability 
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ILI 4. FRERET, 
per y Architect, 
I VV ‘ P t ( * 
Hon sinf 
M LIC} I move to amend r te > bill, as a new para- 
uph, the pi mn which I sez 
Che Clerk read as follows 
i y of Indi servations, required | law to be made under th 
1 ic of the Secretary of the Interior, 950,00 
ry of the lands mentioned in the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “An 
act to provide for the adju vent of land granis made by Congress to aid in the 
construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other 
, ' “  () (4) 
Mr. RANDAL! or ject to going back to adopt that amendment. 
Mr. RICE. I donot propose any recurrence to a previous part of the 
bill 


1 from Minnesota [Mr 


( 
RicE| propose that this amendment 





t yme in? 
. RICE. I propose it as a n¢ aragraph at the end of the bill. 
r, RANDALL. We have alr ‘ considered that subject of sur- 





vevs. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is true; but the Chair 





r thinks the amend 
ment is in order at this time as a new paragraph. 
The question being taken on the a i ' Mr. Rice, it was re 





jected. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
with the amendments to the House. . 
1e motion was agreed to. 
ie committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whol 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, had directed him to report the same back to the House with sun- 
dry amendments and a recommendation that it be passed as amended. 
Mr. RANDALL. I call the previous question on agreeing to the 


i 
% 
} . 





amendments and ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time 

The previous question was ordered 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the amend- 


ments? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not make any such request. 

The SPEAKER. No separate vote being demanded, the question 
will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

The amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole on th 
tate of the Union were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the previous question on the pas: 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 








re of 





the bill was passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXPENDITURES ON CUSTOM-HOUSE AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. LAWLER. As some question has been raised in regard to the 


| expenditures on the custom-house at Chicago, I ask leave to have printed 


in the RecorD for information two documents on that subject. 

There was no objection. 

The documents are as follows: 

CuicaGco, ILu., June 19, 1888. 

DEAR Sir: I respectfully inclose herewith a statement of the work done on 
the United States custom-house here since I have been in charge of the same 
The statement, as you will see, gives a list of the different classes of work and 
the respective costs of the same. Many of the items represent new work, such 
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try everything for the production of modern guns and ships. We are now in 
this regard absolutely indep« ndent of the world. 

The first modern vessels we built were three steel cruisers—the Chicago, 4,500 
tons displacement; the Atlanta, 3,190 tons; and the Boston, 3,190 tons—and the 
steel dispatch boat Dolphin, 1,483 tons. The Atlanta, Boston, and Dolphin are 
in commission, and the Chicago is completed, and as the last of her guns is 
nearly ready she will be commissioned in a few weeks. All these vessels may 
be classed as making 15 knots per hour. They carry first-class modern high- 
power great guns and modern secondary batteries. These vessels were au- 
thorized by the act of August 5, 1882,and were contracted for in July. 1883. 

Next came the act of March 3, 1885, authorizing two cruisers and two gun- 
boats. Under this, by William Cramp & Sons, at Philadelphia, are being built 
the Newark, 4,083, and the Yorktown, 1,700tons. The other two boats author- 
ized by this act are the Charleston, 3,730 tons, under contract with the Union 
fron Works, San Francisco, Cal.,and the Petrel, a small gunboat, being built 
by the Columbia Iron Works, at Baltimore, Md. 

Next was passed the act to increase the Navy approved August 3, 1886. Under 
this act William Cramp & Sons, of Philadelphia, contracted to build the Balti- 
more, 4,413 tons, and the dynamite gun cruiser, 800 tons. The Secretary of the 
Navy has extended the time of completing certain of these vessels. The tests 
of steel prescribed by the Department are very rigid, and contractors have found 
difficulty in obtaining a supply that would answer the required conditions. But 
that difliculty no longer exists, and it is expected that contractors will progress 
more satisfactorily in future. Ofthe two armored cruisers authorized by the 
net of August 3, 1586, the Maine is building at the New York navy-yard and the 
Texas in the Government yard at Norfolk. 

Not much progress has as yet been made on these vessels. The law requires 
that they shall be constructed entirely of American material. On the first day 
of May, 1887, the Secretary of the Navy contracted with the Bethlehem Iron 
Company, of Pennsylvania, for steel armor-plates and steel gun-forgings, pre- 
scribing tests which it is believed will secure material equal to any in the world. 
Under this contract the delivery of armor-plates is not to begin until October 1, 
1889, from which date deliveries are to be at the rate of 300 tons per month. 
The company is to begin the delivery of gun-forgings in August of the present 
year, and itis believed will comply with its contract. 

The Bethlehem Company is to furnish armor not only for the Maine and Tex- 
as, but also for the four monitors. Of these the Puritan, 6,000 tons, has her ma- 
chinery in, has had her dock trial, and has been accepted. The Amphitrite, 
whose engines were built by Harlan & Hollingsworth, is ready for her steam- 
trial. The Terror has also had hers, The engines of the Monadnock, 3,815, 
have not yet been built. 

The next act was that of March 3, 1887. Under this the Union Iron Works is 
building the San Francisco, 4,083 tons, to be completed October 26,1889, Will- 
iam Cramp & Sons are building the Philadelphia, 4,324 tons, to be completed 
October 27,1889, and N. F. Paimer, jr., & Co. are building the Concord, 1,700 
tons, and the Bennington, 1,700 tons, the hulls at Chester, Pa., and the machin- 
ery in New York. 

Thus it will be seen that when the vessels now building shall have all been 
completed the Government will have four 15-knot cruisers, three 16-knot cruis- 
ers (rating the 1,700 ton vessels as such), two 17-knot armored vessels, two 18- 
knot cruisers, and three 19-knot cruisers, besides the 20-knot dynamite cruiser. 
We append hereto a table showing the speed and number of armored and un- 
armored vessels building and built by the principal naval powers of the world. 
An examination of this table will show that other governments are now build- 
ing, principally, very fast vessels. 

Speed isa special requisite for an unarmored cruiser. Tobe of usein time of 
war it must be able to overtake merchant vessels and to get away from armored 
cruisers. England has and is building, as these tables will show, nineteen ar- 
mored vessels witha speed of 16 knotsand over. Seven of these make 18 knots. 
France has or is building four of 16 knots, two of 18 knots, and one 20-knot ar- 
mored vessel. Armored vessels making 16 knots and more are very common. 
An unarmored cruiser upon the ocean, confronted by an armored vessel of su- 

erior speed which could choose its distance for fighting, would be absolutely 
felplese 

It would be a grave question whether in these days any administration, if we 
were at war with England, France, Germany, Spain, or other second-rate naval 
power, would take the responsibility of sending out upon the high seas an un- 
armored cruiser of no more than 15 knots’ speed. Your committee believe that 
a navy has its uses in peace, yet they feel very sure that the American people 
are not willing to be taxed to support an establishment, necessarily expensive, 
unless it gives promise of usefulnessin case of war. A few swift cruisers, capa- 
ble of taking care of themselves in open conflict with vessels of their own class 
and of falling with celerity upon an enemy’s commerce, would be of immense 
value. 

Your committee, believing that speed is an indispensable requisite in a 
modern cruiser, and seeking to combine, as far as possible, this requisite with 
economy in size, have reported in favor of two cruisers of about 3,000 tons 
each. Size is essential to speed. Very small boats may be filled with machin- 
ery and thus secure great speed, as in the case of the Stiletto and other torpedo- 
boats, but this is done by a sacrifice of space necessary for coal and crew and 
armament. 

The 3,000-ton vessels we provide for will be large enough to carry an efficient 
armament, provide comfortable quarters for officers and men, and fuel to steam 
ten or twelve thousand knots at 10 knots an hour. We hope to get in these 
cruisers 20 knots speed, but have fixed the guaranty of the contractor at 19 
knots asa margin of safety. The other cruiser, being of 5,300 tons displace- 
ment, we hope will develop more than 20 knots. This speed has been recently 
attained by the Reina Regente, a vessel built by Thompson, at Clydebank, 
Scotland, for the Spanish Government. 

The armored vessel we provide for in the bill is to be larger and more pow- 
erful than the Texas or the Maine. It is to be of 7,500 tons displacement, will 
carry a very powerful battery,and is expected to obtain a maximum speed of 
at least 17 knots an hour. As to how the Government should build its war ves- 
sels, we beg to repeat here what was said by your committee in its report on 
House bill 6664, first session Forty-ninth Congress, 

Another question your committee have considered with great care was 
whether the ships provided for in the bill should be built by contract or in the 
Government yards. There seems to be no serious question as to having all re- 
pairs done in Government workshops. The difficulty of defining and valuing 
the work to be performed renders the contract system so impracticable that all 
important naval powers have repairs and refits done intheirown shops. Some, 
as England, even established government workshops in their colonies. The 
plant necessary for repairs and refits is almost, if not quite, sufficient for the 
construction of vessels; and navy-yards and docks are certainly in better con- 
dition to do such work when also engaged in construction. The bill reported 
therefore provides that one or more of the new vessels contemplated by the 
bill shall be constructed in one or more of the navy-yards of the United States. 
Power is also given to the Secretary to build or complete in Government work- 
shops all the vessels included in the bill, in case it shall become apparent to him 
that the contractors have made a combination against the Government. This 
provision will, it is believed, operate as a security for the Government, and will 
at the same time result in having most of our naval vessels procured by con- 
tract. 
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The weight of evidence is that contract ships are cheaper; but there is some 
very strong testimony tending to show that Government-built ships are better. 
In a table recently prepared by Maj. W. A. Jones, Engineer Corps, United States 
Army, it appears that the annual cost of repairs per ton of hull of British naval 
vessels built by contract is £1.2 per annum, and of vessels built in the Govern- 
ment dock-yards the cost is £0.8; but the report of a special mixed committee 
appointed by the English admiralty, in 1884, to inquire into the building and re- 
pair of ships, known as the Ravensworth committee, recites that the unanimous 
testimony of witnesses was that the quality of contract work in the construction 
of ships ‘as performed under admiralty supervision ’’ was ‘‘in no way inferior 
to that performed in the dock-yards.”’ Ships have heretofore been built in Eng- 
land, almost in equal numbers, by contract and in the Government dock-yards. 
This committee also found that it was *‘ expedient to extend the practice of 
building ships of war by contract.”’ 

One of the desirable results to follow from this policy, with us, will be the en- 
couragement of private building of naval vessels, and the consequent multi- 
plication of the means of rapidly increasing our naval strength in case of need. 

It will be seen that we provide that the President may build in navy-yards of 
the United States all the ships authorized by the act if contractors shall be found 
unwilling to undertake them at reasonable rates, Such a provision seems to 
us necessary for the protection of the Government. Only afew establishments 
have the plant necessary to build naval vessels. From them combination against 
the Government is easy,and to provide by law for the building of vessels by 
contract and contract only and entirely within the limits of the United States 
seems to us to be inviting combination. The Government should be willing to 
give contractors fair profits, but itshould be nevertheless armed with the power 
to protect itself. We have therefore provided money enough to put three navy 
yards in condition to build modern ships, 

The following information has been supplied by the Navy Department : 

The tabular statements following contain the names and displacements of the 
fastest armored and unarmored vessels of the principal naval powers. 

The vessels are classified according to speed, and those building are sepa- 
rated from those already built. The figures opposite to the names indicate the 
vessels’ displacements. 

The speeds given are the maximum trial speeds. The conditions under which 
these are obtained vary somewhat in different countries. Sometimes they are 
the result of six, four, or two hours’ trial, and occasionally they may be the avy- 
erage speed obtained from several runs over the measured mile. 

It is probable that the maintained sea speed of these vessels would be about 
10 or 12 per cent. less than those obtained on trial, but the figures given furnish 
a sufficiently fair means of comparison to indicate the number of fast vessels 
in each service. 

The want of time has not been sufficient to make the tables include all navies. 


Résumé of armored vessels. 


Having a speed of and above— 
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England 4; 12 
France .... 4 4 
Italy ..... 2 3 
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China J 2 
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Résumé of unarmored vessels. 


England 
France... 











Germany ee 
Spain.. 
tussia 


Japan. 
Austria 





















Total foreign.. +| 31 ‘ 205 

NOR DAMIR, . saiccsiccciivssescscvccessonivissses | 3 1 13 
os | bl aed acini dats 
Résumé of armored and unarmored vessels. 

St) Re. aoe Ah eres 
England 10; 22; 15 13 | 5 12 | 77 
France .. 7 | 6 | 5 ll} ll 3 | 53 
Italy..... s 5 3 9| 9] 15] 49 
Germany.. 13 ] J cctccrse 3 3 | 1 24 
Spain ...... | 1 5 6 | 8 29 
Russia 3 2 4 2 15 
Brazil 1 
Chili. 
China. 
Japan 


Austria 


Total foreign 
Total United States........ 
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By irm 8 
iy 15 knots, 16 knots 17k ~ s 
Bs Conqu r 6,200 | Collingwood . 9,500 Orlar ) 
& Colossus 9,420 | Imperieuse . 8,400 Undaunted 
1 Edinburg ... 9,420 | Warspite . 8,400 Australia " 
Me llero 6,200 | Rodney ene FC Narcissus >, GOK 
f Camperdown ...... 10,600 Galatea 
Benbow............... 10,600 
Anson ve eseee 10,600 
BE cnonncaile 10, 600 | 
4) 8 
Victoria 10,470 Immortalite ( 
Sans Pareil - 10,470 Aur 
: Trafalgar. 11, 940 
y Nile ll 10 
4 2 
wi 
Shah Leander . 8,750 Surprise _ 1, 40K Iris 730 
Inconstant Arethusa...... 3,750  Alacrity. 1, 40% Mex y 730 
Scout Phaeton........ 3,750 Mersey. 4, 05 
Fearless Amphion....... 3,750 | Severn ......0... { ) 
Curls Gavndsonen 1,600 | Victoria and Al- Thames ...... . 4,050 
LADEN ....cccrcecees 1. 600 es ll 4, 050 
Osborne. 1,850 | Polyphemus., 2, 640 
Archer 1,770 
Brisk 1,77 
# Cossack 7 
% Mohawk. I 
? Porpoise. l 
: Tartar l ) 
¥ 6 i 
t a“ - — 
‘| 
A 15 knots. 16 knots. 17 knots. 3 knots. 19 knots 20 knots 
4 Blanche. 1,580 Serpent 1,770 Grasshopper . 525 | Melpomene 2 » Bilal - 9,000 
\ a a 1,580 | Raccoon Bi SEO) SAUNT ccctcsmvceceets ° Magicienne,... . 2,9 bole . 9,000 
Barracouta........... 1,580 Spid ‘ 525 | Marathon 2 Sharp- te 730 
Barrora. 1,580 Rattlesnake 525 | Barham 1,800 |S e! 735 
| Bellona 1,800 | Speedwell : 735 
| ~ nde 735 
Seag 735 
Ss 735 
| $k 736 
\ 6, 620 
| M ® 20K} 
| | M 1 SO) 
| | 
| i 2 i 
FRAN 
Armored vess j 
Indomptable.. .. 7,168 | Courbet eauinceda ie Marceu — >, | 





i Devastation........ ds 9, 639 | 
: Ad. Baudin ............ 11, 380 
Yormidable ............ 11,441 





Armored vesse 


fae TT Brennus 11, 000 Dupuy de L 6, 299 
| Magenta............... 10,581 
| Neptune............... 10,581 





q 
3 | (3) | l 
i Unarmored ¢ b 4 
4 Duquay Trouin 189 | Tourville —” Ff 4,480 Milan 1,550 | Forbin, 1, 848 





LAPCTOUSBE......... 0008 Duquesne eo 6,094 | Condor..... . 1,240 Bombe 321 














- Eclaireur...........---+ 1,658 
‘ Hirondelle........ . 1,086 


» D’Estaing............... 2,256 | Epervier..... 280 | Couleuyrine 21 
i Nielly peticeien |» Ge Faucon 1.272 Dague 21 
¥ BE csscsccscccscicn F508 | | Vautour 1,272 | Dragonne I 
Primauget. 2, 257 | Fleche 1 
a [phigenie ..........0000. 93, 192 i Lance 
; Arethuse......... . 8,360 | St. Barbe | 
j Du Petit Thonars... 1,962 Salve l 
4 a | 
4 Seignelay ............... 1,915 | 
| 
} 
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Fl rf », 524 1,593 | Giovanni Bausan. 3,068 
Am Ves} 2,533 2,316 | Esploratore 1, 000 
Hav 2, 850 Massagiero....... ys! 
Staf . 1. 388 Ga o 
Barbarigo 624 
M.A. ¢ onna 656 
j 
I (2) (3) 
I ? 7 l< a ) 
| } 
| } 
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| | 
| 
GERMANY. 
Armored vessels—built. 
Br 866 
Armored vessels—buiiding. 
nboats 
t | 
t “mored cruisers, etc ’ 
F; 017 Hohenzollern 1,700 
Leipzi 125 | Ziethen.. 
Prinz Adaibert — * 6, ll 5. 
Char] : . 8,360 | Blitz... pecovesives l, 
A ® 270 
Ay 2 370 
(4) 
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curna—continued. 


Unarmored cruisers, etc.—built, 






























































The amendment was agreed to. 


Nan Thin .... . 2,200 | Nan Shin.......... . 2,200 | Chih Yuen........0 2,300 | 
Yang Pao. 2,500 } Yang Wei............. 1,350 | Ching Yuen.,,........ 2, 300 
Wei Sin........ . 2,500 | Choa Yung........... 1,350 
De sstinsceness ; 2,477 | Kiang Su.............. 1,000 
‘ (4) (2) 
JAPAN. 
Armored vessels—building. 
| Itsukusima aces ee 
| Matsukusima........ 4,140 | 
| Hakidati .............. 4,140 | | | 
| j 
(3) | 
Unarmored cruisers, ete.—built. 
| Tsukushi............... 1,350 | Naniwa..........0.0+++ 3, 650 | 
| | Takachiho .........0. 3, 650 
| | 
(1) (2) 
Unarmored cruisers, etc.—building. 4 
Naniwa type......... 3, 600 s $ 
(1) x 
Armored vessels—built, 4 
~_ ee ee _—$ $$$  —————___ a - mn % 
15 knots. 16 knots. 17 knots. 18 knots. 19 knots. 20 knots. Rid 
peceensttemnmaes . — a tenant enn en sienna ao : 
Kronprinz Erzher- Kronprinzessin | it 
zog Rudolf......... 6, 870 Erzherzogin Ste- } 
IED arsviicdinnsesce 5, 060 | | 
(1) (1) } ag 
Unarmored cruisers, etc.—built. tf 
PEISRIRE so ceseresicie. « NORD | POR iris scccs ccscee 1,550 | Leopard.,..........ss00 DTOD | FRG OOE vcncnccinnsedevecs: 420 ‘ 
(1) (1) (1) (1) 
Unarmored cruisers, etc.—building. 
ER tavtdd svvcnkaes conden 1,041 | 2 Meteors......0s00+..00s0. 420 
(1) (2) ‘5 
UNITED STAT! % 
Armored vesst. 4 
Maine... .. 6,648 4 
EE acnckiunsoanusseal 6, 360 | a 
(2) 
Unarmored vessels. 
CHACARO.....---rrercerenee 4,500 | Yorktown Baltimore............ 4,413 Vesuvius... 800 4 
Ne 3,190 | Bennington........ 700 Philadeiphia........ 4, 324 § 
ee a Sf } WONCOTGA ........0000008 } | San Francisco...... 4, 0&3 
Dolphin scsi eiaeaaaaladn 1, 485 
| | 
(4) (3) (2 (3) (1) 
Nore.—All the above except the Chicago, Atlanta, Boston, and Dolphin are building. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by The Clerk read as follows: 
paragraphs for amendment. Navy Yard, Washington, District of Columbia; For on® clerk, at $1,400; one 
The Clerk read as follows: messenger, at $1.76 per diem; one foreman-laborer, at $3.5) per diem. 
SUERAS OF Gansaee, : Mr. COMPTON. I move io strike out, in line 334, ‘‘$3.50,”’ and in 
Ordnance and ordnance stores: For procuring, producing, preserving, and lieu thereof to insert ‘$4.’ 
handling ordnance material; for the armament of ships; for fuel, tools, material, Mr. Chai I find b fi to the bill tl ° ’ 4 
and labor to be used in the general work of the Ordnance Department; for fur- r. Chairman, I find by reference to the bill that at every other navy- 4 
niture at magazines, at the ordnance dock, New York, and at the naval ord- | yard there is paid from $4 to $4.50, $5, and $5.50 per day, while at the i 
nance battery and proving-ground and for ae toenlisted men for excellence | Washington navy-yard the pay is fixed at $3.50 only. I do not see 
in ordnance exercises and target practice, $130,000, ; ee a : . E i, 
<PREPOT ‘ : = 7 any reason why this yard should be discriminated against. I find by : 
Mr. HERBERT. I move to insert, after line 128, the following: the letter of the superintendent of this navy-yard that the duties of : 
For ammunition for the guns of the Vesuvius, $12,000, this laborer are of as onerous and responsible a character, and even 


more so, than similar laborers in other navy-yardsof the country. My LF 
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amendment only provides that the pay shall be made at the lower rate | transferring the duties performed by one of them to another which in 
provided in other navy-yards, that is, at $4 a day. | his judgment was more necessary for the successful accomplishment ot 
1 


Mr. HERBERT. The wages of this laborer have been put at ex- | the work in hand assigned to it. 
























































i 
actly the same rate they have been for many years. The committee | Gentlemen of this committee will remember that we had al ‘ 
did not think it proper to raise the pay, and they allowed it to remain | fered during that Congress abolishing the existing systet s\ l 
at the same rate which it has been as far back as the committee have ! which we were assured had brought about all of the extravagan d 
gone. | abuses under which we were told a Republican adi t 1 had 
Mr. COMPTON. That may be true, but that is no good reason why | wantonly disposed of the people’s money, or had perpetrated ds. as 
the injustice should be continued. | some gentlemen chose to assert—a system under v hthe D ent 
My statement will be verified by reference to the provisions for other | had been controlled for a number of y . That ‘ by 
navy-yards in this bill, that similar officers get from $4 to $4.50, and | which the eight bureaus of the Depart: were, in tl e, to 
from $5 to $5.50 a day, whereas this laborer receives only $3.50. I | be concentrated into three bureaus, or failing in that an etlort was made 
can not conceive for my life why discrimination should be made against | to concentrate them into five; and it was then insisted that "ill 
the Washington navy-yard in this respect. then offered should become a law—insisted upon this side of 
The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it. that the Secretary of the Na vould fin solut ‘ 
Mr. COMPTON. I ask for a division on my amendment. | issue an order by which he would in fact restore the bureaus that were 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 14. | so abolished. 
So the amendment was rejected. | I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that a 
The Clerk read as follows: | that was claimed on this side of the House during that controvers 
Contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For freight or expressage on | has been virtually conceded by the report of the Secretary of t Navy 
pene mga 5 ee ht 7 yin per ma of sick me ane patic nts; care Mr. Whitney, to this House in December last, and I read fi re ll 
hear og Samuaee at haaiee coed Sietkaaat taadike of at teuee beaks ‘ond of that re I ort. Permit me to state fi st that he does not fail to cail the 
vamphlets, postage and purchase of stamps for foreign service ; expenses attend- | attention of the Congress to the lact that he suggested that these 
ing the medical board of examiners; rent of rooms for naval dispensary and | changes should be made, and the committee will bear me out in t is 
nuseum of giene; hygie and sanitary investigatio str sani- | f +] i t} 
jars cod beaikincien man: era eater enantio: iheevess that the Se re of the Navy y ane was hairman oS we 
chase of feed for horses and cows; trees, plants, garden tools, and seeds; i mittee on Naval Affairs stated, and it was claimed on that ck { ti 
_ pa Oe a So ees ee ees a eee House, that it would be absolutely impossible to carry on thé ork 
Washington; naval laboratory, sick-quartersat Naval Academy and marine bar | without wasteful extravagance unless the bureaus were consolidated, 
seum of hygiene, naval dispensary, Washington, naval laboratory, sick-quarters | Here the hammer fell. | 
at Naval Academy and marine barracks, dispensaries at navy-yards and nay Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous co nt that the t 
ropa and ships sea yentenseus, ae on other necessary contingent expens« gentleman from West Virginia may be extended. 
¢ Mr. HERBERT. I move, inline 428, to strike out ‘‘all’’ and insert aoe a —“ se tee Saeed ies ae stack 
A ‘‘an,’? so it will read, ‘‘binding of unbound books,’’ ete., and not Te eg ee ee ee eee ee 
‘*binding of all bound books; ”’ and, in line 433, I move, after the word |} ome, ihe Secretary says 
‘*feed,’’ to insert the words ‘‘of and.”’ | ae tne ieee Su nual reports of the Department, tl een ; 
The amendment was agreed to. I tens ok leis ben ry alas iy Du in se at ¥ et 
The Clerk read as follows: i . : ‘ , 

& Labor and expenses of general store-houses, $85,000; in all, $1,061,000. Inaucurated by virtue of what authoritv? How wasit inaueurated ? 

; Mr. HERBERT. Imove, inline 464, page 20, to strike out ‘‘$85,000”’ | It was not by virtue of any legislative enactment. It was no 

i and insert ‘‘$90,000;’’ and in line 465, to make the total $1,066,000 | thority of any statute of Congress, unless it be the authority of ' 

: instead of $1,061,000. lative enactment existing previous to the criticisms that had been 

i The amendment was agreed to. mitted upon the organization of the Department as it has heretofore 

i The Clerk read as follows: existed. Then I say, sir, that the Secretary, when he calls the atten- 

eae suet mame S Pe reseed seen erase Ons beskekeor | tion of Congram sud the country to the fact that a new evatem 
ceiving clerk, $1,000. ——* a ot ‘upping anc re- | been inaugurated, admits it to be true as it was stated on t le of 
Mr. HERBERT. I move to strike out, in line 525, the word ‘“‘sta- | “te House, I myself, among others, making the statement, and 1 
tionery;’’ so it will read: colleagues on this side, as wellasa eenee of the Naval Committee 
One clerk. $1,200. on the other side, that this s} stem could be inaugurate I ler the 
nes | much-abused organization of that Department as it had exist 
The amendment was agreed to. 1846 down to the present time. 

he Clerk read as follows: My honorable friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] stated persist- 

% Erection of barracks and officers’ quarters at Norfolk, Va., $30,000, ently and eloquently that it was mpossible for this cl y 

; Mr. HERBERT. I move tostrike out ‘‘and officers’ quarters’’ and | He argued it well in his report, and argued it better on the floor of 
e insert ‘‘ towards the ’’ before the word ‘‘ erection;’’ so it will read: House And, sir, Iam glad that he is here now to substantiat I 
i Towards the erection of barracks at Norfolk, Va., $30,000. have no doubt he will sub te, this admirable statem« ot 
iz The amendment was agreed to. secretary of the Navy upon particular branch of the law. 

a Mr. HERBERT. I was about to move that the committee rise and And I am very frank to say, Mr. Chairman, that my motive in this 
_ report the bill to the House, but I will yield to the gentleman from | formal amendment and in making this statement to the House, « 

3 West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. the attention of the country and of this committee to these facts 
Mr. GOFF. I move to strike out the last word. cause of the very statements of my friends on the other side « 

4 Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, not for the purpose of making any | Chamber, which they have been in the habit of making for years o! 
a objection at all to any of the amounts recommended here, or suggested | abusing the system of organization there, which they have criticised 
a as an appropriation for the various purposes set forth in this bill, nor | and abused so long, that they are so fond and anxious on all and ¢ 
x in fact to criticise the bill as it has been reported from the Committee | occasion of denouncing, and have even made it a pretext to hold up to 
‘3 on Naval Affairs, but simply to call attention to the fact that during | the scorn of the country as a system by which repeated Republican ad 
‘ the last fiscal year, according to the report of the Department, accord- | Ministrations have repaired old ships and failed to construct 
; ing to the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- | sels and squandered millions of mon ind that thereby tl 

fairs in his report, according to the suggestion of the Secretary of the | organization of the Department was demonstrated beyond all 
Navy himself in his annual report, that the work heretofore author- | to exist. 
ized by the Department in the completion of vessels heretofore com-| I have no idea that the honorable chairman of the Committee on ° 
menced, and commenced under acts passed at the last session of Con- | val Affairs will take issue with the Secretary of the Navy on this 
gress, has been progressing in a favorable manner. And my object in | osition. I read further 
so calling attention is to state that during the last Congress we were Dur 1 new system has been inaugurated. 7 
repeatedly told that it was utterly impossible for the Secretary of the | be » y ne propert; Ma 
Navy to construct the new vessels then to be authorized by act of Con- My friends, do you not, on that side of the Chamber, r er how 
gress under the system of organization as it then and now and has for | the word ‘‘accountability’’ was played upon; that there had been no 
over a quarter of a century existed. | responsibility; that there had been no accountability in the Department 
4 It will be remembered, sir, that it was claimed upon this side of the | that it was absolutely impossible to have that accountability or respon 
Pe House that the present organization was perfect; that each, every, and | bility under the existing organization? And yet we are told now that 
iy all of the bureaus of that Department were essential to a successful | we havea perfact system of organization, that we have a superb syste 
cal operation of the whole; and that if it was necessary or desirable to | organized in the last year, it urated since the adjournment of Con 
3g concentrate any of the officials of these departments under the bureaus | gress, by which we have to-day absolute accountability. Icongratulate 
ie as it then existed, or transfer them, or abolish any of the bureaus it | the chairman; I congratulate the Secretary; I congratulate my ! 
4 could be done by a stroke of the Secretary’s pen; and that he had au- | on the other side of the House. 
| thority under the law, as it existed, to abolish virtually any bureau by Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition now and 
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shall not attempt at this time to discuss the question which the gentle- 
man raises, whether the bill for the reorganization of the Navy, intro- 
duced by myself, so earnestly pressed on this sidé and so persistently 
fouglit on the other side of the House, ought to have passed or not. | 
am not at all surprised that the gentleman from West Virginia { Mr. 
Gorr | should feel like making some excuse to the country tor being so 
largely responsible for the deteat of that bill, as he was resorting, as his 


party did, to parliamentary tactics, although two of the intelligent | 
members of his party belonging to the Naval Committee had favored | 


the bill. 

But I desire to correct the gentleman in this. If he will look back 
to the RecorD he will see I did not state that it was impossible for a 
reorganization to be made by the Secretary. I admitted then, as I say 
now, that under the power the Secretary had to distribute among the 
eight bureas the authority vested in him he could easily do what he 
has done. 

Mr. GOFF. I concede that that was your argument; but it was 
coupled with this proposition: That it could not be done and at the 
same time secure a proper accountability. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ithink I could easily demonstrate, if this were 
the proper time and place, that even under the present organization 
there are grave delecis, They were continually cropping out while 


we were preparing the appropriation bill. I shall not be tempted, | 


’ 


however, to go back and discuss that question. 

Mr. GOFI. You will take issue with the Secretary if you do. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not take issue with theSecretary. I am sat- 
isfied the Secretary believes now, as he believed then, that it would 
be better to pass that bill. If the bill had become a law it would have 
put at rest many questions that must rise hereafter. We could have 
framed under that bill, if it had become law, quite a different bill from 
that we have just passed. The Secretary made the present organiza- 
tion simply because we were not permitted to reorganize by law, al- 
though | know he thinks, and I entirely agree with him—and I am 
glad the gentleman from West Virginia does also-—that the reorganiza- 
tion which he has made by his order has worked a great reform in this 
bureau system. 

Mr. GOFF. I have stated no such thing as that. I have simply 
stated that reform and reorganization has been consummated under 
existing law when we were told it could not be accomplished. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. McCCREARY reported that the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under | 


consideration the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes, had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 


communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, re- | 


turning bills of the following titles, with the statement that the bills 
having been presented to the President on June 7, 1888, and not hav- 
ing been returned by him to the House of Congress in which they orig- 
inated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, they had 
become laws without his approval: 

Anact (H. 8. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich. ; 

An act (H. it. 7264) for the erection ofa public building at Bridgeport, 
Conn. ; 

An act (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky.; 

An act (H. R. 1184) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across 
Rock Creek, and at the Woodley Lane Road, in the District of Colum- 
bia; and 

An act (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to John Witham. 

The message further announced that the President had approved 
bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac; 

An act (HH. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

An act (H. R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 

An act (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
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t. 8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magofiin; 
An act (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 
An act (H. R 
An act (H. R 
sion-roll; 
| An act (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
pension-roll; 
An act (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; ° 
| An act (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll; 
An act (H. It. 6531) to pension Leah Roark; 
An act (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. Mercy Knight; 
An act (H. R. 3535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 
An act (H. R. 5690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieutenant Merton; 


An act (H. R. 


- 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey; 
1864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pen- 


An act (H. R, 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 
An act (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O’ Neil; 
An act (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 
An act (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 
An act (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 
An act (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 
| An act (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 
An act (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 
An act (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 
An act (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 


An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 


. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 
. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 

. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 

. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 

. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning; 

. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton; 

. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 
. 7974) granting a pension to Herman Rankins; 
. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 
. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 

, 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 

. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abbe E. Jackson; 
. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 

. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 

. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; 

. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

. §340) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; and 

. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn. 
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AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 4 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now éall up House bill No. 7901, 
which is the unfinished business. 
| The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to secure to actual settlers the public lands adapted to agriculture, to 
| protect the forests on the public domain, and for other purposes, 


} 
| 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the bill was last before the House certain 
amendments were adopted. There area large number of amendments 
pending. It is for the consideration of these amendments I desire to 
| have the bill taken up as unfinished business. 

I wish to say by way of explanation that the gentleman from Illinois, 
Judge PAYSON, who is a member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and a very valuable member, authorized me to say to the House that 
he was extremely desirous that this measure should go right on when- 
| ever the opportunity should present itself, whether he was present or 

not. 
| Mr. BURROWS. In a conversation with Judge Payson after this 
| matter was called up before, he expressed himself as very much grati- 
fied that I had called attention to it and had its consideration post- 
poned until his return. He said he was very anxious to be here when 
the bill was considered. It certainly is a very important bill, and, 
while I have no feeling about it one way or the other, it seems to me 
that, considering the slimness of the House, it had better lie over un- 
til his return. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I can only say that Judge PAYSON came to me, I 
think the same afternoon that he left the city, and said that while he 


wished to be here when the forfeiture bill came up, as he had a substi- 
tute to propose for that, he desired that this bill should go right on 
whenever there was an opportunity. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that it is the wish of Judge Payson that this 
bill shall be taken up at the first opportunity, even in his absence, I 
will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] give way for a moment to let the gentleman from New 
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HOLMAN. I hope that will: ye 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. 1 th uit re I 
t gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. McA 
The SPEAKER pro tempo rhe m not debatable 
Mr. HOLMA) I call for the regular oT, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that the House t 
recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BUCHANAN; and tl 
were—aves o *, noes 40. 

Mr. SOW DEN, No que ru 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Let us have tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
SOWDEN | and the gentleman from New Jersey [| Mr. BUCHANAN] wil 
act as tellers. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The point of no quorum is withdra 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now I ask that the Clerk proceed with the readi 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Spe: tellers were demanded by two 
tlemen on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro ter ; The Chair did not underst: 


ers were demanded. The Chair understood that the point of no q 












Lilet 








rum was made, which made it the duty of the Chair to appoint telle: 
Che question was taken on ordering tellers, and they were refi 
only 19 memb voting in favor thereof. 
The SPEAKER pro tem; . Tellers are refused; the noes have 
and the House refuses to take a recess. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now let the Clerk read. 
Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indi 
MAN] whether the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has 1 


an amendment pending to this bill which he considers quite im] 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the px 
+; ” 


jainendment, which 1s to section 5. 


The Clerk read as follows: 





But no patent shall issue except to a citizer f the United States 
The SPEAKER pro tem; . Tothe amendment just read, an ai 
ment was proposed, to add the words which the Clerk will rea 


The Clerk read as follov 

Or who has declared his intention to become such 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first proposition st read 
the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. he , 
the gentleman from Minnesota [| Mr. NELSON The question pr 
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sented is a very important one, and I am anxious that the gentleman 
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AMENDMENT TO LAND LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave not yielded the floor. Iask that the amend- 
ment which was submitted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
DERSON |, who is not now present, be passed over. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I suppose that is with the understanding that 
it does not lose its place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course. 

Mr. McRAE. And with the further understanding that it is not to 
delay the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana can recur to this part of the billatany time. In 
the absence of objection, the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. ANDERSON ] will be passed over for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopar]. 

GETTYSBURGH. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up for considera- 

tion from the House Calendar joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting 


leave of absence to certain persons employed in the service of the | 


United States. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the heads of Departments are hereby authorized to grant 
to all persons employed in the service of the United States who were present 
at the battle of Gettysburgh, either in the Union or Confederate forces [be, and 
hereby are, granted), sufficient leave of absence, without loss of pay, to attend 
the reunion to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next. 

The Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service recommended 
the following amendments: 

Strike out ‘be, and hereby are, granted” and add, “such absence not to be 
taken from the allowance made by law.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is objection. I call for 
the regular order. I move the House take a recess to 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Indiana 
yielded, and I have moved to take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, according to previous order, takes a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MAISH, who directed the reading of the following com- 


munication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HovsEe oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D, C., June 22, 1888. 


Sin: Hon. Lrvi Matsu is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore at the 


session of the House this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
lion. Jonun B, CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
ANN ATKINSON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar for present consideration the bill (S. 1844) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson. 

Mr. MATSON. Unless there is some special reason for that I shall 
be compelled to object. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This bill, if the gentleman will permit me to 
state, provides for a pension for an old lady now in her eighty-fourth 
year. She isthe widow of a veteran of the war of 1812, and is now de- 
pendent entirely upon charitable institutions for her support. She is, 
as I have said, quite aged, and unless we do something now for her I 
think she will never be able to receive any of the benefits granted under 
our pension laws. I will state further that this is a Senate bill which 
has been upon the Calendar for some time. It is very far down upon 
the Calendar, and will probably not be reached this session. It only 
increases the pension from $8 to $16 a month. ° 

Mr. MATSON. I do not insist upon the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed toplace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Atkinson, late widow of Hope- 
ful Toler, Jate asoldier in Capt. Henry Saint George Tucker's company of 
Mounted Virginia Rifles, in the war of 1812, and pay her at the rate of $16 per 
month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 


The soldier, Hopeful Toler, was a soldier in the war of 1812, and was paid for 
twenty-eight days’ service, nine and one-half days’ travel. The claimant, Mrs. 
Atkinson, a widow, was pensioned at the rate of $8 per month by act approved 
April 25, 1882. 

She is now in needy circumstances, dependent upon the assistance of a char- 
itable institution and her pension. Her age is seventy-eight years. Your com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I may state, Mr. Speaker, that this report was 


ee 
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made some time ago, and I have heard since from a kinsman of this 
old lady that she is eighty-four years of age instead of seventy-eight. 

There being no objection the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REBECCA MANLOVE. 


Mr. HIRES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9808) 
| granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Manlove, and put it upon 
| its passage. 
| Mr. MATSON. Iwill interpose the same objection in that case. 

Mr. HIRES. I would like to say a word in reference to this bill. 
This is quite an aged lady, eighty-nine years old, and is the widow of 
| a service revolutionary soldier. If relief is not granted shortly it can 
be of no service to her, and I hope, this being the widow of a soldier, 
there will be no objection to considering the bill. 
| Mr. MATSON. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca Manlone, widow 
of David Manlone, who served in the United States Navy in the war of 1812, 
from $12 per month to $30 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. BLtss) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is the widow of David Manlove, who was sailing master of the 
Delaware flotilla from November 5, 1813, to April 8, 1815, in the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain. She has been in receipt of a pension at the rate only of $8 per 
month from March 9, 1878, and $12 from March 19, 1886, under the general laws. 


It is shown by the certificate of Downs Edmunds, ae of common pleas, and 
1ere claimant also resides, 


John Spencer, mayor, both of Cape May, N.J.,w 
that Mrs. Manlove is almost totally blind; isin her cighty-ninth year, and has 
no means of support beyond her small pension. She isa very worthy woman. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the pension shouid be increased to $30 
per month, and therefore return the bill to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, amended, however, by changing the word ‘‘ Manlone,” 
wherever it appears in said bill, to ‘* Manlove.” 


Mr. MATSON. I would like some member of the Committee on 
Pensions to explain why it is that in this case an increase of pension 
to $30 a month is made, while in a similar case, just passed by the 
House, $16 a month was considered suflicient? 

Mr. HIRES. Well, I suppose that $16 wasall that was asked in that 

‘ease. Thirty dollars certainly is not too high a pension. 
| Mr. MATSON. It strikes me that $16 a month is a very good pen- 
sion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman reserved his objection? 
Mr. MATSON. I did. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist upon the 
objection ? 
| Mr. MATSON. Unless there is some expianation, I do. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Objection is made, and the bill is not 
, before the House for consideration. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MATSON. Inow demand the regular order. 
I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


to consider the special order; but pending that I yield to the gent!eman 
| from New York [Mr. SAWYER], who desires to have a bill recommitted. 
RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask to have the bill of the Senate 2375, granting 
a pension to Joseph McGuckian, which was reported to the House with 
an adverse recommendation, recommitted to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| There being no objection, the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 











ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order of last Friday evening be followed to-night, giving the privilege 
of calling up any bill which has been passed over, but proceeding with 
the Calendar from the point where we left off before. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to. 

ROSANNA K. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As my own case is the first on the call and un- 
der the regular order, I call up the bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension 
to Rosanna K. Griffin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosanna K. Griffin, widow of James 
Griffin, late of Company I, One hundred and filty-fifth New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of James Griffin, who served 
in Company I, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Volunteers, from Septem- 
ber 3, 1862, until July 15, 1865, and died February 26, 1885, of aneurism of arch of 
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Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

EDWARD HEALY. 

Mr. LANE. I call up the bill (H. R. 6057) to place on the pension 
roll the name of Edward Healy, being one of the bills passed ov 
heretofore on page 61 of the Calendar. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be i! enacted, etc., That the Secretary « 1e Interior be, and hereby is, a 
thorized and dire« 1 to place on the pension , subject tothe provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws, the of Edward Healy, late of 


United States Infantry. 





The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 
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His medical examination February 24, I ), shows about the same condi 
found on first ex nation. June 14, 1875, his examination shows same 
abilities increased, and a rating of $18 per month. Examination S« 

1873, shows same condition as previous examination. Ex 

ber 11, 1878, November 1S, 1874, show steadily increased disability. Exa 
tion June 7, 1875, ws progress of rheumatic trouble and heart dis« 
aminations September 5, 1877, April 14, 1881, June 14, 1883, August 20, 1884 
cemLer 2, 1884, and April 7, 1887, show progress of both d 
ind resulting art disease. Last examination shows “joints and finger 

oth hands slightly enla i 

»wer extremities; locomotion very difficult; area of cardiac dullness inerea 
iction of heart excited, forcible, and irregular; a rough throb over res 
pitral valves; has valvular lesion, with cardiac hype | 
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Drs. Draperand Eliott testified October 27, 1874, that the condition of clair 
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to dress or undress | f, and eq tly confined to his bed from diseases 
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Grove Douglas testified March 28, | , to several years’ intimate acqu 
ince with claimant, and “that he is afflicted in a most terrible manner w 
chronic rheumatism in feet and legs, and directly affecting his heart to such 
extent that he is utterly incapacitated for business and all labor.’ 

Dr. Garnett testifies that clai nt’s ‘feet are in sucha condition as to rends 
locomotion almost impossible Dr. D. W. Bliss gives testimony fully cor: 
orating that of Dr. Garnett. While the disability clearly shown to result fr 
the claimant’s rheumat and heart troubles may not actually require tl 
constant aid and attendances ther person, it is shown by facts, as well 
testimony most reputable in « cter, that the aid and attendance of anotli 
person is an absolute necessity for considerable portions of the time. 
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act of March per month, and on December 
creased to $20 per month for rheumatism and heart disease as 
medical examination August 13, 1869, shows “distortion of bot! 
being flexed by muscular action, causing great deformity and difficulty 
gressive locomotion,” 

The committee recommend the following amendments: Strike out th« 
‘placed on” in the first tine and insert in lieu thereof the word “ iner« 
also to strike out the words ‘“‘roll the name” in the same line: also to 
out the words “ placed on the pension-roll"’ in the fourth line of said bi 


to insert in lieu thereof the words “ increase the px ion and alsoto add. 














the word “infantry” in the sixth line of said bi he following words, 
to pay him a pension of $45 in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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vessels of the enemy. He was engaged in three attacks against Fort McAllister, 
and was mentioned by Admiral Dupont in his dispatches for his ‘‘ great spirit 
and vigilance.’’ 

Ile was engaged against the Confederate batteries at Charleston, was officially 
commended by Admiral Dahlgrens and Rowan, and was thanked by Major- 





General Newton “for able co-operation with the land forces” in the expedition | 


against St. Mark’s. 


In October, 1866, he rode outa hurricane near the Bahamas, and was thanked | 


by the British Government for aid rendered those islands after the catastrophe. 

We think such arecord demands special consideration. He seems to have 
been exceedingly deserving of the rank at least of a commodore—never at- 
tained—doubtiess prevented by some * rules of the service.” 

The widow, allowed now $30, asks an increase to $50 per month, 

In distinct recognition of her husband's long and faithful service we recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understand the desire is that this bill shall go 
over until Thursday night, July 12. 

Mr. MAISH. I understood objection would be made, and I there- 
fore move that the same order be made in this case as was made in all 
similar cases—that the bill be put on the Calendar for Thursday night, 
July 12, for consideration after the bills heretofore set for that evening, 


fifteen minutes’ debate to be allowed on each side, and the previous | 


question to be ordered, with the right to offer amendments. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. House bill 7247 will be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have a similar case, in which I desire the same | 


course taken. Lask that the Senate bill be made the special order, and 
that the House bill No. 3155 lie on the table. 


Mr. MATSON. lIinsist on the regular order. ‘This bill has never | 


been passed yet. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know the status of the bill. 
Mr. SPRINGER, It is a Senate bill on the Speaker’s table. The 
House bill has been reported by the Committee on Pensions. I ask 
that the Senate bill be made the special order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Has the Senate bill been reported by the Com- | 


mittee on Pensions? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has not. 

‘be CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Lilinois? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes; I demand the regular order. 


PHILOMELIA L. DARTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. MACDONALD) was the bill (8S. 1827) granting a 
pension to Philomelia L. Dartt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

He it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
Jimitations of the pension laws, the name of Philomelia L. Dartt, widow of 
Josiah R. Darrt, late captain of Company A, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteers, 

The report (by Mr. MorRIL1L) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1827) 
granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt, submit the following report: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions in this case is adopted, and | 


the passage of the bill recommended. 
[Senate report.] 


The husband of the beneficiary under this bill was Josiah R. Dartt, captain of 
the Fifth Minnesota Infantry Volunteers, who died September 11,1874. After 
his death his widow made claim for a pension on the ground that such death 
was occasioned by piles contracted inthe service. The application was granted, 
and the widow drew the pension allowed from the date of her husband’s death 
until September 4, 1884, after which her name was dropped from the rolls. 

The records in this case are so voluminous that only the most general state- 
ment canbe made. The testimony supporting the original application was clear, 
ample, and uncontradicted. Between the dates of allowance and suspension 
controversies arose involving a portion of the dead soldier’s estate, which en- 
gendered much bitterness, and which induced a brother of the deceased to rep- 
resent to the Pension Office that Captain Dartt was afflicted with piles before 
entering the service. The investigation made by agents of the Pension Office 
brought out a mass of conflicting testimony of equal positiveness, making the 
case before the committee rest entirely upon the credibility of Witnesses. An 
analysis of the testimony of a hundred witnesses can not, of course, be given 
here. 

The committee, however, partly from the personal knowledge of one of its 
members, and from the eredence due some of the witnesses who had special 
means of information, among whom were the colonel of the iment (after- 
ward governor of the State), the regimental surgeon, and others of unquestioned 
standing and repute, do not hesitate to report that the real weight of such tes- 
ae is in favor of the widow, and they therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JULIUS C, MONSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. SAWYER) was the bill (S. 808) granting a pension 
to Julius C. Monson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius C. Monson, late a sergeant 
in Company D of the Fifteenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 808) 
granting a pension to Julius C, Monson, submit the following report: 
That the committee think that the facts as stated in the Senate report hereto 
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attached and made a part hereof show that this is a meritorious case, and they 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass, 





SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 808) granting 

a pension to Julius C, Monson, have examined the same and report: 

‘The claimant made application for a pension in 1579, and received notice of 

his final rejection in 1887, on the ground that he had epileptic fits before he en- 
| listed. As to prior soundness, Annis Nelson, Gelbrand Jenson, Andrew Fred- 
| erickson, and Henry Jacobs all testify to their acquaintance with him, to his 
robust health, and that he never had epilepsy or any other disease. 

I'he second lieutenant of his company testifies that he appeared well from 
| January, 1862, to September, 1862, when he had a fitor fainting spell. Hadnone 
| after that that he knew of. He was a good soldier, prompt and active. 

Two brothers of the claimant testified to a special examiner that the claimant 
| was sound, never had epilepsy, and that there never had been epilepsy in the 
family. In reference to one of these witnesses the examiner says he had great 
difficulty in getting himtotestify. He insisted upon knowing what questions 
would be asked before being sworn, a circumstance which the examiner inti- 
mates is disparagingto his veracity. The man’s repugnance is nothing extraor- 
dinary. There are few persons who take kindly to these somewhat inquisi- 
torial investigations. 
| ‘There have been eight special examinations, and the bulk of testimony col- 
lected shows that the claimant was sound before enlistment. Such witnesses as 
| testify to the contrary were doubtful as to their knowledge. They had heard 
or got an impression that he had fits before he entered the service, but they had 
| no positive information. 

The certificate of his discharge is one of those peculiar documents often found 
in pension files. It says “he was incapable of doing the duties of a soldier be- 
cause of epilepsy. Had epilepsy when a boy; mother had epilepsy.” 

Such statements are not evidence; they carry no weight, because they are 
not based upon knowledge and they are contrary to the sworn testimony of 
| respectable and trustworthy persons. 
| Itis proved that the man was sound. It is a fact that he was accepted after 
| critical examination—that he was a faithful soldier, ‘‘ prompt and active ;’’ that 
| he was discharged for disability; that he has been disabled since—is disabled 
now. 
i 
| 
| 








The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY J. M’GREGOR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. SAWYER) was the bill (S. 2331) granting a pen- 
| Sion to Mary J. McGregor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. MeGregor, widow of Will- 
iam McGregor, late sergeant of ordnance, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S., 2331) 
granting a pension to Mary J. McGregor, submit the following report: 

This is a remarkable case. The soldier first enlisted in December, 1828. He 
enlisted eleven differenttimes, and died in the service in July, 1880. 

Under our pension laws the claimantcould receive no pension for the reason 
thatshe was unable to show that his death was due to his military service. On 
the expiration of his several enlistments his character as an honest, reliable, 
faithful man and soldier was in almost every case fully indorsed by his superior 
officers. 

On the expiration of his tenth enlistment the certificate of his superior officer 
| was that the soldier was “a tried and experienced soldier in different branches 
of the service.”’ 

The committee believe that this old and destitute widow of a soldier who had 
served his country for over half a century should be relieved in her destitution, 
and they therefore adopt the Senate report hereto attached as their own, and 
recommend that the bill do pass, 


| 
} 
| SENATE REPORT. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mary J. 
McGregor, have examined the same, and report: 

The petitioner is the widow of William McGregor, who enlisted eleven times, 
and served fifty years in United States military organizations. His record is 
one of almost unexampled faithfulness and integrity. In every position in 
which he served he received commendation. His last service was at Kenne- 
bee (Me.) arsenal. In 1878 he was relieved from all but nominal duty. In no- 
tifying him of hisrelief the major commanding says: 

*“ Notwithstanding your advanced age (eighty-two years) it gives the com- 
manding officer pleasure to state that soldierly instincts and integrity of char- 
acter have, to the last day of your valuable service, won for you the best wishes 
and intentions of your commanding officer.”’ 

, The surgeon at Kennebec arsenal certifies that— 

“He died of paralysis of the brain, at the age of eighty-four. He had been in 
the service fifty years. His death was caused by long-continued, confined work 
as clerk in the Ordnance Department, in connection with his age.”’ 

In all the time of his connection with the Army he had received the wagesof 
a soldier, from which, correct as were his habits, he bad not been able to put by 
anything. His aged wife is destitute. 

The committee think that she should have relicf, and to this end the accom- 
panying bill is reported, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. WILCOX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. HAUGEN) was the bill (S. 802) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-ro}l, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of 
Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts, who was a nurse in the United States hospitals 
during the late war. That the said pension of $12 per month shall be lieu of 
| any pension heretofore granted her. 
| ‘The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 802) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts, submit the 
following report: 
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and Sharpe, and that he is now suffering from disabilities incurred while acting 
as scout, 

The committee believe that, in consequence of his valuable services, his dis- 
abilitics,and poverty, this is a meritorious case, and they therefore adopt the 
Senate report hereto attached, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Judson Knight, have examined the same and report: 

This isa bill to pension Judson Knight, whose services are identified by the 
best possible proof, and whose disabilities and need are equally apparent. 

A particular account of his services is given by Bvt. Maj. Gen. George H. Sharpe, 
who says: . 

** During a considerable part of the time that I served on the general staff of 
the Army of the Potomac, and afterwards on the general staff of the armies op- 
erating against Richmond, in Virginia, Judson Knight was employed at these 
headquarters as a scout. He enjoyedan enviable reputation asa man to whom 
a bold enterprise could be intrusted without endangering the confidence of his 
superior officers. At times he rendered services that received signal praise of 
the major-general commanding the Army of the Potomac and of the lieutenant- 
general commanding the armies operating against Richmond. 

‘When he came to headquarters he brougbt high testimonials of his services 
with the late General Phil. Kearny. He was immediately engaged by me to 
serve with us. In 1864 he was made chief of scouts of the Army of the Potomac, 
and in that capacity, and until the close of the war, rendered most efficient 
service. Ata later date,and in preparing for the last campaign, he gave sub- 
stantial aid in establishing lines of communication between Richmond and our 
headquarters. Throughout his service his reports were always relied on, and I 
take pleasure in saying he is a man who deserves well of his country. He is 
now crippled from the effects of these services, and it affords me pleasure to 
make this testimonal in behalf of one who was always faithful cad gallant in 
the performance of his duty.” 

in a letter to the Secretary of War General Rosecrans said: 

“Capt. Judson Knight's services in the late war laid the foundation of his 
present grave disability; but he has hitherto forborne to ask a pension. After 
reading the high testimonials he has of service as scout and chief of scouts, and 
knowing the rare combination of courage, intelligence, and fidelity demanded 
in that service, I feel a warm interest in his case, and shall introduce a bill for 
pensioning him. I unite with Senator Sewell in asking you to interest yourself 
in securing him some suitable employment by which he can support himself 
until he gets legal relief.” 

In a letter to Captain Knight the late General Winfield S. Hancock says: 

“TL can state with pleasure that I knew you in the Army as one of the chief 
of scouts, and recall one occasion when you came to me on duty. My remem- 
brance of you is that you were a meritorious person and performed good serv- 
ice.”’ 

Dr. Bronson, of the District of Columbia, testifies to his acquaintance with 
and treatment of the claimant. He began to treat him in 1865 for varicose veins 
and varicose ulcers, and his disabilities are such that he can only perform such 
duties as can be done in a sitting posture. 

The committee have more testimony to the same effect. The pension laws do 
not cover his case, but itis evident that he has earned a pension and needs it. 

The billis reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was. laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA W. BEACH. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. SAWYER) was the bill (S. 2255) granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda W. Beach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda W. Beach, dependent 
mother of Henry H. Beach, late a private in Company D, Seventh Regiment of 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2255) 
granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach, submit the following report: 

The evidence clearly shows that the son of the claimant lost his life in the 
service of his country; that he sent home to his parents while in the Army 
money for their support, and that the widowed mother is now poor and de- 
vendent. 

; Your committee therefore adopt the Senate report, hereto attached and made 
a part hereof,and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 468, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Amanda 
W. Beach, have examined the same and report: 

The petitioner prays for the passage of a bill granting her a pension as the 
dependent mother of Henry H. Beach, a private in Company D, Seventh Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers, who died at Warrenton, Va., January 22,1864. The claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of non-dependence, and on 
appeal to the Secretary the decision of the Commissioner was sustained. 

In this ease only a brief statement of the facts is necessary. When the son 
enlisted the father had no property, no income from any source save his daily 
earnings and the contributions of this son. They had three other sons, all of 
whom were inthe Army. At the time of Henry's enlistment it is stated, as a 
justification for denying the mother relief, that the father was able to work at 
his trade of mill-wright, and that he earned $2 a day and upwards; and some 
witnesses testify that they think he may have earned $450 a year, but they do 
not know. He had nothing but his earnings; all hissons had left him and gone 
to the war; he lived in a village, paid house rent, experienced the hardship of 
high war prices for all the comforts of life, to be paid for witha depreciated cur- 
reney, 

One or two of his neighbors give a somewhat rose-colored view of his circum- 
stances, founded upon his ability at that time to earn a mechanic's wages; but, 
judging from the son Henry’s advice, it seems that the family knew more about 
the pressure they were under than those who described their circumstances as 
comparatively prosperous, He wrote from the Army that he had sent them 
help in money from his pay; that he had received no pay in four months, or he 
would have sent it more promptly; that it would probably be four months be- 
fore he would be paid again, and in the mean time he says: 

“Thad a letter from Captain French, of Berkeley, a short time ago, and he told 
me to write lo youand tell you if you were to write to the selectmen of ay 
and tell them how you are situated, you could draw from the State through 
them $1 a week, perhaps $2. Tell them how you are situated.” 

The family knew their own need, and the neighbors did not. There was no 
income but the product of bis day’s work. He was then advanced in years; he 
grew older and more infirm; he died, and his death deprived the widow of her 
last support, Husband and sons were gone, and she had no alternative but to 
appeal for a pension, 
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As to property, it appears that two years after the son’s death they bought a 
house. The purchase price is not stated; and this is the way they succeeded 
in getting a roof over their heads, They obtained $130 bounty after their son’s 
death, and $50 that he had saved, and $200 from oldest remaining son after his 
discharge from service. These sums amounted to $380, and it probably covered 
the cost of the house, for it does not appear that there is any incumbrance 
upon it. This house has been variously estimated at $315, $400, and last as high 
as $750, There was no personal property, no income but that resulting from the 
father’s day’s work and the soldier’s contributions. 

There is not a doubt that these old people had a struggle with poverty from 
the day their four sons went to the war down to the time of the death of the 
husband; not a doubt that there has not been a day that they have not been 
more or less dependent, and upon whom if not their son? 

The committee report the accompanying bill with a recommendation that it 
do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN R. WHEELOCK. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. HAUGEN) was the bill (S. 1193) granting a pension 
to John R. Wheelock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. Wheelock, dependent 
father of William H. H. Wheelock, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteers. . 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1193) 
granting a pension to John R. Wheelock, submit the following report: 

The evidence shows that the son of the claimant was killed in the Wilderness 
May 5, 1864; that the claimant is now poor and dependent, and for these and 
other reasons set forth in the Senate report adopted as part hereof and hereto 
attached, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 425, Fiftieth Congress, first session. | 


The claimant is the dependent father of William H. H. Wheelock, who wasa 
private in Company E, Seventh Wisconsin Infantry, and was killed atthe Wil- 
derness, Virginia, May 5, 1864. The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
claim on the ground that the father was not dependentatthe time of his son’s 
death. Appeal was taken, and the Pension Office decision was sustained. 

There is evidence proving the dependence of the father at the time of enlist- 
ment and death of his son and ever since; that he was physically disabled to 
an extent that prevented him from earning sufticient for his own and his fam- 
ily’s support; and there is a bundle of letters in the file from his son showing 
that he contributed to their necessities from his soldier’s pay. 

Silas B. Rist, sr., testifies that he knew claimant since they were boys. They 
lived in the same vicinity in Wisconsin, and their families visited each other 
all through and subsequent to the war. Claimant’s financial condition was lim- 
ited; he was hard pressed to meet his engagements; his transactions in real 
estate were trading one piece of barren, sandy land for another. He was a 
farmer, but his physical condition was such that he had to quit farming. He 
did not speculate or make money, fer he had but little capital. 

H. von Lilienthal lived at Harrisonville, the claimant’s home, from 1851 to 
1881; was all this time engaged in merchandise; had dealings with claimant, 
and knew his financial condition, which was very limited. He did some team 
work for affiant, but was physically unable todo much. He traded one piece 
of poor, sandy land for another a few times, but he did not speculate to amount 
to anything. 

Walter Bissell testifies that he was greatly dependent upon his son at the time 
of his enlistment and death. 

Michael Finnegan, assessor of the town in which claimant lived and after- 
wards register of deeds, says be does not believe claimant’s income from real 
estate has been but little more than enough on an average to pay the taxes; that 
from his physical condition he was not able to do hard work; and that his in- 
come from all sources would not much exceed $100. 

Jason Shurtleff gives similar testimony, and adds: Claimant is a man of 
steady habits; that claimant’s opponents at Harrisonville are men of doubtful 
vor that he has lived in HarrisonwWille from 1860 to 1871, and knows whereof 
he speaks. 

ane Tarleton has been acquainted with claimant more than thirty years; 
knows that the small property owned by him with his own labor was not suffi- 
cient for his support in and during the year the soldier died; that he is still 
dependent upon those not legally bound for his support. 

In 1864 the assessment rolls show that the claimant owned some unproductive 
village lots, the assessed value of which was about $400. There isno evidence 
that he had productive property or that he was a speculator. 

There are many more affidavits, to which the committee do not think it nec- 
essaryto refer. It is shown beyond question that he wasdependent. As to his 
physical ineapacity at the time of his son’s death and since, Dr. Meacher, exam- 
ining surgeon, says: 

“ This man sustained a fracture of lower end of ulna of left arm twenty years 
ago. There is considerble deformity, with more or less impairment of func- 
tion. He sustained at same time an injury to right shoulder, causing anchylo- 
sis of shoulder-joint to a considerable extent, though not total. When he wasa 
boy he received a cut with a scythe on right knee, which evidently severed 
the ligamentum patella and injured the joint more or less; its movements are 
impaired to some extent, and I have no doubt it is weak and incapable of much 
exercise, as walking. I think the wound ofthe knee disabled him about one- 
third since boyhood, and the injuries of wrist and shoulder one-third more for 
the past twenty years, or since he received the injury.” 

The evidence is conclusive as to his dependence, as to his physical incapacity, 
as to his son’s contributions, 

There were two special examinations, at which several witnesses gave strong 
testimony in favor of the claim. 

In his report the special examiner speaks of the enmity existing against the 
claimant, and of the bad reputation of those who testify against him—all no- 
toriously bad citizens, he says. The chief ground of prejudice is political. To 
show the extent of it, he says: 

“T was notified by an anonymous letter that if a pension was granted him I 
—_— never be able to appear in that community again without danger to my 

ife.’ 

He reported in favor of allowance, and notwithstanding this and the ample 
=r in support of the claim it was rejected. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 
Mr. MAISH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to call up House 
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ing this long period of service, and it is only just for his widow to receive a 
pension ; 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
meudation that it do pass. 

MES. AURELIA HILLYER. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
HAUGEN) was the bill (5. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia 
Hillyer. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, atl- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolis, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer, mother of 
Lucius W. Hillyer, late a private in Company E, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin 


Volunteer 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The committee believing the above to be a meritorious claim, the fact of the 
death of the son in the service, aud the present dependence of the claimant be- 


in hown, would adopt the Senate report hereto attached as theirown and rec- 
nd that the bill do pass. 


SENATE REPORT, 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2151) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer, have examined the same and report 

Tl } Lucius W. Hillyer, Fourth Wiseonsin Cavalry, 
who was mustered into service July 2, 1861, and died in Charity General Hos- 
pital, New Orleans, August 1862. The claim was rejected by the Pension 
Office on the ground of non-dependence. To arrive at this decision a special 
examination was made, which brought out testimony relating to the business 
transactions of the father. 

John L. Chapin, a neighbor of the Hillyers, and who has known the father of 
the soldier-son, testifies as to the pecuniary condition of the former. From this 
it appears that in 1862 the father made his living by purchasing produce, his 
brother furnishing the money. He had no personal property of any value. Hi 
had asmall house, valued at $600, in which the family lived. He had another 
house, valued at $1,500, on which there was a mortgage of $1,400, and a ware- 
house, valued at $600, mortgaged for $500, This statement shows that he had 
no income from his heavily incumbered property, which was finally sacrificed 
to the ineumbrances, lis income was solely from his daily attendance to the 
business with which he was intrusted, and amounted to $2 a day, which the 
Pension Office regards as an ample support. Finally he was deprived of this, 
and his family were obliged to depend upon contributions from their children. 

it is distinetly stated in the evidence that the revenue from the morigaged 
property barely covered interest and taxes. 

In his testimony, taken by the special examiner, Hillyer, the father, tells a 
straightforward story, covering all the years from 1862 down to 1887. He had 
a hard struggle, and came out of it an old man, with nothing—no resources 
whatever upon which he could depend for support for himself and wife. There 
is evidence that the son recognized his obligation to his mother, and that dur- 
ing his short service he contributed to her relief. 

Phe reputation of the family is conceded to be good in every respect by all 
who testify, The conclusion suggested by all evidence bearing upon the point 
of non-dependence is that the father made a courageous struggle to succeed in 
Various ventures; that he was unfortunate in all; that he was never free from 
embarrassment; that from his best efforts his income was inadequate to a com- 
fortable support; that at the present time they are very aged people, without 
means except such as comes in contributions from a son-in-law. 

ltmay not bea case to which the pension laws are strictly applicable for re- 
lief, but it is evidently one to which Congress may extend the small pittance for 
which the bill provides. 

Ihe bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

RACHEL PLUMMER. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called wp by Mr. 
SAWYER) was the bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Piummer, mother of Charles 
Plummer, late a private of Company B, Seventh Regiment of Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The evidence shows that the beneficiary is now “‘ advanced in years, strug- 
gling with poverty, and takes in washing thatshe may have bread.’’ Her son 
was killed in the battle at South Mountain, Maryland, September 4, 1862, and 
while living contributed to the support of his parents. The Pension Office re- 
jected the claim solely on the ground that the beneficiary was not dependent 
at the time of her son’s death, although two special examiners reported in favor 
of her claim, 

The fact of death of son, his contributions to the mother’s support, and her 
present poverty fully appear, and the committee believe that this case comes 
within the rule universally recognized by this committee and indorsed by Con- 
gress, as well as by Executive approval, and they therefore report favorably and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The Senate report is hereto attached and made a part hereof, 


rhe claimant is the mother of 


[Senate Report No. 651, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2183) granting 
a pension to Rachel Plummer, have examined the same, and report: 

This is a bill for the relief of Rachel Plummer, mother of Charles Plummer, 
who wasa private in Company B, Seventh Wisconsin Regiment, and was killed 
at South Mountain, Maryland, September 14, 1862, 

The ground of rejection by the Pension Bureau is that the claimant was not 
at the time of and prior to his enlistment dependent upon her son. 

It is in evidence that for some time previous to the soldier's death he at least 
in part, if not wholly, supported his mother; that he sometimes spoke of her 
dependence for support upon him; that he always considered it his duty to aid 
and assist ber to as great an extent as wasin his power, always having careful 
regard for comfort and welfare; that he contributed regularly to her support 
for at least four years prior to his decease, and the details are given as to the 
manner of his efforts in her behalf. 

And there is ample proof to show that his assistance was necessary. The hus- 
band was a wagon-maker. He was not in good health, and his earnings 
amounted to about $70 a year for several continuous years. He had a shop and 
some tools. He took a partner; the latter says he worked and divided the pro- 
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ceeds, which was enough to support the Plummer family, with what the mother 
could earn by taking washing. 

There is a reference to the county record to show that the husband owned 
real property, which was the case, amounting to a few hundred dollars, but it 
vas encumbered, Again it is urged against her claim that they bought and 
sold, which the mother admits they did, but there was no accumulation. They 
bought with the proceeds of sales and money realized on her husband’s tools 
when he was no longer able to work. It does notappear that they had any rev- 
enue from property, only from his struggle in working, when he could, at his 
trade, and the mother’s washing. 
ihe Commissioner of Pensions says the claim was rejected after a careful 
cial exar tion on the ground of non-dependence. There were twe 
I alexaminations. In his report one of the examiners says: 

“Itis my opinion, formed from a review of the testimony and from the gen- 
eral demeanor of the claimant and witnesses, hat there is clearly a case of de- 
pendence, and that pension hould be rranted,”’ 

fhe other special examiner says: 
‘It is my opinion that the case is made and should be admitted.” 












The husband was not apparently diseased, but it is in evidence, and so re- 
ported by both the special examiners, that he wasa feeble man at the time of 
his son’s enlistment, and that he continued so. He could not support his wife, 
faithfully as he tried to do so. he son knew this, and he recognized his duty 


tomake his mother comfortable, and in doing so he performed the part of a 
dutifuland loving son. He was killed; they were deprived of his sympathy 
and assistance, and the mother, who gave her son to save her country, ad- 
vanced in years and struggling with poverty, takes washing that she may have 
bread, 

Che committee agree with the special examiners that the pension should be 
granted, and they regard it as unfortunate that the Commissioner of Pensions 
was not of the same opinion. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MARY M. BRIGGS, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 899) for 
the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seerctary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. Briggs, a volunteer nurse 
during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The committee think, from the statements contained in the Senate report 
hereto annexed and made a part hereof, that the claimant is entitled to a pen- 
sion asarmy nurse. It apppears that she is now sixty-seven years of age, a 
widow, her husband serving as a soldier, and that she acted as nurse nearly 
four years. But the committee see no special reason why the same be allowed 
for a sum greater than the usual sum allowed. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass, with an amend- 
ment striking out the words “twenty-five,” in the seventh line, and inserting 
in the place thereof the word “twelve.” 

SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill for the relief of Mary 
M. Briggs, have examined the same, and report: 

Mrs. Briggs was a volunteer nurse, recognized and employed by the Military 
Department. She served one year at the hospital in St. Louis, and at Ironton, 
and again at Harvey Hospital, Madison, where she remained until the close of 
the war. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out “ twenty- 
five,’’ in the 7th line of the bill and insert ‘‘twelve,’’ was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Bills of the following titles (reported adversely from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions), being the next pension business on the Private 
Calendar, were severally laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that they be indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (8. 1041) granting a pension to Mary E. Walker, M. D.; 

A bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Sarah Errickson, widow of James 
8. Errickson, late seaman United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 817) granting a pension to Peter Stusse; 

A bill (S. 830) granting a pension to David Williams; and 

A bill (S. 897) for the relief of Rev. Corydon Millard. 

ANN CLARY. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I call up the bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of Samuel Clary. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of the widow of Samuel Clary, late a 
private in Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war of 1861. 


The report (by Mr. MorrILu) was read, as follows: 


Samuel Clary was enrolled in Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, June 20, 1861, and was discharged March 1, 1863. 

William Ashen, captain commanding company, in his certificate of disability 
for discharge, says: 

“The above-named person (Samuel Clary) has been unfit for duty from the 
above-mentioned time (sixty days) by a chronic affection of the spine. caused 
by exposure and hard labor in the service of the United States as teamster.”’ 

William Walton, assistant surgeon of the Twenty-fifth Ohio Regiment, says: 

“T certify that I have carefully examined the said Samuel Clary, a private of 
Capt.William Ashen’s company, and find him ineapable of performing the duties 
of a soldier because of lumbago of about one year’s duration, accompanied by 
continual pain in the lumbar region, brought on by exposure while on march. 
He has been under treatment at intervals during the greater part of the time. 
Latterly the system has become considerably debilitated, so much so that he 
has been unable to perform military duty of the lightest character.” 

The evidence on special examination shows that the soldier was a confirmed 
invalid from the date of his discharge until the date of his death, February 12, 
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LAID ON THE TABLE. 
A bill (H. R. 7247) to increase the pension of Mary A. Gibson, widow 
of Commander William Gibson, was, in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole, laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Morison; 

A bill (S. 2331) granting a pension to Mary J. McGregor; 

A bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 

A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight; 

A bill (5, 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; 

A bill (8. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 

A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; 

A bill (8. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer; 

A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A bill (8S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; and 

A bill (8S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh. 

An amendment to the bill (8. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs | 
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was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to a third read- | 


ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS POSTPONED. 


The consideration of bills of the following titles were postponed till 
July 12 under the same order as in other cases: 

A bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson; and 

A bill (S. 2129) to increase the pension of Mary W. Gibson, widow 
of Commander William Gibson. 

Bills of the following titles, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee, were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 1041) granting a pension to Mary E. Walker, M. D.; 

A bill (S, 830) granting a pension to David Williams; 

A bill (S. 817) granting a pension to Peter Stusse; 

A bill (8. 887) granting a pension to Robert Foss; and 

A bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Sarah Errickson, widow of 
James 8. Errickson, late seaman United States Navy. 

Mr. DOCK ERY moved to reconsider theseveral votes; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. T. VINCENT. 
> 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pen- 
sion to J. T. Vincent, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. T. Vincent, of Clinton County, 
Kentucky, late a private in Company D, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

It appears from the evidence before your committee that claimant was en- 
rojled as a private in Company D, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Voiunteer 
Infantry, at Albany, Clinton County, Kentucky, on the 15th day of October, 
1861. That on the Ist day of November, 1861, while on a march with said com- 
mand from Albany to Somerset, Ky., he contracted measles and was left at 
Seventy-Six, and*taken from there to his home in Clinton County, Kentucky, 
where he remained in a precarious condition for some months with said mal- 
ady and resulting lung complication. On his partial recovery from the acute 
stages of this attack it was discovered that his lungs, which were deeply in- 
volved during his sickness, had become permanently affected, rendering him 
thereby unfit for further military duty, in view of which he did not report to 
his command, and was not therefore mustered into the United States service. 


leaving the Army, by reason of the shattered condition of the system, conse- 
quegt on the sickness referred to, and now,being a physical and financial wreck, 
rendered so in defense of his country, he appeals to the generosity of Congress. 
Your committee find that this isa meritorious claim, and report back the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 
Amend by adding the letter ‘‘ D” after the word ‘‘Company”’ in the seventh 
ine, 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit that bill. The 
report does not set forth any testimony atall, and nothing upon which 
the House canact. It is only pretended that he was enlisted. The re- 
port ought to set out the facts shown by the testimony, so that we may 
be able to render proper judgment upon the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 


JOHN TAAFFE, 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 
R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe. 
The bill was read, as fellows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Taaffe, late a member of Com- 
pany F, Sixth Kentucky Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, John Taaffe, was a private soldier in Company F, Sixth Regi- 
ment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, having enlisted in November, 1861. He 
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served until January 5,1865. At the battle of Stone River, in December, 1862, he 
received a gunshot wound in the groin, and was under medical treatment from 
December 31, 1862, the day he received his wound, until May 1, 1863. Notwith- 
standing this wound, he recovered sufficiently to serve with his company until 
his discharge, in January, 1865. 

In the month of October, 1866, having suffered from the gunshot wound, and 
thinking that the Government which he had faithfully served should care for 
him when he was disabled and unable to help himself, he asked for a pension. 
After litigating his rights for years in the Pension Department, and constantly 
becoming more and more disabled, the case was finally rejected, in 1886, because 
the medical board could not rate the case, the wound having apparently healed; 
but it is in proof that the claimant can notretain his urine, and that the gunshot 
wound had the effect to completely destroy his manhood, It has also been so 
debilitating to his system that he is unable to engage in any business. The 
medical board certify that at the examination “ his underclothing are wet; there 
is a urinousammonical odor about him indicating leakage.” Dr. H. H.Gwinn, 
who examined him, swears, under date of March 8, 1887: 

‘I certify that I have this day carefully examined John Taaffe,and find him 
laboring under impotency, a total loss of power, an irregularity of action in the 
generative organs; laboring under the deepest depression, caused by an old 
wound of the scrotum and testes, with neuralgia of the testical cord asa se- 
quence of said wound, * * Jalso find him very despondent, and a total 
loss of manhood, all of which,in my opinion, is caused by said old wound.”’ 

Your committee think that this man, who is now over sixty-eight years ofage, 
should be pensioned, and report this bill with anamendment, fixing the rate at 
$8 a month, and, as amended, recommend that the bill do pass, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REBECCA MANLOVE. 


Mr. HIRES. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Manlove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca Manlone, widow 
of David Manlone, who served in the United States Navy in the war of 1812, 
from $12 per month to $30 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of David Manlove, who was sailing-master of the 
Delaware flotilla from November 5, 1813,to April 8, 1815, in the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain. She has been in receipt of a pension at the rate only of $8 per 
month from March 9, 1878,and $12 from March 19, 1886, under the general laws. 

jt is shown by the certificate of Downs Edmunds, judge of common pleas, 
and John Spencer, mayor, both of Cape May, N.J., where claimant also re- 
sides, that Mrs. Manlove is almost totally blind; isin her cighty-ninth year, 
and has no means of support beyond her small pension. She is avery worthy 
woman, 

Your committee are of the opinion that the pension should be increased to 
$30 per month, and therefore return the bill to the House with the reeommenda- 
tion that it do pass, amended, however, by changing the word ‘* Manlone”’ 
wherever it appears in said bill to ** Manlove.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

The title was amended to conform. 

Mr. HIRES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERRY D. MARTIN. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin, and put it upon 


; ; : its passage. 
Claimant has been unfit for any kind of active manual labor whatever since | ts passage 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Perry D. Martin, formerly a member 
of Company G, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteers (Infantry), on the pension- 
roll,and to pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month during the rest of his 
natural life. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin, and beg leave to recommend 
that the same do pass. 

Said Perry D. Martin entered the United States service in October, 1861, as a 
member of Company G, Third Minnesota Volunteers; that prior to his enlist- 
ment he was a man of sound health and a member of the legal profession; that 
while in the United States service,in July, 1862, he was stricken down by sun- 
stroke, from the effects of which he apparently partially recovered soon after. 
But as time went on there has not been any improvement; on the contrary, he 
has grown worse, and from the effects of said sun-stroke he is a mental and 
physical wreck beyond hope of recovery or improvement. 

That he was sound and healthy, mentally and physically, when he entered 
the service, and that he is now physically and mentally a wreck, is shown by 
the affidavits of Sarah L. Cross, Dr. Vilas, Dr. Lewis, Dr. Cary, and Dr. Adams, 
as well as by his own affidavit. The member of this House, too, from the First 
district of Minnesota, being the district in which Martin lived prior to the war, 
and in which he now lives, certifies of his own knowledge to these facts. The 
records of the United States in the Adjutant-General’s Office show the date of 
his enlistment and discharge, and that he was discharged for disability. The 
certificate of the examining board of surgeons at Wabasha, Minn., shows that 
while he was a bright endl uteiiigent man before the injury complained of, he 
is now of defective intelligence and that there is now mental impairment and 
loss of memory. 
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The certificate and report also show that his present disabilities *‘ may be th« 
result of sun-stroke and it is very probable that they are.” 


The obstacle to obtaining relief under the law in oe Pension Office is the loss | 


of memory and mental impairment of said Martin by the sun-stroke and it 
effects. Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amend 
ment striking out all after *‘ pension-roll,” in line 6, and inserting “ sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS MARION WALKER. 


Mr. GEST. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S. 216% 
granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions a: 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Marion Walker, late pr 
vate in Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Voiunteer Infantry, at $15 per 
month from and after the passage of the act, and in lieu of the pensior 
ent received. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth fully th 
facts in this case, and is adopted, and the passage of the bill recor 











[Senate Report No. 393, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 115 ex-so 
diers and citizens of Dallas City, [l., and vicinity, praying that Francis Max 
Walker, who is now entirely disabled as a result of his military service, be place¢ 
upon the pension-rolls, have examined the same and report: 

The petitioners, ex-soldiers and citizens of Dallas City, Ill., pray that Francis 
M. Walker, who now receives a pension of $8 a month, may be granted such an 
increase as would be just on behalf of the soldier, whois poor, with a depends 
family, who can move about only with the aid of crutches, and has become 
tally disabled for manual labor. The pension to soldier was granted for fr 
ure of right clavicle and injury to back, incurred in the derailment of a railro 
train on which he was engaged in the line of duty. An application to the Pt 
sion Office for increase within the past year was rejected. 

The question in the case is one of rating. A medical board in March, 1887 
pronounced the soldier totally disabled from injury to back, or rheumatist 
while another medical board in November, 1887, gave him a rating of twelve- 
eighteenths of third grade, divided equally between fracture of clavicle, diar 
rhea,and disease of heart, ignoring injury to back or rheumatism altogether 
Meantime, according to the representations of overa hundred of his neighbors s 
while the medical men disagree about the cause and extent of his disabilitix 
the soldier remains unable to move except by aid of crutches, continues disqu 
ified for labor, and by pe tition shows that he would gladly compromise th ‘ 
whole medical question for aid enough to assist him in some material degre« 
furnishing necessary food and raiment for his family and himself. 

This, your committee think, he is entitled to; and they report by bill ¢g 
ing him a pension for total disability of the grade in which he was rated, 
a month from and after the passage of the act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 











JOHN A. GRIFFEY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on 
the pension-roll. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of John A. Griffey, dependent father 
of ——— Griffey, late private of Company D, Second North Carolina Regiment 
subject to the limitatations and conditions of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. LyNcm) is as follows: 

Soldier enlisted October 1, 1863, was mustered December 9, 1863, as a priv 
Company D,Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry Vol 
killed March 22, 1865, near Jacksborough, Tenn. 

The claim made by John A. Griffey, father of the soldier, was rejected Janu 
ary 25,1886, upon a report made by A. B. Cassellman, special examiner; not 
line of duty when killed. Soldier served creditably from day of enlistment 
until death, which occurred, as nearly as can be ascertained, as follows : 

The regiment was on the march from Cumberland Gap to Knoxville, Tenn 
Colonel Bartlett was absent from the regiment, which was under command of 
Major Bainly, who put the regiment in charge of Lieut. Charles Hartzell, « 
Company C. The regiment marched to Jacksborough, while Maior Bainly r« 
mained back at Cumberland Gap. By the time it got to Jacksborough Lieut 
ant Hartzell was drunk and was arrested. 

It seems that Lieutenant Hartzell sent a detail out and Griffey was one of the 
detail. What the detail was for is not explained. While Griffey was out 
this detail he was shot and killed. There is no evidence except hearsay a: 
gossip as to how he was killed, or exactly what he was doing at the tin 
Some of the witnesses say that they heard that Griffe y was, at the time he m 
his death, attempting to take a horse by force. If this were true it would hay 
been easy to have furnished the testimony of the person upon whom the at- 
tempt was made. It seems, for some unexplai ned cause,that the only person 
who could give the exact cause which led to the death was not called as a w 
ness by the special examiner. 

It is true that Griffey was a good soldier; that he was detailed as above set 
out by Lieutenant Hartzell; and also that Hartzell was at last censured for his 
conduct, if not dismissed the service. 

When the case is carefully examined it will be found that a good soldier, of 
long service, was ordered by his superior officer to do certain duty and was shot 
and killed by an unknown man, and in an unaccounted for manner, while ex 
ecuting those orders. 

Your committee is disposed to give the benefit of the doubt which exists 
this case to the claimant, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass, 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. There is an amendment to 
this bill In the fo urtl 1 line, after the word “‘ place,”’ insert the words 
"on the pe nsion-To 

rhe nendt nent was agreed to. 

The as amend < le ed » he ssed iT ul a rd 
time a being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Car 1, moved to reconsider the vot 
by which the bill was passed: and also m i that the motion e- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latte ytion was agreed to. 

MARY ITZM ; ‘ 

Mr. DE LANO. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
ation of the bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Tit 

rhe bill was read, as follows 

B at = ry the i i 

‘ a oO the t . i 

; a ( y } Cw h N 

~ and i . t 

The report (by Mr. 

The beneficiary name of Edmund I vho 
ili din the Twelft teers May is rnd was 
discharged from Comy s lie was w i 

nd Bull Run fig of his r t ke 

neces a Ve the AneCe i i b t 
bureau because the fatal ul yn to be« 

W is alleged 
vidence in ease shows that the lier suffered amputa 
l mained < t I six ivs W attent ! rhe w \ 

1 the right shin, t eached, the 1 the leg was such that : 
ta atthe point above stated became necessary His constitution ‘ 
u i and ib ind in « seq e tl r his lungs f 
fect He died I ‘ 1874 

Dr. John P. Sh _ ended th lier d ss, and 
Ww ha s i I \ ig ils i BOI } . o 
testifies that about February 1, 1874, he made an examina i id 

i s lel ge stu <i with tube es, some discharg g co} 
purulent expe I ‘ ng hepatis nuche¢ ’ 
‘ é dy} sica xeessively de il, aris tI 
tion of left lu (\fliant did not see the st y 

s condition further than that it was « did 
uppurate and dis« irge at intervals 

I t is quite old and ‘ o 

poor lice at Syracuse N. X i Cc 

ties ever since her husband’s de 

Your committee are clearly of the opi: 3 t 

ible to his military service, and th h 
I ng bill, and ask that it do pass 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed : read a thi t ind be 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly reat 

Mr. DE LANO moved to reconsider th ’ : 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN ETZELI 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, ea bill her hich w take 
but a moment to pass as issimply toamenda pension already granted, 

Mr. MATSON. Regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. et he title of t | read, Mi the! i 
ro over. 

Mr. MACDONALD. There still remain afew mo nents of t ho 
and I ask unanimous consent to consider the | ) 

Mr. MATSON. If gentlemen on the other t ect, Lha 

prection. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill 
H. lt. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John Et 1, ap- 
prove d March 3, 1879. 

The bill is as follows 

I t I tan t i r 
J I ‘ i the sa e st ;iasit 

1 me be, and is he K cell, 1 a ein 
B, Se 1M . I I at ¢ i f 
I I { her i ted » pla he < 

l if i - I t} f per nth, sul ) 

i ‘ f - ng zhtto as 

ere being no objection, tl bill was ordered to engro ad t 

read a third time; and being ener: 1 wa rd read t 1 
me, and passed 

Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which t | 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon r be ont 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to 

Mr. WILLIAMS. lIask now to« 

Mr. MATSON. Regular ord 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I thought this sid s also to have a chance, as 
there was no objection made to t her request. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. having ar- 
rived) the Speaker pro tempore declared the House adjourned 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10597) for the relief of Emily J. Rowe 


| and Elizabeth Patton—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 10598) granting a pension to 
Olive J. Stoughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 10599) granting a pension to Polly 
A. Gammons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (11. R. 10600) for the relief of James V. 
Symons—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 10601) granting a pension to 
Louisa Selden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10602) providing a charter for the city of Colfax, 
Wash.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

by Mr. J.B. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 10603) for the relief of Julia Bod- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the 
Winona and Southwestern Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. W.C. VP. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Rev. H. H. Williams 
and others, for the relief of Elizabeth Dobyns—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
for an appropriation of $200,000 for the purchase of headstones for de 
ceased soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition for the reference of the Gaim of John 
W. Vance, of Kentucky, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of Leah Ward, of Craven County, North 
Carolina, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Papers ia the pension claim of Louisa Selden— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Hugh B. Hudson; of T. G. Green- 
hill; of Elizabeth A. Card; of Mary L. Payne, executrix; of Armstead 
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teen years, but the widow still receives the pension awarded to her, which is 
the same as that allowed to ali widows of her class. 

i discover no reason of any substance why this pension should be increased ; 
and if it should be done it would only be a manifestation of unjust favoritism. 

| can not forget the thousands of poor widows with claims superior to this 
beneficiary, but with no interested friends to push their claims for increase of 
pension, who would be discriminated against if this proposed bill becomes a 
law. 

It seeins to me that there is a chance to do injustice by unfair caprice in fix- 
ing the rates of pension, as well as by refusing them altogether when they 


should be granted. ¥ 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1888, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JAMES G. W. HARDY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 8281, entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief 
of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy.” 

it is proposed by this bill to award a pension to the beneficiary above named. 

Inthe month of January, 1864, he was on recruiting service in the State of In- 
diana. On the 15th day of that month he was traveling between indianapolis 
and La Fayette in a railroad car, and he alleges that he raised a window of the 
car to obtain air, and placed his arm on the window sill, when it was struck by 
something from the outside and one of the bones of his arm broken. 

In february, 1865, he resigned on account of disability caused by the accident 
above mentioned, the medieal certificate then stating that he had a frecture of 
the right humerus of ten months’ standing, which had not been properly ad- 
justed. 

Iie made an application for a pension to the Pen 
jected, 

Although it is stated in a general way that he was traveling on business con- 
nected with his recruiting service at the time of his injury, he has given no in- 
formation as to the precise purpose of his journey; and it is conceded that he 
was guilty of such negligence that he had no right of action against the railroad 


ion Bureau, which was re- 


; company. 


Payne, and of G. G. Lilly, of Alabama, for reference of their claims | 


to the Court of Claims —to the Committee on War Claims. 





The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of citizens of Springfield, Ohio. 


temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 
By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 182 citizens of Washington Territory. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 23, 1888. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. Mitpurn, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MARY F,. HARKINS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 3016, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mary F. Harkins.”’ 

The husband of this beneficiary was discharged from the military service in 
1865, and was pensioned for a gunshot wound in the right foot at the rate of $6 
per month, : 

He died in 1882, seventeen years after his discharge, “ from rupture ofthe heart, 
caused by the bursting and parting ofthe fibers of the right ventricle.”’ 

The claim is now made that the death was the result of the wound in the foot. 

An application to the Pension Bureau was rejected on the ground that the 
death cause was not the result of the wound. 

I am satisfied that this was a just conclusion. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive MANsIon, June 22, 1888, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MARY MINOR HOXEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 600, entitled “An act increasing the 
pension of Mary Minor Hoxey.” 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill was, while on military duty, 
wounded in the left hand and afterwards inthe thigh. He was pensioned in 
1871 on account of these wounds, and in 1879 was allowed from time of 
his discharge. He died tn December, 1881, of consumption, being at that time 
in the receipt of a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 


In 1884 his widow was allowed a pension at the same rate, with $2 a month 
each for two minor children. The children have now attained the afe of six- 





it also appears by the medical certificate upon which his resignation was per- 
mitted that the fracture, not necessarily serious, was never properly treated, 
It seems, too, that he remained in the service ten months after the injury. 

lam unable to discover why a pension should be granted in this case, unless 
the Government is to be held as an insurer of the safety of every person in the 
nilitary service in all circumstances and at all times and places 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

cXECUTIVE MANsIoN, June 22, 1888, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ELLEN SEXTON. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


| from the President of the United States: 


a a 


ree . . cae . ate | To the House of Represeniatives: 
The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 


I return without approval House bill No. 8!74, entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Ellen Sexton.” 

The husband of the beneficiary served in the Union volunteer army from 
October, 1862, to June, L864, having been during the last seven months of his serv- 
ice in the Veteran Reserve ave He was discharged for a disability which, 
to say the least of it, certainly had no relation to his military service, unless 
the Government is to be held responsible for injury arising from vicious indul- 
gence. 

He died in the city of Cork, Ireland, May 29, 1875, of consumption, certified 
by the health authorities there to have been of seven years’ duration. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1888. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHARLES GLAMANN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No, 2215, entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Charles Glamann.” 

This beneficiary served in an Illinois regimeat from September, 1864, to July, 
oe and his record shows no injury or sickness except an attack of remittent 

ever. 

He filed a claim for pension in 1880, alleging that he was struck accidentally 
with a half brick by a comrade and injured in his left arm. 

There is no doubt that whatever disability he thus incurred was the result of 
a personal altercation between himself and the man who threw the brick. 

‘The extent to which the power to grant pensions by special act has been made 
to cover all sorts of claims is illustrated by the fact that, in the light of many 
pensions that have been allowed, this case, though presenting an absurd claim, 
does not appear to be much out of the way. The effect of precedent as an in- 
ducement to increase and expand claims and causes for pensions is also shown 
by the allegation in the report of the House committee, as follows: 

“Your committee and Congress have, however, frequently relaxed the rule, 
and granted pension for injuries and disabilities incurred in such cireum- 
stances.’ 

I believe that if the veterans of the war knew all that was going on in the 
way of granting pensions by private bills they would be more disgusted than 


anv class of our citizens. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive MAnsion, June 22, 1888. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DEFICIENCY IN APPROPRIATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates to supply deficiencies of 
appropriations for the various Departments of the Government and for 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Last 
evening, when the House adjourned, the general homestead bill was 
before the House as unfinished business, and it is therefore, I think, 
entitled to consideration in preference to all other bills, except appro- 
priation bills and bills in relation to the revenue. But if that bill is 
not entitled to priority, I submit that, as the gentleman representing 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has had two or three 
days already during this session, and as the Committee on Public Lands 
have been able to obtain only an hour and a half for the consideration 
of this bill, although they have had it before the House for the last 
three months, it seems to me the gentleman from South Carolina ought 
not to press his measure, even if it is entitled to priority. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] must 
understand that this order under which I make the motion is not a 
continuing order; that it is limited to to-day only; whereas the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands is a committee which has the privilege of re- 
porting and bringing up its measures at any time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds has already, I believe, two days set aside for its busi- 
ness 


Mr. DIBBLE. Three. 





Mr. HOLMA N. Iask unanimous consent that the order for what- | 
ever time may still remain to that committee be made a continuing | 


order, so that they may bring in their business at some future time, 
enabling us to-day toconsider the land bill, a matter of the very highest 
public importance. 

Mr. DIBBLE, If unanimous consent can be obtained that the spe- 
cial order in reference to business of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds be made a continuing order for the number of days 
to which it is now limited, I am perfectly willing to assent to that ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation of the question. 
Under the order of the House two days have been set apart for the 
consideration of business of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds- 

Mr. DIBBLE. Three days. 





The SPEAKER. Three days were set apart originally, but two days | 


still remain, one having gone by lapse of time. On the days set apart 


the business of this committee was to begin immediately after the read- | 


ing of the Journal. The gentleman from South Carolina now asks con- 
3ent-——— 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Indiana—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] now 
asks consent that the order with reference to this committee be con- 
tinued until two days are actually occupied by the committee. The 
gentleman from Indiana makes this proposition, as he states, with the 
view of having the House proceed to-day with the consideration of the 
publie-land bill. Is there objection? 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is intended to give the committee twomore | 


days. 

The SPEAKER. There are two days remaining under the order 
already made. The proposition is now simply to make the order a con- 
tinuing one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection. We desire to go | 


ou with the land bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not, I understand, object to 
the committee having two days. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can state his purpose in objecting. 
The Chair stated the request for unanimous consent, and objection was 
made. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What gentleman objects? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is proper I should say that there 
is a measure pending before Congress which I think of more impor- 
tance than any other. The business now proposed to be assigned to 
two future days will necessa7vily come into competition with the reve- 
nue bill. Until that is disposed of, Ido not propose, so far as I can 
prevent it, to allow any measure to be thrust in front of the revenue 
bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. So far as the revenue measure now pending is con- 
cerned, that is already excepted by the order; and I do not propose to 
antagonize it, if this be made a continuing special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, it is all right; let the gentleman withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iknow that the order now existing is in the form 
which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIpBLE] states; but I 
know what difficulty often arises in respect to questions of considera- 
tion. Such questions have heretofore been raised-—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will not raise that question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds go on to-day, if they propose to go on at all, and work out 
this business, 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. If the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina be voted down, will it then be 
in order to call up the homestead bill ? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
be not agreed to, the regular business of the House will proceed: 
first, the morning hour for the call of committees, unless it should be 
dispensed with; then the hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees; and when the time for general legislation is reached, 
it will be in order to consider the bill referred to by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HomMAn]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, then, that the House will not go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DIBBLE, there were— 
ayes 73, noes 26. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As no quorum has voted, I must ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DippLE and Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 

| pointed. 
The House proceeded to divide. 
Mr. HOLMAN (before the result of the count by tellers was an- 
| nounced). Mr. Speaker, it is quite apparent there is no quorum pres- 
ent, and as the House seems to be inclined to give priority to the busi- 
| ness of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds over that of 
the Committee on Public Lands, I will not press the point of order 

| further. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws the point 
| of order that no quorum has voted. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Chair will announce the vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I insist on the point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is insisted upon by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who will take the place of the gentleman from In- 
diana as a teller. Gentlemen desiring to vote will please come forward 
and do so. 

The tellers continued the count; and after some time reported—ayes 
119, noes 45. 
| Mr. LANE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, one-fifth not voting in favor 
thereof. 

So the motion of Mr. DIBBLE was agreed to. 
| ‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the, Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTLAND, OREGON. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I call up the bill (S. 20) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Portland, Oregon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
ecustom-house at the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon; and plans, specifi- 
cations, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and ap- 
proved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building com- 
plete, the sum of $500,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unex- 

posed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 

40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no moneyappropriated for this purpose 
shall be available until a valid title to the site of said building shall be vested in 

the United States, nor until the State of Oregon shall have ceded to the United 


| States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
| shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein; nor 
shall any site be pues until estimates for the erection of a building which 
| will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited 
after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said 
building, shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an ex- 
| penditure exceeding the said sum of $500,000 for site and building. 
| 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended 


| amendments striking out the words ‘‘five hundred’’ where they oc- 


curred in the bill and inserting ‘‘three hundred and fifty;’’ so as to 
make the amount appropriated $350,000. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I call for the reading of the report. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I will have the report read as a part of my remarks. 
The report (by Mr. Post) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom.was referred House 
bill 1757 and Senate bill 20, providing for the construction of a public building 
at Portland, Oregon, and for the purchase of a site therefor, have had the same 
under consideration and submit the following favorable report, with amend- 
ments: 

Portland, Oregon, has a population of about 40,000, with an additional popes 
tion of 10,000 in the suburban towns ee The report of the Supervising 
Architect demonstrates the urgent necessity for such a building. There is now 
crowded in the present building the post-office, with twenty-four employés, the 
eustom-house, collectér’s office, surveyor-general’s offices, the United States 
district and circuit court-rooms, with bailiff rooms, jury and witness rooms, 
postal agent's room, judges’ chambers, and clerks’ rooms, and the United States 
marshal’s and Uni States district attorney’s offices. Other roomsare rented 
in various parts of the city for the offices of collector of internal revenue, United 
States appraisers, local inspectors of steam-vessels, light-house inspectors, light- 
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being an increase of 30 pe ' ae s of last year are valued at $7,000,000 Atkinson sey,” ; Sher 
steamers and ; 30 per cent. overthe preceding year. The large f 1 |B rN. Dunha 
am 1d sailing vessels, fiyins : Ps ; year. > largest of ocear Saker, N.Y. m S 
d her wharves. essels, flying the flags of every maritime nation, reac h Baker, | , on = S 
4 The postal needs for iti lankhien rm : 
: ostal s additional room are urge TI 3i i ie —” 
are rapidly increasing. The receipts for a . ad oases and receij ts Bart es Finley, 5 Ss 
fhe , and for the year ending September 30, $82,201 v1 Sauinae scesious tor | Beabe Fitch,’ : 
(Gneal year) ware #197,08115.” The ints ene ae ‘he customs re ceipts for | Belden, Fitch : Spir 
—— were $150,757.81. en ee . | x 
our committee recommend the passage of Senate bill i Booth - steele, 
ws mens Strike out the pe Cave bh mo a’. . ll 20, with the following | Boothman, I ller, Stet 
5 vill and insert the words ‘‘three hundred und fifty ee meres Galliny Sten \ 
4 s 3 *I* Be der ‘ r Strul 
7 Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, tke Senate bill proposed, I beli ne, Gibs Symes 
: i puaeurietion ee $500,000 al i ] J sed, yelieve, Brow! Ohio Gibson, . Tr es 
sine eee Br ‘id the Senate bill propose d $500,000, and the Co1 ren = " ne : Paylor, 
ttee on nblic Buildings ar “ae iad ao ,and l ym Buckalew ve ws Ta r D 
= gsand Grounds reduced the amount to $350,- — Seams men, n i ont | 
oo HOLMAN. I move toamend by making the amount $300,000 ~ eri Nuttin, Phompso! 
mo ANE. I move to amend the amendment so oe $0 sedate the. | Camone 0 ii O'Neall | Pion cal 
amount to $200,000. rt so as to reduce tne | ¢ pbell!, Ohio oO Ne ll, Pa. 
( be r.J.N Ni 
oe HOLMAN, Portland, I believe, is a city of 40,000 people Cann Pl 0 , es Ws 
1e r " aan s ; 3 oi i | 
ea RMAN. _The Clerk will report the amendment recom- i - Patto W 
2 ended by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds . i seooe Pay Ws : 
ig The Clerk read as follows: sit a” : i al perk wii 
: , } ’ rt hi 
8 Strike out “five ae : “ ( : He a \ 
ive hundred”’ and insert “three hundred and fifty.’ slolmes Pi ps \ M 
The C AT AN r : ; Hopkins, I P 
e HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN] Ouste Hopkins, N.\ Pi Wilber, 
moves to amend this ame ‘ndment by striking out the words ay 1 fi ty? |G " Houk, 2 y Wil 
a making the amount $300,000. r fis aaa ul Johnst : - x 
Mr. LANE. AndI1 i Jones, | K : 
“ ANE. J nove to amen sO ¢ ? =" tome a 
eaan nee, id that so as to make the amount oa se at ae en 
h pr E a i . Che committee rose: and Mr. McCREARY i 
a CHATEN That is not in order. Speaker prot ny Mr "Genxecmn reported thes the Comms ‘of the 
rae Monae eh ee The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana Vhole House on the state ot the Un oe ating teal eitaste goer 
Mr. MAN], being an amendme ag “pee iana | , _ 7 he Union finding itself without a 
oa ’ £ ment to an amendment her i de ! 1] ‘ ‘him to rep 
order until itis disposed of. T ) OE AMC rent, no other is in | 284 caused the roll to b ealled, and had dir 
; : sposed of. The questic irs nat I I aces be aun * 
di of the gentleman fi Indi: juestion is first on the amendment ““'¥°° 9! the absentees to the House to be sp nem { J 94 
' tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to the amendme Mr. DIBBLE Saamneh te oaleten 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds al 1dment of! MY. ~~ = = How many members have answered to their! > 
7 gsé unds, Mr. McCREAR e hund: l wfire: enc 
; enattiieaie Tie In order that the amendment of the gentlem ,quoru oe ee era — 
3 0 aan em: a Quorum, . : 
from Illinois [Mr. LANE] may be voted on first, I withdr: v or 
the present. ’ draw mine fo rhe committee resumed its session, Mr. § NGER in tl } 
The questi van take Mr. LAN \ lacira 4 oo toa ANGELES 20) e chair. 
he question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LANE, striki : Sune co cieeee eer the auedenear the i _ 
out ‘350,000? and inserting ‘*200.000:” and it Mr. LANE, striking | CULBERSON], that he is absent from t Mr. 
iin O > _ g **200,000;’’ and it was agreed to mnt off dale nt trom the sessions of the House on ac- 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of tl The CHAIRMAN | 
4 committee as amended. { ndment of the The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the ex l 
Tha « aia bil : OK) TOvVi +] as Cae conencennien 0f © 
a ey gg amended was agreed to. ] od % a Tt Sudiier caedias ie an tan | 
‘ vir. 4K. , ; : : ind, Oregon. he ding tion is on tl 1 ntl 
| ann : i] move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to | man from 5 ith C ina [Mr DIBBLE] that the bill be laid ‘sap 
he Housé with the recommendation that it do pass as amended 7 be cabeih te the Hewes et vapanan dose o cages | et 
The question was taken, and the Chairman declared th: a7 , ye reported to the House with the recommendation that it di . 
seemed to have it. é 1at the noes Mr. CRISP. Was not the committee n , 
J A divielan: Wes cole’ fer. juorum was developed ? i when t 1 
A i , = _ : he } 47P ‘ = 
ag committee divided ; and there were—ayes 68, noes 16 Se a en ee 
Mr. LANE. No quorum. : ; of no quorum having been made and tellers havi ng been t by 
. ‘ > Tv rr . . } e } iT l 4 h y , : roe : : re rae " - ‘PP ' 
5 | The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted the Chair; but the roll having been called and the nam sof the 
4 the Chair will appoint tellers. The gentleman from Illi tee. |e A en coe ne oram having ap 
, : aoe ' I h fou and a quorum ne ay 
LANE] and the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. tern | a peared, the Chair is of the opinion that the appo od . a ad p 
please act as tellers. [BBLE] will | vacated and the question must be put to mmitt 
7 : . a Le i ) pPiar aga ii ) at ‘ } 
The tellers took their places, and the count a eeded mn CE AIRMAN. The question is on 
_ Mr. WILKINS (pending the count by tellers) Mr. Chai cae Ua etesaee wehihs tlie renconan ray 
rise to a parliamentary inquiry. / Mr. Chairman, I orted to the House with the reco end it ! | 
* Ct > rT mm A t ; : i c 
a ( HAIRMAN. Che gentleman will state it we a mas os 
: Mr. WILKINS. Is it in order to move that the House d 1 " = CHAIRMAN. The 
em : use do now ad- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ay nf Mr. | 
4 ry 7 , > T Sa . 4 M ; : | : | . | 
se CHAIRMAN. It is not. It is in order to move that the commit vais pn 
§ teerise. The House isin Committee of the Whole ; stool — dlieamaaalicmaaas Macau eee | 
the Unior 1 tl : 10le House on the state of | noes 6 7 ” 
the Union and the tellers are taking a vote; when their report is mad ; 
: t n te; W: S made ; 
it will then be in order to make any motion that can be made ler| M DIEBLE. 1 th 
ae na under | Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the « mittee ri 
Mr. WILKINS. W oe pao | | a 
NS. ith the consent of the chai Rage eH 
airman 0 2 
1 of the Commit- The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCreary ! } 
a a oar. i : hy 2a inC0D 
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the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had under consideration the bill (S. 20) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Portland, Oregon, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DIBBLE. As this day has been specially assigned by the 
House for the consideration of these public-building bills, I now esk, 
by unanimous consent, the order be made a continuing one, not to ex- 
ceed two days, and not to interfere with appropriation or revenue bills. 
The Committee on Rules allowed the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds three days for this purpose, and we have already lost one 
of those days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

Mr. DIBDBLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We will do the business assigned for this day 
or none. i 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 20. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS, ‘There is no quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Give us this afternoon, There is no trouble about 
the amendments. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmativc—yeas 
66, nays 59, not voting 199; as follows: 


YEAS—66. 
Allen, Mass, Davidson, Fia. Hooker, Rice, 
Atkinson, Davis, Hovey, Rowell, 
Biggs, Dibble, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Dougherty, Lawler, Scull, 
Browne ,T.H.B., Va. Felton, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Brown, J.R., Va. French, Maish, Simmons, 
Buchanan, Funston, McCullogh, Stephenson, 
Burrows, Gest, McKenna, Tillman, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Goff, Moore, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Granger, Morrill, Washington, 
Chipman, Grimes, Parker, White, Ind. 
Clardy, Hare, Penington, Wilkins, 
Cobb, Haugen, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Compton, Hayes, Phelan, Williams, 
Crain, Hermann, Plumb, Yoder. 
Crouse, Hiestand, Post, 
Dargan, Hires, Reed, 

NAYS—59. 
Allen, Miss. Farquhar, Martin, Rowland, 
Anderson, lowa Forney, McClammy, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss. Gay, McComas, Sayers, 
Anderson, IL. Glass, McCreary, Smith, 
Barry, Heard, MeMillin, Spinola, 
Belmont, Hogg, McRae, Springer, 
Blount, Holman, McShane, Stone, Ky. 
Bound, Jackson, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Johnston, N. C. Morrow, Tracey, 
Browne, Ind, Kilgore, Neal, Walker, 
Candler, Laffoon, O’ Donnell, ‘Weaver, 
Clements, Lane, * O’Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Crisp, Lanham, O'Neill, Mo, Whitthorne, 
Davidson, Ala. Lodge, Richardson, Wilson, Minn, 
Enloe, Mansur, Robertson, 

NOT VOTING—199. 

Abbott, Clark, Hall, Mason, 
Adams, Cockran, Harmer, Matson, 
Allen, Mich. Cogswell, Hatch, McAdoo, 
Anderson, Kans. Collins, Hayden, McCormick, 
Arnold, Conger, Hemphill, McKinley, 
Bacon, Cooper, Henderson, Iowa McKinney, 
Baker, N.Y. Cothran, Henderson, N.C. Merriman, 
Baker, Ill. Cowles, Henderson, Ill. Milliken, 
Bankhead, Cox, Herbert, Moffitt, 
Barnes, Culberson, Hitt, Montgomery, 
Bayne, Cummings, Holmes, Morgan, 
Belden, Cutcheon, Hopkins, Ill. Morse, 
Bingham, Dalzell, Hopkins, Va. Nelson, 
Blanchard, Darlington, Hopkins, N.Y. Newton, 
Bland, Davenport, Houk, Nichols, 
Bliss, De Lano, Howard, Norwood, 
Boothman, Dingley, Hudd, Nutting, 
Boutelle, Dockery, Hunter, Oates, 
Bowden, Dorsey, Hutton, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dunham, Johnston, Ind. O'Neill, Pa. 
Brewer, Dunn, Jones, Osborne, 
Brower, Elliott, Kean, Outhwaite, 
Brown, Ohio Ermentrout, Kelley, Owen, 
Brumm, Finley, Kennedy, Patton, 
Bryce, Fisher, Kerr, Payson, 
Buckalew, Fiteb, Ketcham, Peel, 
Bunnell, Flood, La Follette, Perkins, 
Burnes, Foran, Lagan, Perry, 
Burnett, Ford, Laird, Phelps, 
Butler, Fuller, Landes, Pideock, 
Butterworth, Gaines, Latham, Pugsley, 
Bynum, Gallinger, Lee, Randall, 
Campbell, Ohio Gear, Lehibach, Rayner, 
Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y.Gibson, Lind, Rockwell, 
Cannon, Glover, Long, 
Carlton, Greenman, Lyman, Romeis, 
Caruth, Grosvenor, Lynch, Russell, Conn, 
Caswell, Grout, Maffett, Rusk, 
Catchings, Guenther, Mahoney, Ryan, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Scott, 
Seney, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Stahlnecker, 
Steele, 


Stewart, Tex. 
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Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 


Taylor, FE. B., Ohio 
‘Taylor, J. D., Ohio 


Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Il, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, 


from Ohio [Mr. THompson]. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 


to stand. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. 


withdraw my vote. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. 


Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, Ga, 
Vance, 

Wade, 

Warner, 

Weber, 


Vest, 


side and avoid any cause of complaint. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
York [Mr. Cox]; otherwise I should vote 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
| ent, I should vote ‘‘no.’ 
Mr. WISE, 


TELLE], and hence withdraw my vote. 


Mr. LANDES. 


would vote ‘‘no.’’ 


Mr. BYNUM. 
JOHNSTON |; otherwise I should vote ‘‘no.’ 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 


White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 

Yost, 





4 
Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘no.’’ 
I have voted ‘‘no’’ on this question, 
although Iam paired with Judge PAyson. I know if he were present 
he would vote in the same way, and consequently I will allow my vote 
I voted ‘‘no’’ on this motion, but 
am paired with my colleague from Illinois [ Mr. Hopkins], and hence a 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi j 
[Mr. MorGAN] upon all political questions. Ido not consider this 
such a question, but will withdraw my vote in order to be on the safe 
[am paired with the gentleman from New 
ee no. ”) 
Tam paired with Mr. WARNER. If he were pres- 
I am paired with the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Bov- 
I am paired with Mr. Yost, If he were present, I 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
I find that Iam paired on all questions 
with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN]. I voted in the 
negative on this question, but I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Iam paired with the gen- j 


tleman from New York [Mr. FLoop], and withdraw my vote. Other- 


wise I should vote 


‘ 


"mo,*? 


The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 


further notice: 


Mr. FoRAN with Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. Wuitina, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHzrMANn. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. RoMEtTs. 

Mr. ENLOr with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. HenDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLoop. 
Mr. ABbBotT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 

Mr. BEEMONT with Mr. KERR. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois, 
Mr. BAcoNn with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. Morrirt. 

Mr. Timotny J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Diese with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. LA FOLLETTE. © 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. PAYSON with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BuTTERWORTH. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. MoRGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. Cooper. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. Wuirte, of New York, with Mr. CocKkRAN. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. BouTELLE. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWDEN. 

The following members were announced as being paired on all ques- 


tions until further notice: 


Mr. VANCE with Mr. WEST. 4 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. SPOONER. 4 
Mr. Harcn with Mr. CoNGER. 

The following were announced as being paired on all questions, both 


in Committee of the Whole and in the House, until further notice: 


Mr. Hutron with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. STocKDALE with Mr. THomMPson, of Ohio. 
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% Mr. CARUTH with Mr. HotMes. LAGAN: Al ; 
ae Mr. RoGEeRS with Mr. FULLER. 
3 Mr. FISHER with Mr. CuTCHEON 
Mr. Compron with Mr. WEBER. 
q Mr. MonTGoMERY with Mr. H 
Mr. BLountT with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. MATSON with Mr. OWEN. 
Mr. GLAss with Mr. Houk. by Mr. } 
a3 Mr. HAY! with Mr. GEAR. ‘ i 
Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. law—te the Cot t on ¢ 
4 Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I Ir. M \ , { 
Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCorMIcK. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN ] 
Mr. Bynum with Mr. JoHNSTON, of Indiana. : ir. \ a 
Mr. WuHitTinG, of Michigan, with Mr. BREWER. m County, 1¢1 
4 Mr. BuRNETT with Mr. DINGLEY. ime—to the n War ( 
: Mr. BLAND with Mr. BAYNE. by Mir. Wisi a 
°*% Mr. Lyncu with Mr. DALZELL. ti 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. PERKINS, on all political questions, and vores ; 
on the tariff bill. 
Mr. BooruMAN with Mr. YoDER, on all questions in Committee of 
Wh and in the House; Mr. YopER reserving the right to vote in I 
“= favor of pension b 
; Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. STEELE, in the House and in Committee of MONDAY, J , 
: he Whole until further notice. Mr. SHrvELY would vote for the Mil 
4 bill, and Mr. STEELE against it. Pr 16 ; 
Mr. HowARpD with Mr. Browne, of Indiana, on all political ques The Journal « 
tions, until the 25th of June. A 
‘ ir. LANDES with Mr. Yost, on all questions except on tariff bill, f 
4 ten days. Che PRESIDEN’ efore t 
a ‘ Mr. LONG with Mr. MorGAN, from the 15th to the 25th of June, « tion irom taes ; \ 
ali questions. tre ul 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. OATES, on all political « 
tions, for two weeks. f d tot ( mit ‘ Ay riatic le 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. CoGSWELL, on all political questions, fo1 He also laid be the Senate ( 
% ten days. War, transmitt tter from the Surgeon-Genera 
‘ Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HAYDEN, in the House and in Committe: stin ut m be the Arn ropri 
: the Whole, on ail question ! \ 
Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, for Friday and Sat- & pape Y i to Littes 
urday, on all questions while engaged in the Reading investigatin rr ito be} 
committee. d before t t n i t f 
Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON, until Monday next, on ail poli , 
ical questions, th the necessity for the appropria i 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLEY, on all politic \rl 
questions, until Tuesday. ing papers, was 
Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. Tuomas, of Wisconsin, on all tariff q i to be pi 
tions, for ten days from June 16. ‘ CLAI ; 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. OsBoRNE, in the House and in committ Che PRESIDEN 1 be ; 
on all questions, from the 16th to the 25th of June. Seetien 2 . as ; of Cla mea oF 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. GROSVENOR, on all political questi alt Te - ¥ ata 
and the tariff, both in the Committee of the Whole and in the H es , é 1 , 
until the 30th. reft ; ? ( pa ; | to 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. Scorv, on all political questions, until t! 
26th instant. eee 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. LYMAN, in Committee of th RELA EAR EAE 
Whole and in the House, until June 25, on all questions. tion from the Washington 0nw! Com! 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York, on all questions, unt a ee Save ee Ae 2a LJ 
the 25th of June. MOHCINE OR APPEOPEIS 5 92,00 Saeee 
The following were announced as being paired on all political que SHERMA ' , t 


tions for this day: TOM UNO £ Fesicens, abc ou 1 ben 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA. the ERESIVENT pro ter 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Lhe Uniel Clerk read 
Mr. ABBoTT with Mr. Hirt. 
Mr. DUNN with Mr. SYMEs. 
Mr. Bryce with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. g , 
Mr. O’FERRALL. I find that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. ‘ 
PARKER], with whom I understood I was paired, has voted, and I . 7 
therefore desire to let my vote stand. Jr 
Mr. BIGGS. My colleague [Mr. THoMPsoN] is detained at homeon appropriation for 
accountof illness. He is paired, as announced, with Mr. McKENNA. gg : 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I find I am atill paired w . June 20, 188 
d the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and withdraw n Very res} 
vote. I thought my pair had expired. 
Mr. MCSHANE. I find that I am paired with Mr. GuENTHER; 
that pair is only intended to refer to the tariff bill. I shall there 
vote on this question. 
rhe result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
And accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the Hou 
journed. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. em pa en 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced Mr. SHERMAN. 
and referred as indicated below: nah ‘ ‘ . | the accompanying pa ~ ill be 
By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel | commission referred t 


Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | expenditures, and asking to be discharged, from ig 
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them by act-of Congress. I suppose the whole matter had better go to pedo, entirely solve the problem of our coast defense. On the other hand, if 


‘ pre ies al iia + 4s : 3 the torpedoes do not operate satisfactorily they will not be paid for, and the 
the Committee on Appropriations, because an appropriation is asked | »..1, can be used as perfectly as it could have been had it not been arranged for 


for. Let it be so referred and printed. the trial with the torpedoes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no | Your memorialist will ever pray, ete.’ 5 : 
sidection. es ee ¥ H. BERDAN. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 


New Orleans, La., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of Bayou La Fourche, Old River, and Bayou Terre Bonne; also 
other rivers and bayous in the State of Louisiana; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Produce 
Exchange of New Orleans, La., praying for the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal, signed by the president, Hugh McCloskey, and the 
secretary, Hy. H. Smith; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the heirs of the estate of Louis L. 
Ferriere, late of Jefferson Parish, Louisiana, praying that their claim 
against the Government for damages sustained by the deceased may be 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Roger A. Tubbs, late of 
the Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteers, praying for the passage 
of a bill extending the time for filing claims for arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of George W. Jacobs and 96 
other citizens of Goliad County, Texas, and the petition of B., 8. Pur- 
cell and 27 other citizens of Fayette County, Texas, praying for the 
passage of a law to prevent common carriers from transporting com- 
modities in cars and other means of conveyance owned by the shipper, 
and to give informers the fines imposed for violations of the int@rstate- 
commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate- 
Commerce. refi : : ' : 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of members of the Grand Army | ae sab aeiecaaeen einen ren en tee eee 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, of Lebanon, Ohio, praying that Mr. CAMERON presented a joint memorial of the Board of Trade 
an appropriation be made to purchase headstones for the graves of de- | the Commercial Exchange, the Maritime Exchange, and the Drug Fx- 
ceased soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- change, of Philadelphia, ond the Vessel-Owners andl Captains’ Asso- 
oe, i ciation, representatives of the commercial and maritime interests of the 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Crittenden Reeves and other city of Philadelphia and the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
citizens of Todd County, Kentucky, praying that certain amendments | goainst the passage of Senate bill 1448 and House bill 4923, and sug- 
be made to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the gesting the establishment of a permanent board of United States engi- 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. — neers to examine and revive, if necessary, all projected improvements 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of W. F. Baker, a, Bw Collins, and constructions, and annually recommend the sum to be appropri- 
and other citizens of Alabama, praying that certain amendments of the | ated for river and harbor work; the Secretary of War to be intrusted 
interstate-commerce law be made; which was referred to the Commit- | with the expenditure of the sum annually appropriated; which was re- 
tee on Interstate Commeree. ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McVHERSON. I present the memorial of Mr. Hiram Berdan, Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of Buena Vista Grange, Patrons 
with respect to some improvement in seacoast defenses. Mr. Berdan | of Husbandry, of Buena Vista, Miss., praying that certain amendments 
has been a very successful inventor and operator in the construction of | of the interstate-commerce law be made; which was referred to the 
arms which have been of great use to the Government, and he proposes | Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
ascheme by which the coast defenses can be made most adequate and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I present the petition of Edwin D. Chad- 
successful. The memorial is very short, and I should like to have it ick, representing the Denison and Little Rock Railroad Company, 
read from the desk, because I intend to base upon it a request to the | stating that the passage of Senate bill 2929, granting the right of way 
Committee on Appropriations to make an appropriation of money. to the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company interferes in 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read, if there | some way with rights previously granted tothe company which he rep- 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. resents, and praying that the bill be recalled for the purpose of allow- 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- | ing hima hearing before some committee of the Senate to present the 
fairs, as follows: wrongs that he thinks he has suffered by the passage of the Paris and 
To the Senate: Choctaw bill. ae ‘ ° 

Your memorialist, Hiram Berdan, of the city of New York, at present resid- I move that the petition lie on the table, and that the President of 
ing at 1820 N street, Washington, D. C., respectfully represents that in his opin- the United States be requested to return the bill which has been passed, 





cost not to exceed $500,000; that the system and plans shall be approved by a 
board consisting of the Admiral of the Navy, the Chief Constructor, and Chief 
Engineer of the Navy Department; the payments to be made as the work pro- 
gresses for all save the torpedoes, which shall not be accepted or paid for un- 
til they have been tested by practical trials and accepted by this board. 

This will not only give our Government a perfect ram (without any risk) 
which, in the opinion of the Coast Defense Board, was n (as expresse 
by its chairman in his report to the Secretary of the Navy), but will, in the 
opinion of our ablest authorities, by the employment of the pendulum tor- 


jon all of ~ mone as use for defending seacoast cities would prove to be | for the purpose of allowing this gentleman a hearing. 
ineiuatove, Cor Che Sehowing seasetes : Mr. VEST. When did the bill go to the President? 

First. No ship now in use can stand the recoil of a gun that is large enough to Mr. JONES. of Ark I think about eight d 
sink a heavily-armored ship in the short time required to burn any city in reach r. , of Arkansas. think about eight days ago. 
of her guns. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

ipo’ 
tage over gune in oul forte of much larger targets; therefore they would open | 12@ CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw 
fire at ranges which would render the firing from ‘the forts of little or no im- | 204 Little Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, 
portance. telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for 

a np ante now oueeres = = of So Serene —— aoe. ae - other pu E 
be a perfect defense against all mobile or fish torpedoes, and that the loss o x 7” 
speed caused by the use of these nets would not prevent them in any way from The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
approaching our seacoast cities or entering our harbors. that the President of the United States be requested to return the bill 

Fourth. That the trials made with the preumatie guns are deceptive, for the | to the Senate. 
reason that “ vessel was placed at the very spot where the shells had dropped Mr. COKE. I ask whether the request is to be treated as a joint 
in former trials. 7 . ° , ; 

A single trial of, say, fifty shots at full ranges at an object in motion at un- resolution or as a resolution relating solely to the Senate? ; 
known apeamnens ve 3 = —_ , — hita —_ ~ ——— of = The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair thinks it would require 
very great curve of the trajectory) except by mere accident. For burning cities : 
they would be very good but for their short ranges, but not for defending cities, a concurrent resolution, to be passed by both Houses. . . 
either from forts or ships. Mr. COKE. This, then, is not such a resolution. It is simply a 

Your memorialist represents that the defense of our seacoast cities demands | petition, and I propose to resist the action proposed. It being a peti- 
ae - sinking an enemy’s ship at once and before they are even in range | tion, and neither a bill nor a resolution, I ask that it simply lie on the 
of our cities. 

Your memorialist represents that he has, after several years of study, per- table. = . 

— = 2, oe, Sea ee Sen — = — aoe % Saneet The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas pre- 

1e shots), with what may be ca endulum torpedoes a‘ ed at the bows sos : : : . i 
ar.d so arranged that after the ram struck the ship or is broadside to her sents a petition as the basis of the resolution. which he offers, request 
the torpedo is swung under the nets to the bottom of the ship by means of arms | ing the return of the bill. The petition wiil lie on the table. The 
whieh ore driven by steam-power, making the motion positive and therefore | Senator from Arkansas will reduce his resolution to writing. 

nfallible. i ; 

Your memorialist having just perfected all the details, is now en d mak- jan en It will have to G0 over. It involves a good deal 
ing working drawings for six European Governments with which he has pre- | 0! Gl ty. . i Ee! 

Hestaney eontonsts, and he yrould be wee te eupiein a he gym ae me evel Mr. HARRIS. The resolution will go over on objection ? 

Jomm at its next meeting. e would also be g¢ ne comm wou * Be 
ask Admiral Porter (who is admitted to be the best authority in thiscountry on | . a aaa P 0 tempor 6 Cae will be the rul 
such matters) to be present, and to give his opinion as to the importance of this | Ng Of the ir when it is presente . e Senator from Arkansas can 
system for the Gofense of our eons t. sonic nati aie aati reduce his resolution to writing and present it hereafter. 

Your memorialist prays you will authorize the retary of the Navy 
contract for a ram with guards for protecting the spur, armed with machine MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
guns —_ beepene ———_ at — ae, -_ is ca = of rene = A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
nets an acing the tor o, containin, poun n-cotton, under the . 
bottom of a ship, including forty torpedoes, at a cost of $2,500 each, the total or western act rt roe oa — — - 
m i ~ making app 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropria- 
: : ; : ing app 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 


— eee 











1888. 





the fiscal year 1889, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BELMontT, Mr. McCREARY, 
and Mr. RocKWELL managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion 
of a public building at Wichita, Kans., agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the bill and the amendment, and had appointed Mr. 
Diss_e, Mr. JOHNSTON of North Carolina, and Mr. Post managers 
at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River in Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the coustruction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Illi- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and 
Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Lowa; 

A bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across 
the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
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Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for | 


otuer purposes; 
A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 


The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langland; ; 

A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, 
in the State of Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction Of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near bur- 
lington, in the State of Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a bridge 
Missouri River at Ponea, Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
the Missouri River in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge acr 
the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water- 
courses; 

A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize tl 
the Missouri River at Forest City 
town Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway Company the right toconstruct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 


ross the 


ue 
across 


" 
2») 


1e construction of a bridge across 
, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 


| Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other pur- 


and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- | 


ton, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washington: 

A bi'l (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson; 

A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; 

A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight; 

A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 

A bill (8. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Ten- 
nessee, or the south fork of said river between Burnside and Tateville, 
KY. : 


neers; 

A bill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 

A bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh; 

A bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker; 

A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; and 

A bill (S. 2331) granting a pension to Mary J. McGregor. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 
greater safety for life and property at sea. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) 
for the completion of a building at Wichita, Kans., and agreed to the 
same, 


' 


08eES 5 

A bill (H. R. 8353) toauthorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River, at a point in 
the town of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State of 
Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a pile bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia County, 
Florida; 


A bill (H. R. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 


| and foot-passenger bridge across the St. John’s River, between De Lan 
1 foot-passenger bridg the St. J J bet De | 1 


Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8841) to authorize the construction of a rail 
across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Nebr. : 

A bill (H. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of 
the Oostenaula River, at or near Rome, Ga. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and 


aad bridge 
a bridge 


ACTOSS 


a bridge across 


y:3 | Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
A bill (S. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi- | 


Bayou Bartholomew and across Ouachita, Red, Little, 
Rivers, in Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birming- 
ham Railroad Company to build bridges across the Black Warrior River 
and the Tombigbee River, in Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bri 


and Sabine 





+ across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within one mile north and 
one mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 


Fort Smith, Ark. ; 

A bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Rail- 
road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, 
in Laurens County, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. ) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 


Q=e, 


WVltea 
A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 
A bill (H. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 
A bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe; 
A bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; 
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stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
| 1889, and for other purposes: 

A bill CH. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles, late a 
member of Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

A bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Frailey; 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 

A bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

Joint resolution (IH. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution ap- A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 
proved May 14, 188s, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain A bill (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
States. | Back; 


A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 
Clary; 
A bill (ii. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

A bill (H. Rt. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 9520) tor the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 

A bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 
love; 

A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzell, approved March 3, 1879; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent; 

A bill (H. Rt. 10556) making an appropriation for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (Hf. R. 10573) to provide for one additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of Dakota, and for other purposes; and 


} 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. A bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 
The message also announced that the Speakerof the House hadsigned |_ A bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Cleve- 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the | land; _ ; 
President pro tempore: A bill (I. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; 
A bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 
A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; : A bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the acts of the second 8es- 
A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie E. Salisbury and Al- | sion of the Forty-fifth Congress, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pen- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- | sion to John Langland; 
A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree; 





ary Army; 
“A bill vit. Rt. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; _A bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J. B. 
A bill (H. R. 722) fur the relief of Marquis D. Davis; Newcombe; : 
A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; A bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; cemetery near said city; 
A bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff; A bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Robert Lisle; across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
A bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; Railway Company; 
A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; A bill (H, R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; | the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
A bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; | Southwestern Railway Company; 
A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; | A bill (S. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; i 
A bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor 8. Lawson; ; 
A bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; a 


A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; 

A bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 

A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 
A bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; ters; 


A bill (H. R,. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones; 


A bill (H. 


Rt. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 


way Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or near Hook’s 


A bill (H. R. 4653) granting a pension to Joanna Barry; A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flannigan ; . 
A bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and | A bill (S. 1267) granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley; 
Jessie Piatt: A bill (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 
A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; A bill (8. 1547) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 
A bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Matthew H. Reynolds; A bill (S. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender; A bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 
A hill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; A bill (8. 1919) granting a pension to John Fox; 
A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; A bill (S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 
A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Beyers; A bill (8, 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; 1 
A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree; A bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motte; 3 
A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Lottie E. Dilley; A bill (8. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Hougland; 
A bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; A bill (8. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis; and - 
A bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells; | A bill (8S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Rail- 
} 


A bill (TH. 
Trail Creek, 

A bill (H. 
B00 ; 


R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
in Michigan City, Ind. ; 


Rt. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- | 


Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 
INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the message of the House concerning 
the marine conference bill be taken from the table. 


A bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; 

\ bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Annie M. Thiele; 

A bill (HT. R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 

Cheeks; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (HL. R. 
R. 
R. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 23, 1888, 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference e 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 
greater safety for life and property at sea. 
Attest: 
JNO. B,. CLARK, Clerk. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present from the Senate conferees the report of 
the conference committee, which I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on / 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1851) ** providing for an international 
marine conference to secure greater safety for life and property at sea,” having \4 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 


mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 


~ 


7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 
7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 

A bill (H. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 

A bill (Hf. R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 


A bill (IL. R. 8343) toauthorize the construction of a wagon and foot- | and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, Ala. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R, 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. lt. 8565) making appropriations for the current and con- 
lingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 


1. In section 1, in lines 3, 4, and 5, strike out the words “in the city of Wash- 
ington on the Ist day of October, in the year 1888, or at such other,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “at such.” 

2. In line 5, after the word “ designate,” insert the word “and.” 

3. In line 6 strike out the word “ five”’ and insert the word “ seven.’’ 

4. In line 6 strike out the word “one” and insert the word “two.” 

5. In line 6 strike out the word “ officer ’’ and insert the word “ officers.” 
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what progress has been made in investigating and testing agg sages nd of 
the deflective turrets designed by Chief ee he N. B. Clark, for which inves- 
tigation the sum of $20,000 was appropriated by act of March 3, 1883; what rea- 
sons, if any, exist for further delay, and how soon the tests are likely to be 
made. 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I present a concurrent resolution, which 
i ask the Senate to consider now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to return to the Senate the 
bill (8S, 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COKE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the concur- 
rent resolution lies over under the rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MORGAN. A resolution was submitted by myself some time 
since—two resolutions indeed—in regard to the fisheries treaty. On 
the 4th of June consent was had that the resolutions, not losing their 
attitude before the Senate, should go over for consideration to-day, 
‘There was also consent at the last time the fisheries treaty was consid- 
ered in open executive session that the treaty should also go over till 
to-day; and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had the 
floor upon it. I propose that both of these subjects, without any loss 
of their attitude before the Senate, shall go over for such length of time 
as may be suggested, a week from to-day, or go over to be called up by 
unanimous cousent, inasmuch as the Senator from Massachusetts is not 
here. 

I ask unanimous consent that the Senate consider the resolutions 
and also the treaty on next Monday, in their appropriate places and 
times in the order of business, the resolutions to be considered, of 
course, at the close of the routine business or as a part of the routine 
business, and the treaty to be considered in open executive session, say 
at 2 o’clock this day a week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts being absent, I 
would rather have the matter go overinformally until hereturns. He 
may be entirely prepared to go on upon his return, and I should not 
like to embarrass him. I have no objection to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama, if the Senator from Massachusetts concurs when 
he arrives. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will agree to that. I have no objection to that 
course, it being understood that I have the right to call up the reso- 
lutions any day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it all stand over just as before. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; just as before. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is understood, then, that, by unan- 
imous consent, the resolutions to which the Senator from Alabama has 
referred, and also the fisheries treaty, stand over informally, their rights 
respectively in priority of time and assignment to be retained as at 
present. It is so ordered, if there be no objection. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. TURPIE. I give notice that on Monday next I shall move to 
take up the resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to 
refer the President’s annual message to the Committee on Finance, for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks, 


OREGON RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY BRIDGES. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the action of the House of Representatives 
on Senate bill 2601 be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 2601) authorizing the 
construction of railroad bridges across the Snake River and across the 
Clear Water River by the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 3, after 
line 22, to insert a new section as follows: 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches thereto upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or owners of 
such bridge and the several railroad companies or any so desiring such use shall 
fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditionsto 
which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between 
them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allega- 
tions and proofs of the parties. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurring in 


The concurrent resolution will be 





other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


3y unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr, CocKRELL. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first Order of Business on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, being Senate bill 1365, will be stated. 

The bill (S. 1365) for the erection of a public building for the use 
of the custom-house and post-oflice at Newport News, in the districtof 
Yorktown, Virginia, and making an appropriation therefor, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ purchase,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ or acquire by condemnation; ’’ so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to pur- 
chase or acquire by condemnation a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
custom-house, internal-revemue offices, and post-oflice, at Newport News, inthe 

| county of Warwick, Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 2774) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Railroad 
Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It seems to me that that bill involves the dis- 
position of certain other railroad matters now pending before the Sen- 
ate, and therefore, while I have no objection to the bill, I shall object 
to its present consideration. It seems to me that it should not be 
considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under objec- 
tion and take its place on the Calendar under Rule IX. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHTS, 


Mr. DOLPH. I reported a bill this morning by direction of the 
Committee on Commerce in regard to the establishment of certain light- 
houses, it being a House bill, with amendments providing for light- 
houses, bills for which had already passed the Senate. I am directed 
to call up the bill for present consideration. I therefore ask that the 
bill be taken up for consideration at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishmept of a light-house at Cob Point 
Bar, at the mouth of Wicomico River, in the State of Maryland. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ inline 5, toadd: 


And the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise apprepriated 
for such purpose, 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was to add after the amendment just adopted: 


That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury in the purchase of a site and the con- 
struction of a suitable wharf at Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light-House 
Department. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to the bill: 


That the sum of $40,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of a light- 
house on the high land (main land), to the westward of Crooked River, in 
Franklin County, Florida, said amount to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add: 


That the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of a light- 
atteras, North Carolina: Provided, 
the Light-House 

reason of skill 


house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape 
That such contractors for doing this work may be selected b: 
Board as may, in the judgment of the board, be best fitted, 
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experience, possession of plant, and control of means, to dothe work, payments 
be made in the discretion of the board, upon the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the construction of pier 
lights at Duluth, Lake Superior, Minnesota ; Kewaunee, Lake Michigan, W is- 
consin; Charlotte Harbor, Lake Ontario, New York; Port Washington, Lake 
Michigan, Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
@ light-honse to be constructed at Holland’s Island Bar, near the entrance to 
Kedge’s Straits, in the Chesapeake Bay, Maryland, and $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose from any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed tocause 
a light-house to be constructed at or near St. Joseph’s Point, in Florida, and 
$25,000, or gg much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for this | 
purpose from any money not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add: 


That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 
appropriated, the sum of $40,000, for establishing a first-class light-ship, with | 
steam fog-signal,in duplicate, on or near Bush’s Bluff Shoal, entrance to Eliza- 
beth River, Virginia, and that so much of the amount of $20,000 already appro- 
priated and not used for establishing a light-house at that point be added to 
and used for the establishment of the light-ship; providing that the entire cost 
of constructing and establishing this light-ship shall not exceed $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 


That the sum of $80,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a first-order coast light-house on the headlands near 
the mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 


That there be constructed and established a first-class light-ship, with a steam 
fog-signal, off False Cape, seacoast of Virginia, the cost of which shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $60,000: Provided, That the construction of said light-ship shall 
be let to the lowest responsible bidder after advertisement, and that said light- 
ship shall be built in American ship-yards. And the sum of $60,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for such purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask if there is a report accompanying the 
bill. If there is, I desire to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report accom- 
panying the bill. It was reported this morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can state in a moment to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that this is a House bill which was reported favorably from the | 
Committee on Commerce. All the amendments except two are pro- | 
visions for light-houses, bills for which have already passed-the Sen- | 
ate, and the object in putting them on this House bill is to get them | 
into conference and to secure action upon them by the other body. 

Mr. BECK. The reason why I asked for the reading of the report is 
that on the sundry civil bill there are great numbers of light-houses 
provided for, perhaps three times as many as ever before have been pro- 
vided for in any one year. The Light-House Board generally comes | 
and reports those which are actually necessary, ‘and those which can be | 
postponed. I desired to know to what class these belong, because the 
Light-House Board generally makes very elaborate reports and sets | 
forth very urgent cases and some not so urgent and some which may | 
just as well asnot be postponed. As all these itemsseem tocarry their | 
own appropriation, I desired to see the report as to the absolute neces- 
sity for them. 

Mr. DOLPH. These items have all been carefully considered by the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Commerce, and then by the full 
cominittee. The various bills have been reported separately by direc- 
tion of the committee, and now they are placed on this House bill as | 
amendments by the committee with the request that the bill be taken | 
up for immediate consideration. They have received the careful con- 
sideration of the committee. I presume there are reports with the 
special bills. They are all strongly recommended by the Light-House 
Board and by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not paid much attention to this bill. I do | 
not know but that it is all right, but I think we are likely to get into | 
confusion by proceeding in this way. As I understand, the bill as 
amended authorizes the construction of light-houses and appropriates 
money forthem. I think we are likely to get into confusion by hav- 
ing this class of bills passed in this way. The usual mode, I think, 
has been to authorize light-houses to be built, and then let the Light- 
House Board scrutinize them and recommend the proper appropriation, 
and on their report we make the appropriation. I do not know but 
that all this may have been done, but I can see readily, as does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], that we are likely to get into great 
confusion in respect to light-houses unless we pursue the usual course. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think many of the bills for light-houses have car- 
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ried their own appropriation and others have not. It is evident that 
any bill passed after this time must carry its own appropriation, or the 
work will be postponed until after the next session of Congress. It is 
for that reason that the Committee on Commerce directed this report 
to be made and that each one of these bills should contain its appro- 
priation. 3 

As I say, each one of these bills has received careful consideration, 
both as an individual bill and as an amendment to the present bill, by 
the Committee on Commerce. None of these items is provided for in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill 

Mr. ALLISON. The usual course pursued by the Appropriations 
Conimittee is to examine carefully the various light-houses proposed 
thrcugh the Light-House Board. If the Committee on Commerce, 
with which I do not wish to interfere, has examined the bill care- 
fully—— 

Mr. FRYE. The cases have all been referred to the Light-Hou 
Board and reported on by the board to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. ALLISON. The point I make is that the Light-House Board 
of course recommend a great number of lights, and undoubtedly there 
are a great many places where light-houses should be constructed; but 


| it is not practicable to construct all the light-houses in a single year, 


and therefore the Appropriations Committee have concluded to take up 
na reasonable 
period. 


Mr. BECK. Ishould like to make asuggestion. This bill was only 


| reported this morning, and itis accompanied by no written report Che 
| sundry civil bill has already passed the House and come to the Senate 


Without desiring to have this bill lose its place on the Calendar, | 
should be glad to have it lie over until we can see the number ot 
urgent cases reported by the Light-House Board and make some com- 
parison of them, in the absence of a report, when the bill is taken up 
to-morrow or the day after. 

Take the Senator’s own coast. There was a light-house ordered at 
Tillamook. It is a very important matter. The United States has 
lost perhaps $100,000 by making small appropriations, as, in order to 
give enough for the Tillamook light-house, we cut down others; and 
so it has been in a dozen other cases. I would like to see together a 
list of all the light-houses proposed, and have the views of the Light- 
House Board, see what they have sent to us, and the relative impor- 
tance of one compared with the others as to which we should make ap- 
propriation for this year if we can not appropriate for all. 

I do not make any objection in order to delay the bill improperly 
or to throw any obstacle in its way, but I think the Senate can see that 
there may be other works much more important than those named here, 


| in the view of the board, although these may be advantageous; but 


some are more necessary than others, and a tew days’ delay perhaps 
may not injure it, but rather facilitate it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course if any Senator desires to examine the bill, 
I have no objection to its being laid over for that purpose, but I will 
say to the Senator from Kentucky that the light-houses provided for 
in this bill are quite as important as, if not more important than, those 
which have had the good fortune to get through and be provided for 
in the appropriation bill. I have learned that the passage of a bill in 
Congress does not always depend upon its importance. It dépends 
on whether it has friends on the committees who are favorable to its 
consideration by the committees and the House. But I adopt the sug- 
gestion of the Senator to let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to correct one statement made by the Senator 
from Oregon in regard to the way light-house items come before the 
Appropriation Committee in the sundry civil bill. I do not think we 
have ever considered the pressure of either Senators or Representatives 
or their views as to which ought to be pushed, but we have deferred 
to the Light-House Board, and to the facts furnished by them, as to 
the urgency of the case and the needsof commerce at a particular place 
as determining the question, regardless of anything else. 

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenator did not understand my remark. I may 
be in error, but I supposed, of course, in providing for light-houses the 
course pursued was that bills were introduced in either House of Con- 
gress and passed frequently without carrying an appropriation, and it 
then was the practice of the Committee on Appropriations to appropri- 
ate the necessary money to carry out the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Under the direction of the Light-House Board. 

Mr. DOLPH. What I had reference to and what I said was that I 
thought some of the bills which had not been fortunate enough to get 
through both branches of Congress were quite as important as those 
which had passed earlier in the session both branches of Congress and 
were therefore now properly before the Committee on Appropriations. 
The object in providing the appropriation in this bill for each of these 
light-houses is that when the bill passes there may be an appropriation 
so that the work may be commenced and prosecuted before another ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. BECK. I have only one remark to make. If the Senator from 
Oregon allows the bill to lie over without prejudice for a day, we will 
send for the Light-House Board and have a conference with them in 
regard to this and all other bills on the subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state that, if necessary, I will furnish to the 
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Senate the reports of the Light-House Board and of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in regard to each of these light-houses. All of them but 
two have passed the Senate before. The Senate has acted upon them. 
They have been reported by the Committee on Commerce, have received 
the consideration of the Senate. and have passed the Senate. The ob- 
ject now in putting them on this House bill is to secure consideration 
in the other Houst. 

Mr. BECK. I will make no objection to the bill probably, if it is 
passed over to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be informally passed 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the bill be printed. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed with the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Commerce. 


WASHINGTON AND SANDY SPRING RAILROAD, 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar in 
regular order will be announced. 

The bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring 
Narrow-Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Company was announced, 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 30, after the word ‘*‘ Co- 
lumbia,’’ to strike out— 


And said corporation is hereby authorized to construct and lay down a single 
or double track railway to be operated by horse, cable, or electric power within 
the city of Washington, commencing at the intersection of New York avenue 
and the northern boundary of Boundary street, thence along the line of New 
York avenue to the intersection or crossing of Seventh street northwest, and 
said company shall cause said tracks to be laid upon an even surface with the 
pavement of the street, imbedded in concrete, and the space between the tracks 
and 2 feet beyond the outer rails thereof which this franchise is intended to 
cover, shall be at all times kept by said corporation well paved and in good or- 
der at its own expense, subject to the approval of the engineer commissioner of 
the District; and said company shall buy, lease, or construct a depot on the line 
of said New York avenue at some point between Fourth streetand Seventh street 
northwest for the convenience of passengers on its said roads; and said com- 
pany shall have the right to run its tracks and cars into said depot: That— 


And insert the word ‘‘and.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘Sec. 10,’’ tostrike out— 


That whenever the foregoing route shall coincide with the route of any other 
duly incorporated railroad company, or connect portions of such route, but one 
set of tracks shall be used, and each company using the tracks shall contribute 
equitably to the expense of laying and maintaining them; the amount to be con- 
tributed to be ascertained when the companies disagree by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, upon application of any company interested and 
on notice toand hearing of the parties interested— 


And insert: 


That when the road shall be completed to Boundary street and put in oper- 
ation, the said corporation shall have the right to run its own street cars over 
the traks of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home road, on New York avenue, for 
the purpose only of transferring its passengers between Seventh street 
northwest and Boundary street, on such termsand conditionsas may be agreed 
upon by the two companies; and if they can notagree, the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, upon the petition of either company and reasonable notice 
to the other, shall fix the terms and conditions upon which the tracks shall be 
so used; and if the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company shall have 
failed to construct its line of road on New York avenue from Seventh street 
northwest to Boundary street by the time that the Washington and Sandy 
Spring Narrow Gauge road is completed from Sandy Spring to Boundary street, 
the said Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railway Company shall 
have the right to construct a street railway on New York avenue from Bound- 
ary street to Seventh street northwest, on the same terms and conditions that 
are granted to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company; and the 
said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company shall have the right to 
run its cars over the tracks of said road between Seventh street northwest and 
Boundary street, on terms and conditions to be agreed upon by tho two 
companies, and in the event of their failure to agree, the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia shail fix the terms and conditions upon which the said 
tracks shall be so used, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend, in section 15, line 2, after the 
word ‘‘alter,’’ by inserting ‘‘amend;’’ so as to read: 


That Congress reserves to itself the right to aller, amend, or repeal this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PROTECTION TO GIRLS. 


The bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the 
District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the punishment 
of the crime of rape, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.” The Senator who reported the bill 
[Mr. FAULKNER] being absent, it will be passed over, if there be no 
objection, until he shall return, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

ALFRED HEAD. 

The bill (If. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Alfred 
Head, or his legal representatives, of $200, the amount of purchase- 
money paid by him for the west half of the southeast quarter and the 
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east half of the southwest quarter of section 26, township 42, range 
22 west, subject to entry at the land office at Fayette, Mo., and sub- 
sequently resold by the land office and repurchased by Head. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

rhe Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CocKRELL 
May 25, 1888: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 860) for 
the relief of Alfred Head, have duly considered the same and submit the follow- 
ing report: 

In the House of Representatives the following report was made upon this bill, 
H. R. Report No. 297, Fiftieth Congress, first session, by Hon. C, H. Mansur, 
from the Committee on Claims, to wit: 

* This bill provides for the refunding by the United States Government of the 
sum of $200, the repurchase price of certain tracts of land which, after having once 
been sold to the party for whose relief this bill is designed, was improperly sold 
again by the Government and repurchased by said Alfred Head. Conclusive 
proof is presented by the said Head of ali the facts relied on, and the case is 
clearly one calling for the relief prayed for. The committee had presented for 
examination and consideration the receipts of the officers of the Government 
who sold the land, together with receipts for taxes paid by said Head for the 
years intervening between the date of the original entry and second sale, to- 
gether with the affidavits of himself and others, clearly establishing the justice 
= this claim. Therefore your committee respectfully recommends that the bill 
do pass - 

At the instance of your committee Hon. Joun T. Hearn addres#d a letter to 
the Commisssioner of the General Land Office, and received in reply the fol- 
lowing communication, to wit: . 

‘* DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
‘* Washington, D.C., May 17, 1888. 

‘Sir: Lam in receipt of your letter of March 2, 1888, relative to the east half 
southwest quarter and west half southeast quarter section 26, township 42 north, 
range 22 west, Missouri, claimed to have been purchased by Alfred Head No- 
vember 19, 1840, per Fayette cash receipt No. 22479. In reply I have to state 
that the only indication in this office that Mr. Head purchased said tracts is the 
following pencil note on the tract books, namely: ‘There has been presented 
at this office a duplicate receipt signed by Uriel Sebree, receiver at Fayette, 
Mo., issued to Alfred Head for $200 for this land, dated November 19, 1840; num- 
ber of receipt, 22479.’ On the 19th of November, 1840, David Fizer entered the 
northeast quarter southwest quarter section 29, township 51 north, range 19 
west, Missouri, per Fayette cash certificate No, 22479, for which patent was is- 
sued April 1, 1843. 

** Alfred Head located the said east half southwest quarter and west half south- 
east quarter section 26, October 28, 1868, per warrant No. 14477, 160 acres, act of 
1855, for which a patent was issued January 1, 1870. 

‘*The papers received in your letter are herewith returned. 


“Very respectfully, 
“TT. J. ANDERSON, 
“Assistant Commissioner. 
‘Hon. Jno, T. Hearn, 
‘** House of Representatives.” 


From the evidence in this ease and the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, it is manifest that on the 19th day of November, 1840, Alfred 
Head entered, at the then Fayette (Mo.) land office, the 160 acres of land 
described in the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
paid for the same the sum of $200, the cash entry price, and by some error or 
omission the General Land Office failed to enter on their books this entry, and 
that subsequently, on October 28, 1868, Mr. Alfred Head located on the said 
land bounty land-warrant 14477, issued under the act of 1855, relying upon re- 
ceiving back from the Government the $200 he paid the Government as the cash 
entrance money for said lands, Therefore your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
. ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The bili (S. 1361) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley 
Indian reservation, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 2, section 2, line 4, after the word “‘ have,’’ 
I move to insert the word ‘‘lawfully;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 2. That said commission shall appraise the value of any and all tracts of 
agricultural lands within the Round Valley Indian reservation, with the im- 
provements thereon, which have lawfully become the property of individuals 
by purchase, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is rather lonely on this side. 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. sas) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griflin; 


A bill (H. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe; 

A bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 
Clary; 
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For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, we collected— 
I REE IIIT BOD: incncrsepncenthsonetsntictendgentibauiitieivtianddaseeemiiinumenn $217, 286, 893.13 


Under our internal-revenue law... ............c0.0..sececeereeeereeesees wee 118,823,391. 22 
And from sale of lands and miscellaneous sources.................000.0« 35,292,993. 31 





EI BE GID vo ccrnsssstareitinipenntealiatminnnnibnivcinisidumiilneess ~ $71, 408, 277. 66 


Now, to put that $118,823,391.22 into the Treasury it cost the con- 
sumers of the distilled spirits, malt liquors, and tobacco, upon which 
it was raised, a small fraction over3 percent. Thatis, for every dollar 
the consumers paid, very nearly 97 cents wentintothe Treasury. And 
let it not be forgotten, but emphasized, that that amount was raised 
upon non-necessaries—upon luxuries that no man is compelled to use. 

But how is it in respect to the $217,286,893.13 collected under our 
tariff laws? What did it cost the people to put that into the Treasury ? 

The following facts, material to this question, can not be truthfully 
denied: 

First. That the importing merchant could not and would not con- 
tinue from year to year to import any article of merchandise that he 
could not sell for a profit on what it cost in the foreign market, with 
the amount of the tariff tax and cost of transportation added. 

Second. If the home manufacturer sold the same kind and quality 
of articles for less price than that demanded for the imported, the im- 
porter would be driven from the market and forced to abandon impor- 
tation. 

Third. As long as the importer continues to import and sell, and the 
home manufacturer continues to manufacture and sell the same kind 
and quality of article in the same markets, they sell at substantially 
the same price. 

‘Therefore the conclusion is inevitable that by reason of the tariff tax 
upon the imported article the home manufacturer is enabled to increase 
the price of his product toan amount equal to the tax with the cost of 
transportation and the importer’s profits added. 

Itis, therefore, too clear to admit of doubt or argument that the con- 
sumer pays the tax, transportation charges, and importer’s profits upon 
the home-manufactured as well as upon the imported article. 

In order to get an approximate estimate of the amount of bounty the 
tax-payers of the country were compelled to pay to manufacturers under 
our tariff laws, at my request the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
prepared for me the following table, taken from the official census re- 
ports of 1880, which includes only articles in general, if not in universal 
use, showing the aggregate value of these classes of articles imported 
for consumption in that year, with the amount of tariff tax imposed upon 
them, and the value of the home manufactured articles of the same 
kind consumed during the same year. @ 


Statement showing the values of the principal articles of domestic manufact- 
ure consumed in the United States during the census year 1880, and of 
similar imported dutiable articles entered for consumption during the 
same year, with the estimated amount of duties collected and the average 
ad valorem rate of duty thereon. 




















Imports. 
Dutiable 
| Home manu- . a 
Articles and classes of arti- | factured ees —_ 
cles. een of same Duties ad va- 
} a 1880 character collected j|lorem 
: entered 1880. rate 
| for con- of 
sumption duty. 
in 1880, 
—_— — — — aaa — ee sd 
Books, pamphlets, maps, and Per ct. 
other publications................. $11,350,134 | $2,173,171 | $538,482.91 | 25.00 
Brick and tile, drain-pipe, and | 
terra-cotta Ware ..............00+ 33, 817, 855 113, 210 25,176.43 | 22,24 
Brooms and brushes of all 
ERIE scbnocmnesssnpncnainteencateneiiaeis 10, 450, 445 371, 138 148, 371.55 | 39.98 
Clocks and watches, and parts 
Dh nsrtsennsnnsrnnsens | 13,581, 102 | 1,771,201 | 470,114.19 | 26.54 
DENIIIIID, cwscchaeanseuiionbeenciaubhinaenianel | 1, 294, 318 432, 522 150, 611. @ 34. 82 
Cotton Sapenens th nihiadeenadancbanieeette elit 267,190,665 | 25,723, 252 9, 976, 417. 95 38. 08 
Drugs, chemicals, and medi- | } 
cines not elsewhere speci- | 
Sita ishnatshausimnbnacracsatataonn ses 61, 269,501 | 13,499,085 | 4,079,817.67 | 30.22 
Earthen, stone, and china 
le eet eee 7,836,205 | 5,500,904 | 2,331,154.44 | 42.37 
Fancy articles not elsewhere | 
eis stsimititeennenveesie sensis 22,929,123 | 5,205,363 | 2,140,483.49 | 41.12 
Flax, hemp, and jute...... = 18, 067,969 | 23,276,964 | 8, 245,270.00 | 35.42 
Furs and fur skins ..........0000+ 2,834,294 | 3,823,969 796,124.82 | 20.82 
Glass and glassware....... epnadana 22, 939, 714 5,133,285 | 2,811, 368.07 54.76 
Hats, caps, and bonnets: 
Of wool, fur, and silk......... 8,317, 930 6, 420 4,395.93 | 66.91 
Of palm-leaf, straw, etc..... 32, 843, 022 1, 244, 955 497,982.12 | 40.00 
Tron and stee!: 
Iron— 
Sheet, band, and hoop.. 246, 950 1, 455, O41 $43,574.09 | 57.97 
Nails and spikes......... 5, 341, 301 2, 701 1,060.90 | 39.28 
All other manufact- | 
- ane sinviienacehebbbentie | 877,256,221 | 81,686,947 | 13,023,971.85 | 41.10 
cel— . 
Ingots, bars, sheets, | | 
BNA WILE....s0000ceeeee! 19, 949, 200 1,710, 190 646,658.84 | 37.81 
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Statement showing the values of the principal articles of domestic manufact- 
ure consumed in the United States, etc.—Continued. 









| Imports, 

Home manu- | —_, pn 

Articles and classes of arti- ene articles age 
cles. procnc 4 of same Duties ad va- 
in 1880, character collected | lorem 

2 . entered 1880, rate 

for con- of 

sumption duty. 

in 1880. 











Stee]—continued: 


Cutlery and edge- 


Se $14, 899,934 | $1,722,603 $771, 440.50 | 44.78 
Files and saws ‘ 
IID sdcecrctnns senenens 3, 449, 845 751, 999 263,199.69 | 35.00 


| 
6, 398, 520 155, 506 | 70, 245. 45 45.17 
All other manufact- | 
ics cennnce -nctnigbenenes 7, 883, 827 6,808,156 | 3,325,705.06 | 48.85 
Metals, metal composi- 
tions, and manufactures 
f. etl | 


RMA IEEE 51,608,461 | 1,096,737 | 


336, 289.10 | 80.66 





of. 
Scales and balances 






3, 053, 048 Oe Aston 35,00 
Sewing-machines and | 
ico ckdnecotentinesesacs 14, 278, 658 (*) ss idanasiaishesideliasasinied 35.00 
Jewelry and other manufact- 4 
ures of gold and silver.......... 83, 665, 379 289, 241 88,349.86 | 30.5 
Leather: 
Morocco and other fine, 
sole, upper, and other..... 202, 843, 061 7,614,472 | 1,406,319.59 | 18.47 
Boots and shoes.............+.+ 196, 479, 412 
Saddlery and harness......... 87, 947, 938 


All other manufactures 4,260,738 | 2,042,122.03 | 47.93 


of, not elsewhere speci- 





TN. coached entnennib cinttidint newt 9, 803, 661 

Paints and painters’ colors...... 22, 958, 993 1, 065, 964 382,600.70 | 35.89 
Paper and stationery.....,......... 178, 996, 240 1, 795, 625 653,622.79 | 36.40 
Te cnstnsvocsqssacncsdonntene poncenees eons 5,184,609 }- 1,750,175 845, 293. 07 48.35 
Silk and silk goods.................. 40, 970,032 | 31,460,947 | 18,556, 398.07 | 58.98 
Sugar and molasses: 

Sugar and molasses........... ,| 152,227,749 | 77,030,649 | 42,203,915.49 | 54.79 

Candy and confectionery... 25, 555, 276 9,140 6,494.75 | 71.06 
oe en cceccoorreccpsescsooococceecesess 462,744 16,580,097 | 4,094, 883.07 24,70 
Woo 

Cac ccsatins cc cnricesnsseis cores $2, 645, 982 1, 313, 352 838, 805.09 | 63.87 


rpe 
All other manufactures of, 
not elsewhere specified...} 240,246,070 | 30,514,775 | 20,020,952.13 | 65.94 


I tan .| 2,399, 075, 706 | 307, 350, 673 








*If any imported they are returned under “ All other manufacturers of iron.” 
+ Embraces domestic refined only consumed, 


} Percentage of imported. 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau, 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 

May 8, 1888, 

This table shows that the people of the country consumed of home- 
manufactured protected goods, in the year 1880, $2,399,075,706, and of 
imported dutiable goods of the same kind, sold to consumers in the 
same year, in competition with the home manufacturer, $307, 350,673— 
more than seven times as many home-manufactured protected goods 
as imported dutiable goods; or, in other words, it shows that under 
the operation of tariff taxation the consumers were compelled to pay 
$7 of bounty to home manufacturers to $1 of revenue they paid into 
the Treasury. . 

Apply the same principle to the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
when we put into the Treasury, under our tariff laws, $217,286,893.13; 
assume that the people consumed in that year, as they did in 1880, 
seven times as many home-manufactured protected goods as of im- 
ported dutiable goods, and it shows the startling result of $1,521,008, - 
251 of bounty paid to a favored class in order to put $217,286,893 into 
the Treasury under this system. 

Add the bounty of $1,521,008,251 collected by the manufacturers to 
the $217,286,893 of revenue collected by the Treasury, and it shows 
that the people have paid in a single year under this system the enor- 
mous sum of $1,738,295,144. 

But when the people complain of exorbitant and unnecessasy taxa- 
tion and a surplus hoarded in the Treasury, which endangers the busi- 
ness interests of the country, the protectionists answer, we must 
protect American labor. And the manufacturer says, we must have 
protection to the extent of enabling us to pay the difference in the cost 
of American labor and the pauper labor of Europe. 

Declarations such as these appeal with much force to the mind of 
every laboring man, but arethey true? Does protection protect labor ? 
I will endeavor to show from authentic official data that they are not 
true, and that capital and not labor is the chief if not the only bene- 
ficiary of protection. 

On the 17th May, 1879, the Hon. William M. Evarts, then Secretary 
of State, but now a distinguished Republican Senator from New York, 
addressed a letter to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, trans- 
mitting reports from United States consuls in relation to the state of 
labor in Europe, in which he gives tables showing the wages paid to 
certain classes of skilled laborers in the several countries in Europe, 
and in New York and Chicago. 
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While these tables show that, when measured by dollars and cents, 
higher wages are paid in this country than in Europe, and that bread 
m S . 
stuffs, beef, mutton, veal, and pork cost a little more in Europe than 
in thiscountry, they fail to show how much less the blankets, flannels, 
. . . 7 e } ‘ 
and every other necessary article of clothing costs the laborer in that 
ae 3 ‘ t 
country than in this. 
But, on page 37 of that letter Mr. Evarts says: 
One workman in the United States, as will be seen from the foreg 
tracts, does a 1uch work as two workmen in most of the countries in Et 
* * We haveno oppressed and stupid peasantry, little more intelligen 
y handle. All are self-thinking, self-acting,and self-supporting 
Within the last fifteen years we bave demonstrated our ability, by the 
liant development of our own resources, to exclude, by honest competition 
eign manufactures, to a large extent, from our shores. 
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The question which now peremptorily challenges all thinking minds is how 
to create a foreign demand for those manufactures which are left after supply 
ingour home demands. We can not stand still, for the momentum of increase 
will soon become so great that it will push us outward anyway; to push us 


safely and profitably is of so much in portanc e as to almost overtop all other 
public questions of the hour. 

This question appeals equally to the selfishness and patriotism of all our citi 
zens, but to the laborer it appeals with tenfold force, for without work he can 
not live,and unless we can extend the markets for our manufactures he can not 
expect steady work, and unlessour manufacturers can underseli foreign manu- 
factures we can not enlarge our foreign market. 

This statement of Secretary Evarts is the philosophic and statesman- 
like view of the question with which we are confronted. Our capacity 
for manufacturing is superior to that of any country in the world. 

The telegraph has put the civilized world on speaking terms, and 
steam navigation has practically annihilated distance between civilized 
countries, the products of every country being thus made available to 
every other country at small expense for transportation. 

The question for the American people to decide is, will we encourage 
the policy of exchange on reasonable terms of our surplus commodities 
for the commodities of other countries, or will we build a Chinese 
wall around our country, in the shape of a protective tariff, which shall 
handicap, if not effectually prevent exchange of commodities of all 
countries with us? 

The capitalists who own our manufactories and the product of these 
manufactories, are, by existing laws, protected from foreign competi- 
tion by an import tax that averages 47.10 per cent. 

The intent, purpose, and effect of this law is to enable the American 
manufacturer to sell his product to the American people for 47.10 per 
cent. more than the same kind and quality of article could be imported 
and sold for in our markets, and 47.10 per cent. more than they could 
be sold for on the markets of the world. 

The product belongs to the capitalist, not to the laborer who pro- 
duced it. The 47.10 per cent. advanced price goes to the capitalist, 
not to the laborer. 

[ assert, and it will not be denied, that the manufacturers buy their 
labor at the lowest price that competition in the labor markets of the 
world will bring it to, and that the American laborer has to compete 
with the laborers of the civilized world (except China), there being 
no tax on the importation of labor; and I further assert that when some 
ingenius inventor brings out a machine that will do the work of twenty 
or fifty hands at less cost than the work can be performed by manual 
labor, the machine is bought and the twenty or fifty hands are dis- 
charged to find work, food, and shelter elsewhere if they can. 

This cry on the part of capitalist manufacturers for the protection of 
labor is a miserable false pretense; their real object is increased profits 
to capital. 

There is no interest in this country so worthy of consideration as that 
of labor, but to what extent is the labor of the country interested in 
or benefited by a high protective tariff? 

Does it increase the wages of the operatives in the manufactory? No. 
The manufacturer buys his labor at the lowest price he can get it, and 
labor comes here from all countries free. 

Does it increase the wages of agricultural labor? No. It compels 
him to pay an average of 47.10 per cent. more for what he consumes, 
and handicaps the exporter of agricultural products by compelling him 
to demand in the foreign market at least 47.10 per cent. of the value 
of his cargo in cash, to enable him to pay the import tax imposed upon 
such surplus commodities of other countries as he may wish to exchange 
for and import. 

The same is true with regard to the carpenter, the blacksmith, th¢ 
tailor, the seamstress, and every other laborer in the country. They 
are all compelled to pay the average of 47.10 per cent. for what they 
consume, while laborers may come from all countries in the world 
(except China) free of tax and enter into competition with them, and 
their employers always buy their labor at the lowest price that com- 
petition will bring it to. 

If ex-Secretary Evarts is right, as I doubt not he is, when he says, in 
the letter above quoted, that our intelligent American labor accom- 
plishes twice as much in the same time as European labor, even if we 
pay our labor twice the wages that are paid in Europe, the product is 
twice as great, and therefore the cost of labor that enters into produc- 
tion in this country and in that is about the same. 

3ut the question for the laborers in the American mills to decide for 
themselves is this: Is it better for them to continue a high protective 
tariff, which tempts the manufacturer to limit production to the de- 

















ma if home consu t beca e can get 47.10 per cent. more 
in in the markets of th If that ] is maintained, 
ver supply exceeds det ithe mills stop, to allow consumption 
to catch up with production and stimulate demand, and the laborer is 
‘ wn out of empl ent he time Vi ld ) infinitely 
etter it labor to ha ea < € > wages, than 
‘ ve eT \} y nt ¢ e< ¢ p it presen 
to have employment | t present, 
pe ldie the balance of the tin 
lor more than a quarter of a century \ \ ha r | h protective 
tariff, and mannfacturers have grown! Ha ; they em- 
ployed grown rich also? Has prot 1 protected them Let the 
Imost universal discontent wl prevails and t strikes and lock- 
outs of which we see almost daily accounts from the manufacturing and 
mining districts answer. 
I quote from the able argument of the Senator from Tex Mr. COKE 
the following data on that subject 
x en into u ns, th gh which they act with 
1 nown to t disorganize is s l secret 
f tt h ! Ww sin ears. The 
co! . ) r to take care of themselves and to resent 
stice I remployers. It is to their own effortson 
his lines yndition is due. I 
have before Carroll D. Wright, 
ef of the Bureau, giv strikes in the United 
States from 1881 to 1886, both incl the period named 3,93 
strikes, in which 22,336 establish ind 13,443 temporarily 
closed. 
It shows that the employés actu n these strikes numbered 1.920.< 
832, and that those actually engag ers involved aggregate 1,324,402. 
It shows that the loss to laborers ces amounted to $51,819,163 and 


to employers $30,731,653. The year led in the table, but the strikes 



































































ring 1886 numbered 1,412. It sho. lishments in which lock-outs— 
iat is, expulsion of employés by proprietors—occurred because of their refusal 
to comply with conditions they dee and 158,548 employés were 
locked out. hese figures speak el struggle being made 
by the American workingman for f: es, and of the dogged obsti- 
nacy with which his demands are being resisted 
W t commentary they are upon the professions of 11 who contend for 
the r tariff, which produces $100,000,000 per annum 1 than the Govern- 
ment can spend, simply, as they say, to enable them to pay good wages to our 
laboring people. The profound discontent of which these figures, embracing 
more than half of all the people laboring in the protected industries, are con- 
clusive evidence could not exist except in consequence of a deeply exciting 
ise, and that ca »can be no other than the inadequacy of the wages paid 
elihood of the laborers. What better or more conclusive proof than 
nished by this condit f I ple of t utter falsity of the 
‘ itour present high | terest of American labor? 
Let Re I an Senators w ye the wretchedness of the 
pauper labor of Europe po of American labor as dis- 
sed by the well I i] given; and if still doubt- 
t them turr ny on every Senator's table 
| taken by the Sena i Labor in 1885, touching the 
relations of labor s 
hey will find in this testimony taken by a committee presided over by ahigh 
protective Republican chairman (Mr. BLArr, of New Hampshire), tales of de 
titution, misery, and wretchedness among American laborers rivaling in pathos 
iny ever told of pauper labor in Europe. I can not refer at length to this testi- 
mony for want of time, but will read from the testimony of Thomas O’ Donnell, 
of Fall River, Mass., commencing on page 451 of the third volume of testimony, 
I will ask that the Secretary read the paragraphs marked 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 1 ested, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
“Thomas O’ Donnell examined. 
2 * = * + © 
LIFE ¢ A M s 

Q. What is your bus 

A. lam a mule-spinner by trade, I latit s ha en in 
this country—eleven years. 

**Q. Are you a married man? 

A. Yes, sir; [ama married man; have a wife and two c! i la t 
verv well educated. I went to we : when I was young nd have en work- 
ing ever since in the cotton business; went to work when I wasa it eight or 
I e years old. how I ve My children get y 
w in summer time, on acc ha yr to ‘ < 
thing and another. I earn $1.50 ay l can’t a rd to vv g house 
rent. I pay $1.50 a week rent, whichcomes to a t$ 

*Q. That is, you pay this where you are at Fall River 

A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. Do you have work right ak 

4. No, sir; since that strike we h ‘ Fa t go 
I have not worked much more than half the time, and that 1 
cumstances down very much 

**Q. Why have you not worked more than half the time si t ! 

4. Well, at Fall River if a man has not gota boy to act as ick boy tis 
very hard for him to get along. Ina great 1 Ly cases t i g 

t work and put in men who have boys 

Q. Men who have boys of their own? 

A. Men who have boys of their own capable « gh to 

r 40 cents a day. 

* * : * * « ‘ 
*o I LAR AND A HALF A DAY I I 
rw! ; 

I have a brother who has four childrs esides his and self. 
earns is $1.50a day. He works in the iron worksat Fall River He only works 
about nine months out of twelve There is generally about three mont! 
stoppage, taking the year right throug! d his wife and his family all haveto 
be supported for a year out of the wages of e months—$1.50 a day for n 
months out of the twelve to support six of them It does not stand to: 5 
that those children and he hin n have natural food or be naturally dressed 
His children are often sicka astocallindoctors. Thatisalways 
over him and isa great expense to him id then if he does not pay the 
trustee law comes on hi: That isathing that is not properly looked aft 4 
man told me the other « ] > was trusteed for $ and I understo« 
there was alaw inthis ian could not be teed for t 
It seems to methercis mething wrongin the Governm entsomew! here 





it is I can’t tell 
Q. How much money have you got? 





















eA. 7 t 1 hi e; didn’t have when I cai c 
mor 

‘ I I iw i thr hs? 

i } 1 t “ 
L Lia had 1 t 
: 
i | A 1 I YIAI 
“QQ. Ho i l n ? 

A. Sis ! ' 1 | ! ito g work in the ¢ seent M j 
v ith t i eeKks I t just $1.50 a day, \v tl 
ofa t ] nfo ) ! ip - r yO i 

a ‘ e; you can’t fol re ari 

( LD iiirt would e sey t ht ij. at $1.5 a ! 

we i ‘ ilevé { youl 

Yes j i rte y ther i te ‘ i inot l 
t ere I got week, Wed la 

( j r ba cal tell ho nuch ou have had? 

j tf i ‘ W la winter, as lt 
pre | i ft 1 itso ) Ne 
vi da Mr. How d wish t 
] ae rt iest , be- 
ca ‘ h ‘ ‘ t i there 

O. Do ve { 4 have had $ 

i i 

“oO. H u had 

"A. Wwe I ild figure it up if I had tim The thirteen weeks is all I have 
had 

Q. The tl id th l yu have ntioned 

“A Yes 

*Q@. That would! ymew here about $133, if you have »t lost any tim 
“A. Yes 

“©. That ill you have had 

*Q. To support your and e and two child: 

“i, we 

i NO, Si 

“Q. Doyour in that yourself and wife and twochildren have had noti 
but that for all this time ? 

Q. Thatis all, I got a couple dollars’ worth of coal last winter, and th« 
wood I picked yself. I goes round with a shovel and picks up clams an 
wood 

IGGING CLAMS TO EKE OUT AN EXISTENCE. 
“©. What do you « with the clams? 

1. We eat them. I don’t get them to sell, but just to eat, for the fam 
T) is the way brother lives, too, mostiy. He lives close by us 

©. How Any in that way down there 

A. I could not count them, they are so numerous, I suppose there are one 


ve on $150a year 





“A. Yes; they live on less than I do 

©. How long has that been so? 

**A. Mostly so since I have been married. 
“©. How long is that? 

“A. Six years this month 

“GQ. Why do you not go West, on a farm? 
“A. How could 1 go, walk it? 


roo POOR TO GO WEST. 

Q. Well, I want to know why you do not go out West on a $2,000 farm, or 
take up a homestead and break it and work it up, and then have it for yourself 
and family? 

\. Lean’t see how I could get out West; I have got nothing to go with. 

«. It would not cost you over $1,500, 

Well, Inever saw over a $20 bill, and that is when I have been getting 
mi l’s pay atonce. If some one would give me $1,500 I will go. 
~~ Isthere any prospect that anybody will do that? 
\. [don’t know of anybody that would 
You say you think there are a thousand men or so with their families 
th ve in that way in Fall River? 

\. Yes,sir; andl knowmanyofthem. They are around there by the score. 
VY in see them every day : and I am sure of it because men tell mec, 

«). Are you a good workman? 


a 





Yes, slr 

*‘O. Were you ever turned off because of misconduct or incapacity or unfit- 
ne or work 
4. No, sir 


Or becau 


1 did bad work? 


> 


» you made trouble among the help? 











*@o r have any personal trouble with an employer ? 
4 
Q ot anything now, you say? 
. \ 
) you 
4 y 
(J. la your he ulth good? 
Ve 
W hat i you work for if youcould get work rightalong; if you could 
be e to have for five years, staying right where you are? 
\. Well, if 1 was where my family could be with me, andI could have work 
ey lav, I would take $1.50 and be glad 
‘ One dollar and fifty cents a day, with three hundred days to the year 
we ike re than you make now in three or four years, would it not 


ONLY A DOLLAR’S WORTH OF COAL IN TEN MONTHS. 






\. Well, 1 would have no opportunity then topick upglams. I have had no 





coal except one dollar’s worth since last Christmas. 
When do the clams give out? 
‘ £ it in winter 
‘ ‘ rt what do you have for fuel? 
\ \ la yal 
\ re « s the wood come from? 
I pick it around the shore, any old pieces I see around that are not 
good for anythir j e are many more that do the same thing. 
“Q. Do you wet meat to live on much? 
4 ‘ m 
Q } f meats do you get for your family? 
4 i while we 3s a piece of pork and some clams and make a 





rhat makes a very good meal. We sometimes get a piece of 
ef or some ng like that 


‘@. Have you had any fresh beef within a month? 
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4. Yes; we had a piece of porksteak for four of us y« ; 
Q. Have you had any beef within a month 
a I was invited to a man’s house on St } . Hewanted metog 
t and we had a dinner of roast po 
itation out; but 11 un ive you had a ‘ ‘ in 
ir own purchase, within a 1 
A. Yes; th was a half a pot ) pound, « Sund it ik 4 
Q. H i had | Lor f id i 
‘ 
( balf y lof pork 
A. Ye Abe 2p 1 fporkI ess ive had t " : 
cla cho rv and ie to i} 
( And there are f ‘ iint fas 
Ye i 
q. How many pou be i o lin y y, th ¥ 
yi Vol I i pti hh y i i t 4 ir L we 1 c b 
I don’t think the h een 5 pounds ¢ wcefsteak 
y yu have had a € 
‘A. We had haif a pe i of porl I don’t know V 
had any before 
@. What other kinds of meat have vou had ir 
Well, we have had corn-beef twice, | tl can re! iber this 
year—on Sunday, for dinne: 
Q. Twice is allthat you can reme er Within a year? 
i Yes—and some cabbage 
@. What have you eaten 
\ Vell, bread mostly, w n we could get it; we ymetimes couldn’t mak 
out to get that, and have had to s ta i 
Q. Has there been any day it ye I had to go witbou y- 
thing to eat? . 
A, 2 s ‘ ral dava 
Q. J than one day ata t 
A Ne 
Q. How about the children l you i did go without iything to 
eat, loo 
( x I I l oD 
A, My wife went out this ttoane bor’s 1 got a loaf 
“ad and fetched it home ie got home the children were crying 
for something to e 
‘Q. Have the children had anything to eat to-d@y « ept that, do you think? 
1 don’t oW what they have had since 


‘A. They had that loaf of bread; I 
then, if they have had an; 

“Q. Did you leave any 

** A, No, sir. 

**Q. Ifthat loaf is gone, is t! 

“A. No,sir; unl 
would mind the children while she goes out 

**Q. Has she any money to get anything with 

““A. No, sir. 

“Q. Have the children gone without a meal at any time during the year? 

“A, They have gone without bread some days, but we have sometimes got 
meal and made porridge of it. 

*Q. What kind of meal? 

‘*‘A,. Sometimes Indian meal, and sometimes oatm 

**Q. Meal stirred up in hot water? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. Is it cold weather down there now 

“A, Itis very cold now. 











, wife goes out and gets nething. Idon'’tknow who 





SCANT CLOTHING IN COLD WEATHER. 

“Q. What have the children got in the way of clothing’? 

““A. They have got along very nicely all summer, but now they are beginning 
to feel quite sickly. One has one shoe on, a very poor one, and a slipper, that 
was picked up somewhere. The other has two odd shoes on, with the heel out, 
He has got cold and is sickly no 

“Q. Have they any stockings? 

‘A. He had got stockings, but his feet comes through them, for there isa hole 
in the bottom of the shoe. 

“Q. What have they got on the rest of their person? 

“A. Well, they have a little calico shirt—what should be a shirt; it is sewed 
up in some shape—and one little petticoat, and a kind of little dress. 

Q. How many dresses has your wife g 

‘“* A, She has got one since she was married, and she hasn’t worn tha’ more 
than half a dozen times; she has worn it just goingto church and coming 
She is very good in going to church, but when she comes back she takes it off, 
and it is pretty near as good now as when she bought it. 

“Q. She keeps that dress to go to church in? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

*Q. How many dresses aside from that has she? 

‘*A. Well, she got one here three months ago. 

**Q. What did it cost ? 

“A. It cost $1 to make it, and I gue 
can tell. 

“*Q. The dress cost $2? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. What else has she? 

“A, Well, she has an undershirt that she got given to her, and she has an old 
wrapper, which is about a mile too big for her; somebody gave it to her. 

“Q. She did not buy it? 

‘““A, No; that is a)! that I know that she has. 

“QQ. You have had $1 or $2 worth of coal last winter ‘ 

*“A. I think it was a quarter of a ton, and I believe it was § 

“QQ. Is that all you have had? 

‘““A, That is all [ had last winter. All the rest I picked up—wood. 

“QQ. Did you try to get work? 

“A. I was working last winter. 

“QQ. You say that a good many others are situated just like you are? 

“A. Yes, sir; 1 should say as many asa thousand down at Fall River are just 
in the same shape, if not worse; though they can’t be much worse. I have heard 
many women say they would sooner be dead than living. I don’t know what 
is wrong, but something is wrong. There is an overflow of labor at Fall River. 

* * * * * * * 

**Q. You live in a hired tenement? 

“A. Yes; but of course I can’t pay a big rent. My rent is$6a month. The 
man I am living under would come and put me right out and give me no notice 
either if I didn’t pay my rent. He isa sheriff and auctioneer man. I don’t 
know whether he has any authority to do it or not, but he does it with people. 

**Q. Do you see any way out of your troubles—what are you going to do for 
a living—or do you expect to have to stay right there? 

“A, Yes. Iean’trun around with my family? 

Q. You have nowhere to go to, and no way of getting there if there was any 
place to go to? 

**A. No, sir; I have no means nor anything, so I am obliged to remain there 
and try to pick up something as I can.” 

















3s abouta dollar for the stuff, as near as I 





23> worth, 



























yuntries, 
h produces the home 


an article in univer 
nto its cost amounts to 21.88 per cent. The tax amounts to 
; ; } } } ec 2 ar 7 
per cent., the increased price paying the whole cost of labor and | 


ing @ profit to capital of 23.61 per cent. lake woolen goods, used 


every member of every family. The cost of labor in producing the 
is 16.08 per cent. The tax upon the l 
times as much as the whol 

tal of 51.13. 

Take the various and multiform mani 
cost of labor that enters into their production is 18.77 per cent. 
average tariff tax upon them is 40.92 per cent., leaving a net profi 
capital of 22.15 per cent. 

This table shows that labor receives a very meager part of the bon 
extorted in the name of labor, and what he does receive is not boun 
not extra allowance, not profit, but the only compensation for his h 
est work, while capital appropriates to itself the lion’s share. | 
not state with precision the difference in the wages paid manufact 
ing operatives in this country and in England (our greatest manufa 
uring competitor) when measured in dollars and cents, but assunx 
to average 50 per cent. more in this country than in that. 

But when measured by another and a truer standard, that is, by t 
recessaries of life that the wages of a week’s work will buy, the | 
lish operative probably has the advantage. For while the Amer 
gets more money he has to pay an average of 47 per cent. more for 
he buys than the Englishman pays, and unfortunately the manu 
uring operatives of both countries are so poorly paid that their ear: 
have to go on Saturday evenings for the necessaries which have 
ported their families during the week. 

But for the purposes of this argument we will assume that the wa 
paid manufacturing laborers in this country are twice as great as tho 
paid in any other country, and let us see how much protection 
necessary to enable the manufacturer to pay the difference in cos 


labor. Referring again to the official table already quoted, we s 


that the whole cost of labor that enters into the cost of the followi 


anh reat % Ca} lara: 
products 18 a8 10L1L0WS: 


From this statement it is clear that a tax of 2( 
would not only pay the difference in the cost of labor in thi 
countries, but more than pay the whole cost of the labor which en 
into the production of these articles; and this would leave a net p 
to capital of 27.10 per cent. under our present system. 

But the argument of the protectionists for the protection of lab 
fers wholly to the labor employed in our manufactories and such 
plies as that labor may draw from agrict re and other trades. 

But when all the demands of the manufacturers have been fille: 
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interest, and every other industry and enterprise in the country un- 
justly taxed to pay bounties to a small class of capitalists who chance 
to have invested their money in manufacturing establishments. 

But the present condition of affairs in this country indicates un- 
mistakably that monopoly rules. 

The favored few, whose products are protected as against foreign com- 
petition by an import tax of 47.10 per cent., fearing that competition 
amongst themselves might reduce the cost of the necessaries of life to 
the consuniers, and to that extent reduce the profits of monopoly, enter 
into trusts and combinations to fix prices and limit production. 

To illustrate, I will here read the agreement of a combination of the 
cotton manufacturers of North Carolina, entered into on the 28th day 
of April, 1888. This paper was sent me by a firm of wholesale mer- 
chants. I will not give their names, but will say that their commer- 
cial standing is excellent and their respectability unquestioned. 

GREENSBOROUGH, N. C., April 28, 1888. 

The following are the resolutions adopted by the Southern Plaid Manufact- 
urers’ Association, organized this day 

Resolved, That itis the sense of the Southern Plaid Manufacturers’ Associ- 
ation, this day assem bied in Greensborough,N. C.,that the condition of the plaids 
market demands a reduction of production, and to this end we, the undersigned 
plaid manufacturers, do hereby agree to reduce our production one-third each 
month, either by stopping our plaid looms two days in each week or by stop- 

sing one-third of our plaid looms from Tuesday, May 1, tothe Istday of August, 
888, 

And we further bind ourselves that from and after this date, for the term of 
ninety days, we will not sell or offer to sell, either directly or indirectly, any 
25-inch 5-yard plaids at a less sum than 5} cents per yard, sixty days or 2 per 
cent. ten days; and we will not, for the term of ninety days from this date, 
sell or offer to sell, directly or indirectly, any 27-inch plaids at a less sum than 
6 cents per yard, sixty days or 2 per cent. ten days, with no extra cating in 
either case. 

That we agree and bind ourselves not to employ each others’ hands unless ap- 
plication is accompanied by a written approval from the agent or superintend- 
ent of the mill from which said application comes. 

We do hereby agree to make a weekly report to the secretary of this associa- 
tion upon a printed form to be furnished by said secretary, showing number of 
looms in our mills and number operated each week, number of days run, and 
number of pieces produced. 

And upon failure to furnish said report on or before Tuesday ofeach week we 
agree to forfeit and pay the sum of $, to be used in paying the current expenses 
of this association, and that the secretary furnish each member of this associa- 
tion a tabulated statement each week of the returns. 

Granite Cotton Mills, Haw River, N. C., Thomas M. Holt, proprietor ; 
Odell Manufacturing Company, Concord, N. C., W. R. Odell, 
treasurer; Empire Plaid Mills, High Point, N. C., E. H.C. Field, 
treasurer; Altamahaw Cotton Mills, Mill Point, N.C., Holt, Gant 
& Holt; Aurora Cotton Mills, Burlington, N. C., Lawrence 8. 
Holt, proprietor; J.M. Worth Manufacturing Company, Worth- 
ville, N.C.,T.C, Worth, treasurer; Manchester Mills Company, 
Manchester, N.C.,A. M. Farely, superintendent; Glencoe Cot- 
ton Mills, Burlington, N.C., W. E.& J. H. Holt, proprietors; El- 
mira Cotton Mills, Burlington, N.C., W.L. & E, C. Holt, proprie- 
tors; Huguenot Mills, Greenville, 8. C., C. E. Graham, attorney ; 
c©. E. Graham Manufacturing Company, Asheville, N. C., C. E. 
Graham, president; Oneida Cotton Mills, Graham, N. C., L. B. 
Holt; Bellemont Cotton Mills, Graham, N.C., L. B. & L. 8. Holt; 
Naomi Falls Manufacturing Company, Randleman, N.C., R. P. 
Dicks, treasurer; the Powhattan Manufacturing Company, Ran- 
dleman, N. C.,J. E. Walker, treasurer; the Randleman Manu- 
facturing Company, Randleman, N.C., John H. Ferree, treas- 
urer; Plaidvilte Manufacturing Company, Randleman, N. C., 
John H. Ferree, treasurer; Fort Mill Manufacturing Company, 
Fort Mills, 8S. C., B. D, Springs, director; Wennonah Cotton Mills, 
Lexington, N. C., W. E. Holt; The E, M. Holt Plaid Mills, Bur- 
lington, N. C., William A. Erwin, treasurer; Carolina Cotton 
Mills, Burlington, N. C., J. H. & W. E. Holt & Co.; Alamance 
Cotton Mills, Burlington, N. C., E. M. Holt’s Sons; Ossipee Mills, 
Mills Point, N. C., James N. Williamson; Central Manufactur- 
ing Company, Central Falls, N. C., A, C. McAlister, secretary 


and treasurer. 
THOS. M. HOLT, 
President, Haw River, N. C. 
JOHN H. FERREE, 
Secretary and Treasurer, Randleman, N. C. 


But our North Carolina friends are not entitled to either the credit 
or the blame of having originated this method of robbing the whole 
people to enrich themselves. It had been invented and put in opera- 
tion by their brother monopolists all over the North long before the 
28th April, 1888. 

Here is a list of some of the trusts which antedate them, with a 
statement of the ad valorem tax on each article, which, to that extent, 
makes competition from abroad impossible, and the trust silences the 
voice of home competition, so that the consumer has no alternative but 
to submit to the exactions of the monopolists. 
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How tenderly these capitalist manufacturers guard the interests of 
the laboring man. They generously consent to give him, as full com- 
pensation for his labor, nearly one-half of the amount that tariff tax- 
ation, with the aid of trusts and combinations, increases the price of 
the article that his labor has produced; but when the single brain that 
controls the trust says production must stop until consumption catches 


up with supply and increases demand, the manufactory shuts down 


| and allows the laborer to rest without pay and without inquiry as to 


how he is to live in the mean time, and allows the agriculturist to hunt 
for a market for his surplus products which the protectionists promised 
should be brought to his door by encouraging manufacturing. 

It is shown by the census of 1880 that there were 17,392,099 of our 
population engaged in all kinds of industries, 

This includes— 












Persons engaged in agriculture................ li dihd uila ticapi dala inainats 7, 670,493 
POPSONS SMA? Im the WLOLESGONS ...0<0000.000000ccceccesccccecscoveovescnscesescoccecce 1, 139, 362 
Persons who were domestic servants and laborers .. weeee 2, 934, 876 
Persons engaged in trade and transportation...........cc0.se0ce 0 : .. 1,810, 256 
Carpenters and joiners. ............cc00ssecsssesseccsee sees : palbadieatints . 875,143 
Milliners, dress-makers, and seamstresses............cccccssecesesee , .. o&,401 
ae TUTTI siticsheunskcneptsihapabaeiebinedetbenseinabinienbanseistvers veosecndésaciunsvia - 175,726 
Tailors and tailore ‘ wiehsee . 133,756 
IND iin chicidiinsins cidinsanpaainigsabdneiaginen ‘Sedupnigansaecabbens dines sesedbvecesedadciaa o 102, 473 
ace i ale a a nica ia ounce eta eadiadaaaons bis ‘i 76, 241 
sakers .... 41,309 
RR eee seine ahAeeweseen SORAN MiedbietKdss. wibddicoedehinnss * sus 22, 083 
Persons engaged in manufacturing agricultural implements............... 4, 891 
Persons employed in such mining and manufacturing industries as it 

is claimed are benefited by a high tariff.............cccccccsecseceeeeeesesseeeeoneee 2, 623, 089 


There are about three times as many persons engaged in agriculture 
alone as in mining and manufacturing. They are entitled to consid- 
eration by reason of their superior numbers—but they are entitled to 
much higher consideration by reason of the fact that they are the pro- 
ducers of wealth that did not exist before. Itistheir production which 
gives life, employment, and prosperity to all other industries and voca- 
tions. They not only feed and clothe the people of our own country, 
but, from year to year, they furnish about 80 per cent. of our exports, 
which bring to us the money and products of other countries. 

If class legislation was legitimate or proper in any case (which it is 
not), the agricultural interest is immeasurably most deserving and 
should receive the first and highest consideration. But instead of ex- 
tending the strong hand of the Government to protect, foster, and en- 
courage this greatest and most important of all of our great interests, 
the policy of the Government for the last quarter of a century has been 
to prostitute the taxing power to the illegitimate purpose of loading it 
down with burdens almost unendurable for no better reason than that 
the capital, not the labor, employed in manufacturing may reap ille- 
gitimate rewards. 

The taxing power was given to Congress for no other purpose than 
that of raising the revenue necessary to enable the Federal Government 
to perform the duties devolved upon it by the Constitution (unless used 
as a retaliatory measure in the regulation of commerce). When ex- 
ercised, revenue should be the object, and its exercise strictly limited 
to the actual revenue necessities of the Government honestly and eco- 
nomically administered. 

It is safe to assume that with the present tax on distilled spirits, 
malt liquors, and tobacco we can raise annually $120,000,000; from the 
sales of public lands and miscellaneous sources, $30,000,000; making 
$150,000, 000. 

But it is said that the internal revenue is awar tax. Admitted; and 
so is the high protective tariff a war tax. But we have a rapidly in- 
creasing pension-roll, which, with the interest upon the war debt, is 
about equal to the receipts from internal-revenue taxation. 

Let this war tax remain to pay a legitimate war debt, because, first, 
it is raised on non-necessaries, and, second, it costs consumers only about 
3 per cent. to put it in the Treasury, while under the tariff taxation 
it costs them about seven dollars of bounty to put one dollar into the 
Treasury. 

Certainly there are no more proper objects of taxation than non- 
necessaries, such as whisky, tobacco, and malt liquors; let those who 
consume them foot the bills, and put their $120,000,000 into the 
Treasury annually, and to that extent relieve from the burdens of tax- 
ation the actual necessaries of life which every man, the poorest as 
well as the most wealthy, must have. 

Raising from these sources $150,000,000, ascertain the additional 
amount necessary, and so adjust your tariff taxation as to raise it by 
the imposition of the smallest duties that will accomplish the object, 
raising the largest amount possible upon luxuries. Put upon the free- 
list all articles except luxuries which do notcome in competition with 
American production, so as to give to home producers such incidental 
protection as a strictly revenue tariff will give; but let revenue be 
the object and protection theincident. And let revenue necessities, not 
the demands of the manufacturer, limit the amount of the tax. 

I deny the right of the Government to exert its power to favor any 
one class of citizens at the expense of another. 

I quote from the decision of Mr. Justice Miller in delivering the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Loan As- 
sociation vs. Topeka, 20 Wallace, page 663. Amongst other things 
Justice Miller says: 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
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powers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the peo- 


| 
} 


ple. It was said by Chief-Justice Marshall in the case of McCulloch vs, The | 


State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. 

A striking instance of the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the 
existing tax of 10 per cent. imposed by the United States on the circulation of 
all other banks than the national banks drove out of existence every State bank 
of circulation within a year or two after its passage. This power can asreadily 
be employed against one class of individuals and in favor of another so as to 
ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there 
is no limitation of the uses for which the power may be exercised. To lay with 


one hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen, and with | 


the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and 
build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done under 
the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree 
under legislativeforms. Nor isittaxation. A‘ tax,’’ says Webster's Dictionary, 
“isa rate or suin of money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by gov- 
ernment for the use of the nation or state.’’ Taxes are burdens or charges im 
posed by the legislature upon persons or property to raise money for pub! 
purposes, 


It is a usurpation of power and a gross injustice to extort from one 
citizen a part of his earnings to increase the profits of another. 

When taxation is imposed to meet the actual necessities of the Gov- 
ernment, imposed for public not private purposes, every citizen will 


cheerfully respond; but when imposed or increased beyond the public | 


needs in order to increase the profits of one class at the expense of 
other classes, it becomes legalized robbery, and the Government lending 


itself to such schemes is entitled to no higher respect than the common | 


ruffian who demands of the traveler to stand and deliver. The Gov- 
ernment and the ruffian occupy the same relation to society. The act 
of each is in violation of the Constitution, in violation of every principle 
of justice and right, and deserves the same rebuke at the hands of the 
civilized world. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution lie on the table, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU D’ARBONNE, LOUISIANA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2199) authorizing the 
Little Rock and Alexandria Railway Company to maintain and con- 
struct a bridge across Bayou D’ Arbonne, in Louisiana, which was, on 
page 2, section 3, line 23, after the words ‘* United States,’’ to add: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 


companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for postal telegraph purposes. 


The bill and amendment were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


NAVY AND MARINE CORPS DESERTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special order for this day will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator in charge of that bill is not in his 
seat, and I ask that it may be temporarily laid aside and that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider Order of Business 1150, being the bill (H. R. 
1598) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and 
Martine Corps from the charge of desertion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection,the special 
order will be informally laid aside, and the bill the title of which has 
just been stated will be considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill is intended to place the sailors on the 
same level in regard to the charge of desertion in which by law the 
soldiers of the Army have been placed, and it is intended to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to remove the charge of desertion against en- 
listed men and sailors on the same terms and under like circumstances 
as the Secretary of War is now authorized by law to remove the charge 
of desertion from soldiers. 

At my instance the bill was passed over in order that I might pre- 
pare some amendment soas to make itconform more exactly to the law 
as it now exists in regard to the Army. I ask that the bill may be 
read, and as it is read I will offer the amendments that should be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was, in section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘war,’’ to strike ovt ‘‘shall”’ 
and insert ‘‘may in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy;’’ so as 
to read: 

That the charge of desertion now standing on the pay or muster rolls of the 
Navy or Marine. Corps against any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy or 
Marine Corps who served in the late war may in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy be removed in all cases where it shall be made to appear, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, in lines 3 and 4, where the words ‘‘ on the 
pay or muster rolls’’ occur, to strike out the words ‘‘ pay or muster,’’ 
and after the word ‘‘rolls’’ to insert the words ‘‘and records;’’ so as 
to read: 

That the charge of desertion now standing on tho rolls and records of the 
Navy or Marine Corps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘‘ war,’’ in line 6, I move to insert 
**in the volunteer service;’’ so as to read: 

Against any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy or Marine Corps who 
served in the late war in the volunteer service, may,in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, be removed, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in see- 
tion 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘appear,’’ to strike out ‘‘to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, in line 9, after the word ‘ rolls [ 
to insert ‘‘ and records;’’ so as to read 

From such rolls and records. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 12 of section 1, after the date 1865, near 
the end of the line, I move to insert: 

Having previously served six months or r 


1 


So as to make it applicable only to those who served six mont! 


The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 2, line 3, before the word ‘‘rolls,’’ ] 
move to strike out ‘‘ pay or muster;’’ and, after “‘ rolls,’’ toinsert ‘‘o1 
records;’’ so as to read: 

Sec, 2. That the Se tary of the Navy is hereby autho 1 to re ve t 





charge of desertion standing on the rolls or records of the Navy or Marine‘ 
against any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy or Maring l 
in the late war, etc 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line 5, after the word ‘“‘ 
ert ‘‘in the volunteer service;’’ 
were in the volunteer service. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of see- 
tion 3. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line 2 of section 3, before the word ‘ lls, 
I move to strike out ‘‘pay or muster,’’ and after ‘‘rolls”’ to insert 
‘or records,’’ and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ war,’’ toinsert the words 
‘*in the volunteer service;’’ so as to read: 


war,’’ I move to in- 


so that itshall only apply to those who 


Sec. 3. That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls or records of 
} 


the Navy or Marine Corps against any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy 


or Marine Corps who served in the late war in the volunteer service by reason 
of his having enlisted at any station or on board of any vessel of the Navy with- 
ut having first received a discharge from the station or vessel in which he had 


previously served, shall be removed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
ection 4. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘‘any,”’ in line 3, of section 4, 
I move to insert the word ‘‘ such,’’ so as to refer only to those in the 
volunteer service without inserting those words again. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
tion 5. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line3, ofsection 5, before the word ‘‘ appointe 
I move to insert the word ‘‘ such; so as to refer to the same class of 


ersons. 
: The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendm 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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vill to be read 
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SSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, 
Miss. , to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez 
Miss. 

Mr.WALTHALL. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on t! 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 


CAMERON, and Mr. DoLPH were appointed. 


BRAZOS RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. COKE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 2831 
for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, which is at the 
point where the call of the Calendar stopped. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bili. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 
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The first amendment was, in section 1, line 17, after the words ‘‘ pre- 
scribed by,’’ to strike « ‘the by-laws of said corporation, and in con- 
formity with the ls iws of the State of Texas,’’ and to insert ‘‘regula- 
tions that may be made by the Secret: ary of the Treasury of the United 
States, in confor ity with the laws of the United States;”’ so as to 











read 

That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Company, a corporation organized 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be, and are hereby, : 
thorized, on the conditions hereinafter mentioned, to construct, own, and oper- 
ate such perinanent and sufficient jetties and such auxiliary work as may 
necessary to create and permanently maintain, as hereinafter set forth, a nav- 
igable channel at the h of the brazos River, Texas, between said river and 
the Gulf of Mexico, and so far into the mainland and between the banks of the 
said Drazos River as: be necess ary to reach a place that will afford security 
from storms, swells, ¢ id tidal waves, for the purpose of furnishing the 
vessels and boats s ed to » the pu rT ose facilities for navigating in and along 
the entire length of said channe!, charging and collecting such toll therefor : 
may be prescribed by regulations tl vat may be made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United ites, in conformity with the laws of the United 
States; and for that purpose they may construct in the river, and likewise in 
the Gulf of Mexico, such walls, jetties, dikes, levees, and other structures, and 
employ such boats, raft nd appliances as they may, in the prosecution of said 
work, deem nec 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘that,’’ 
to strike out the word ‘‘if;’’ so as to read: 

That at any time during the construction of said jetties, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 
to strike out— 


1, after ‘‘ United States,”’ 


May elect to pay the said Brazos River Channeland Dock Company the cost of 
constructing and maintaining the said jetties and auxiliary works, said cost not 
to exceed one and one-half million dollars, with interest, computed annually, 
at the legal rate as prescribed by the laws of the State of Texas, the United 
States may have the right to do so, and on such payment being made by the 
United States, together with interest as aforesaid, all right and liability on the 
part of the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company in said channel, jet- 
ties, and auxiliary works shall cease and determine: Provided, however, That 
the United States shall thereafter maintain a depth of not less than 18 feet of water 
in said channel! from 18 feet of water in the Gulf of Mexico to the point described 
in section 1 of this act, ifthe purchase of said works is madeafter 18 feet of water 
may have been obtained by said company; but if said works are purchased 
before 18 feet of water has been obtained, then the United States shall prose- 
cute said improvement until said depth is obtained, and shall maintain the 
fame as aforesaid. 


And to insert— 


Shall have the right to pay the said Brazos River Channel] and Dock Company 
the value of their jetties and other worksconstructed under and by the authority 
granted to said company by the State of ag as well as by the authority of 
this act, and on such payment being made by the United States all right to 

said franchises and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock 
Com pany shall cease and determine; 


So as to read: 


Src, 3. That at any time during the construction of said jetties and auxiliary 
works, or after said jetties and auxiliary works shall have been completed and 
said channel of 18 feet in depth has been obtained, the Un’ ced States shall have 
the right to pay the said Brazos River Channe land Dock © ompany the value of 
their jetties and other works constructed under and by the authority granted to 
said company by the State of Texas, as well as by the authority of this act, and 
on such payment being made by the United States all right to said franchises 
and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall 
cease and determine, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 


the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. Breck. 

CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 1701) authorizing the 
construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Sioux City, Lowa. 

Mr. VEST. A number of those bills were sent over this morning 
with amendments made by the House of Representatives. I move that 
they be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be read at the desk by 
their number, and referred, with the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to the Committee on Commerce, if there be no objection. 

The bills, with the amendments of the House of Representatives, 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 
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A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 

1, Iowa; 

\ bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney wees River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and aebinan nger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the ¢ onstruction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Ili 


| nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 


A bill (8S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (8S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon _ the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road; anc 

A bill (S. 322) to itiadids the Southwest Arkansas and Indian Ter- 
ritory Railroad to build a bridge across the Ouachita River, in Ar- 
kansas. 

CHRISTOPHER COT! 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 


| of the bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business, being thespecial order, may 
be informally laid aside for the purpose of proceeding to the considera- 
tion of the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say that it is not my intention to call up 
the fortification bill for action until there is a full Senate, but I should 
like to have the bill read as in Committee of the Whole, and the com- 
mittee amendments acted upon, and the bill reported to the Senate and 
left where it can be amended and subject to discussion, and then it may 
go over until next Monday for aught I care. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us pass this little bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon ob- 
ject to the consideration of House bill 956 ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw the objection. 

The bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘cavalry,’’ to strike out ‘‘ from 
the 30th day of April, 1864, to the 30th day of November, 1864, the 
supposed date of the said soldier’s death,’’ and to insert ‘‘ which may 
have been due and unpaid to him on October 24, 1864;’’ so asto make 
the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to the heirs of Christopher Cott, late a private in Company B, McLaughlin’s In- 
dependent Squadron, Ohio Volunteer C avalry, the pay, bounty, and all other 
allowances of a private of cavalry, which may have been due and unpaid to 
him on October 24, 1864. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move toamend the amendment by striking out 
the word ‘‘October’’ and inserting ‘‘ November,’’ and adding after the 
words ‘‘eighteen hundred and sixty-four,’’ at the end of the bill, the 
words ‘‘ the supposed date of the death of said soldier.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN M. COLLIs. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 
478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis on the muster-roll of 
the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof. It is a small 
matter, and is a unanimous report from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the special 
order, being the unfinished business, will be informally laid aside. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to place the name of Stephen M. Collis on the 
muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof, 
as mustered from the Ist of April, 1865, and mustered out on the Ist 
of September, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
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bill be dispensed with, and that e1 first f yn on tl 
mittee amendments. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at |] 
the amendments of the Co l1ittee on Comme 1] d n 
they are reached, if there be no objection. f 
Mr. FRYE. I think I not ask the Senate to go o 
bill 2 ow. Iw n ) ive tue un 3 ad n 3 wr to 
morning, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Calendar then. 
Mr. DOLPH. I supposed the unfin 1 business was laid l 


unanimous consent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Appropriati 3, under the cus- 





tom of the Senate, have what is technically called the right of wa 
Should the consideration of this bill be proceeded with, at its co 1- 
sion the bill to which the Senator from Oregon refers will be taken up 
for consideration. 





Mr. VE I move that the Senate 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 


o’ clock m. 
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3 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m. 


June 26, 1888, at 12 
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f ul a 13 ? by t vate .J 18. 1888 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
First Lieut. Franeis Michler, to be captain, May 23, 1888. 
POSTMASTER 
Thomas B. Southgate, to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, Nuec: 


County, Texas. 


. ia ’ ‘ 
itive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 25, 1888. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT Jt 
Thomas S. Maxey, of Texas, to be United States district judge fo 
the western district of Texas. 


John F. Philips, to be United States district judge for the 


DGES. 


western 


district of Missouri. 


POSTMASTERS. 
J. G. H. Buck, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, Hill County, Texas. 
Berryman Moore, to be postmaster at Gatesville, Coryell County, 
Texas. 
J. C. Woodworth, to be postmaster at Cuero, De Witt County, Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 25, 1888. 


’ 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MiLsury, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


= 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. D& LANO, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LEHLBACH, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Baker, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A biil (8. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor S. Lawson; 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; 

A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W 


W. Eubank; 
A bill (S. 1086) granting 2 pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 
ters; 









A bill (S. 1266) granting a sion to Shelton Flannigan; 
A bill (S. 1267) ‘ pen 1 tO seph Bb. Tingley; i 

; : » 4 4 1 ’ z ! 
A bill (S. 1343) granting a pension 1 
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4474 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LAND OFFICES IN COLORADO, 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 10611) creating 
three additional land offices in the State of Colorado; which was rez ud 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. RAYNER introduced the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Ww hereas the Committee on Commerce has reported to this House a bill pro- 
viding for the creation, construction, and maintenance of a Government postal 
telegraph; and 

Whereas petitions have been presented to Congress at this session signed by 
na million and a half of citizens praying for the passage of said measure; and 

Whereas the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have announced 
their intention to raise a point of order in this House in reference to the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Commerce upon said bill so reported; and 

Whereas the Committee on Commerce are prepared to sustain their jurisdic- 
tion, and it is a matter of great importance that the matter should be consid- 
ered at the present session, and not be impeded and delayed by technical ob- 
jections;: Now, 

Bett resolved, In view of the large public interest involved, that Monday, the 
2d day of July next, be set apart for the consideration of the question of juris- 
diction of the Committee on Commerce over said bill and said re port, and that 

each side be allowed one hour and one-half for the discussion of the same. 


RELIEF OF SALESWOMEN IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10612) for 
the relief and protection of saleswomen in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NATCHEZ, MISS, 


Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 10613) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Natchez, State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred ‘to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. STOCKDALE also introduced the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be required 
to report back into the House House bill No. 5290, ‘‘to provide for the tter 
compensation of postmasters of fourth-class post-offices of the United States,’ 
and that the said bill be placed upon the Calendar of the House for considera- 
tion. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 
Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions is now concluded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to report back with amendments from the 
Committee on Public Lands the bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads, and for other purposes. The committee, having made some cor- 
rections in the bill, desire that it be printed and recommitted. 

The bill was recommitted to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


VIRGINIA EXPOSITION, 


Mr. WISE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 185) making an 
appropriation to enable the Department of the Interior, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, United States Commission of Fish and Fisheries, 
and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum, to 
participate in the Virginia A gricultural, Mechanical, and Tobacco Ex- 
position, to be held at Richmond, Va., from October 3 to November 
21,1888; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, this day is set apart 
for the consideration of business reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. If the day is not claimed for such business—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Weare ready to proceed with that business. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Public Lands are very anxious 
ta,proceed with the homestead bill, and would be very glad if the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], recognizing the impor- 
tance of that bill, would permit it to occupy to-day. I hope there will 
be no objection to this course. We have had only an hour and a half 
on this bill, although it has been pending for about four months. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ] will recognize the fact that his committee is entitled in this 
House to preference to which the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and many other committees are not entitled. Our committee has 
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had only one day for the consideration of business in the House since 
the famous ‘‘ dead-lock ’’ in the spring; and if this day be not given to 
us the chances are that we shall not get any day at all during the bal- 
ance of thissession. As Congress refuses to let the District of Columbia 
legislate for itself, it is as little as it can do to legislate for the District 
at the times set apart under the rules for the consideration of District 
business. I trust, therefore, that members of the House will not take 
away the day which belongs to the District of Columbia under the 
rules, and giveit toa committee which has a preference for its business 
over most of thecommitteesof this House. The gentleman from Indiana 
can call up his bill to-morrow. There are noappropriation bills to in- 
terfere, and as it is well understood that our friends on the other side 
who are now absent will not be here to-morrow, of course the tariff bill 
will not interfere. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina must bear in 
mind that 

Mr. ATKINSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now call up House bill No. 7901 to secure to 
actual settlers the public lands adapted to agriculture, to protect the 
forests on the public domain, and for other purposes. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair will state to the gentleman from Indiana 
that the only way in which he can accomplish his purpose is to raise 
the question of consideration against such bill as may be called up under 
the special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will seek to get the sense of the House 
in regard to proceeding with the public-land bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 

was pending as unfinished business at the adjournment on the last day 
devoted to business of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] raises 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire that that bill shall be laid 
aside temporarily, in order that I may call up another. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that can be done, and the 
gentleman from Indiana can raise the question of consideration on the 
other bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I prefer raising the question on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina that this bill be temporarily laid aside? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I give the gentleman from Indiana notice that 
he will have to fight me on every bill on the list. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield as to this bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was temporarily laid aside. 


DECORATION DAY A HOLIDAY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I give notice that I shall ask to call up this bill 
later in the day. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10053) making May 30 
a holiday in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 30th day of May in each year, usually called '‘ Dec- 
oration Day, % shall be, and hereby is, made a holiday within the District of 


Columbia as fally in all respects as are the days mentioned as holidays in sec- 
tion 993 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Columbia, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will not raise any question on that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALES FOR OVERDUE TAXES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10060) relating to 
notice of sales for overdue taxes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
prepare a list ‘of all taxes on real property in said District subject to taxation 
upon which said taxes are levied and in arrears on the Ist of July, 1888, 
and each year thereafter, including all taxes due to the late corporations of 
Washington City, Georgetown, the levy court of the county of Washington, and 
the District of Columbia; and said commissioners shall publish the same, with 
a notice of sale, ina pamphlet, of which not less than 5,000copies shall be printed 
for distribution to tax-payers applying therefor. Said commissioners shall, on 
the first Tuesday in September, 1888, and of each yearthereafter, give notice, by 
advertising twice a week for three successive weeks in the regular issue of two 
daily ee published in said District, that said pamphlet has been 
printed, an t a copy thereof will be delivered to any tax-payer applying 
therefor at the office of said commissioners, and that if the taxes due, together 
with the penalties and costs that may have accrued thereon, shall not be paid 
prior to the day named for sale the property will be sold, under the direction of 
said commissioners, at public auction, at the office of the collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia, commenci three weeks after the first publication of said 
notice and continuing on each following day, apaenge and legal holidays ex- 

“Bro. until all such delinquent property is sold. 

That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 


whe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and . 
Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 





1888. 





passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUBDIVISION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT COLUMBIA. 
29 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate 
the subdivision of land within the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to make and publish such general 
orders as may be necessary to regulate the platting and subdividing of all lands 
and grounds in the District of Columbia; and no such plat of subdivision made 
in pursuance of such orders shall be admitted to record in the office of the sur- 
veyor of said District without an order to that effect indorsed thereon by the 
engineer commissioner of said District. 

Sec. 2. That all spaces on any duly recorded plat of land thereon designated 
as streets, avenues, oralleys shall thereupon become public ways, provided they 
are made in conformity with the provisions of section 1 of this act, and as such 
be under the protection of the laws and ordinances in force applicable to public 
roads out of said city. 

Sec. 3. That if by the extension of any of the present streets or avenues, or 
the opening of any public way, it becomes necessary to traverse any grounds 
now used as a cemetery or place of burial, the commissioners are hereby em- 
powered to secure a right of way through the same by stipulation with the pro- 
prietors thereof, or by condemnation, as in other cases now by law provided for. 

Src, 4. That the orders of the commissioners made pursuant to this act shall 
have the force and effect of Jaw thirty days subsequent to the day of publica- 
tion; and all laws and provisions of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended an amend- 
ment, in lines 6 and 7 of section 3, striking out the words ‘‘or by con- 
demnation, as in other cases now by law provided for.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to offer an amendment as an additional 
section, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Src. 5. No further subdivision of land in the District of Columbia, without the 
limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, shall be recorded in the 
surveyor’s office of the said District unless made in conformity with the general 
plan of the city of Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OF 


REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the 
restoration to the Reform School of boys who have been discharged on 
probation, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a boy is dismissed from the Reform School 
of the District of Columbia to his parents, or to otherwise care for himself, he 
shall be dismissed on probation merely, until he reaches the age of twenty-one 
years, and the board of trustees shall have power to send for him and return 
him to the school whenever, in the opinion of a majority of the members of said 
board, the interests of the boy will be promoted by his return. 

Sec. 2. That the chief clerk of the Department of Justice shall be ez officio a 
member of the board of trustees of said Reform School. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


MUNICIPAL LAWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 8308) to provide 
for the examination, etc., of the municipal laws of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the commissioners of the District of Coiumbia and the 
attorney for the District be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to examine 
certain manuscript volumes prepared by Josiah Quincy Kern, upon the sub- 
mission of the same to them, at as early a date as practicable after the passage 
of this act; and if, after such examination, the commissioners of the District 
and the attorney for the District shall be of opinion that the volumes so sub- 
mitted and examined comprise a complete and satisfactory revision and con- 
solidation of all statutes and parts of statutes relating to municipal affairs in 
the District of Columbia in force on the lst day of December, 1887, and of all or- 
ders, rules, regulations, and ordinances relating to such affairs made in pur- 
suance of law and having the force and effect of law at the said date, and shall 
so state their opinion in writing, they shall thereupon purchase the said vol- 
umes from the said Josiah Quincy Kern, at a compensation not to exceed $5,000. 

Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this act there is hereby appropriated $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, toenable the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to make the payment herein provided for, one-half thereof to 
be made out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That the said commissioners shall report to Congress, on the first day 
of its next regular session, the action taken by them under the provisions of this 
act, and may make such recommendations as to them shall seem advisable in 
relation to any further action respecting the manuscript volumes hereinbefore 
mentioned. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 


Mr. Speaker, that bill I believe is subject to the 


It is. 
I make the point of order that as this bill makes 
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an appropriation it must have its first consideration in C t 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that it be « lered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The amount, I believe, is small, and if it will 
occupy but little time I shall not object. What is the amount in- 


volved ? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Only $5,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will 
must do it on the next. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to off 
to the bill. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


4 


not raise any quest on h but 


r two or three verba ime 


‘and and 


In line 17 of section 1, strike out the word t 
the word ‘they nd 


out the words “their opinion,’’ and stri 


ike out 
“and the commissioners of said District 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 
Mr. OATES. I would like to have some explanation of this bill 


sid 


n 
i 


from the chairman of the committee, a 
scope. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is a gentleman here of this city whose 
name is in the bill, Mr. Kern, who has for several years devoted him- 
self to preparing a digest of the laws of the District of a municipal 
character, relating, for instance, tothe public debt, how it was created, 
how it is to be paid, all acts and laws in relation to the water-works, 
laws governing the supply of water, regulations in regard to the wast- 
ing of water, etc. This bill now proposed for adoption in the House 
provides that the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall have 
this compilation examined, and if in their judgment it contains a fu 
and accurate digest of the laws of the District relating to its municip 
affairs, that they should be permitted to purchase the same at the sum 
named in the bill, which is limited to $5,000. 

Mr. OATES. It does not provide for a complete codification of all 
the laws of the District? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. No; there is another bill which provides for that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have already passed a bill providing for a 
codification of the laws. I mean by that a codification of such laws a 
are administered in the courts of justice. But this embraces all ordi- 
nances which have heretofore been adopted by the municipality, and 
which are still in force as laws of the District, embodying all minor mat- 
ters of law necessary for the use of the commissioners, as well a 
the commissioner having charge of the debt of the District and having 
charge of the water-works, etc. 

Mr. OATES. Would it not be more convenient as wel 
nomical to provide for a compilation of all of these laws? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think not. In the first place permit me to 


Oo 


ot quite understand it 


ll 
il 


3 


1? 
i aS more 


| state that we have tried to get a codification or compilation of the la 
| more than once, and the House has acted upon such propositions 


the Senate has never concurred with the House. The work | 
suspended from time to time and never completed; besides that, it 


is been 


| a work that will require time, while this work has already been done. 
| It is said, I may state also, to be a very complete work in all of its 


i 


parts. We have letters from prominent officials of the District having 
charge of the department matters and others who have examined this 
compilation, and all concur in saying that it is very full and accurate 
and will be of very great convenience to their various offices. T! 
commissioners have also recommended this. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this book published ? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; it is not published; it is still in the 
hands of the compiler, and I believe the only copy in existence is that 
which he has, which is type-written. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why can not the Government purchase a copy ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Because this has never been published at a 


is in the hands of the compiler, and until it has been printed, of course 
no copies are on sale. 

Mr. GROUT. It is still in manuscript. 

Mr. OATES. Would it not be more economical to embody in 
volume the whole compilation and codification of the laws of the Dis 
trict? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, this embraces several volumes in itse] 
You can not put all of these laws in one volume 
no lawyer who has any practice who could devote himself to the cor 
pilation of the laws connected with the water-works, fire department, 
etc., and generally the laws as they are administered in the courts and 
the regulations of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. OATES. And municipal ordinances. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; and municipal ordinances. But all 
these are embodied in this one volume. It will be remembered that 
this District has undergone a great many changes of government, and 
I do not know any man who could properly undertake to prepare such 
a compilation. It would certainly take a long time to do it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. When was the last compilation made? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There never has been one. 


one 


Besides that, there 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I thought the Government had published at one 
time a codification of the laws? 





Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, they have; or there was something of t 
kind attempted in the past; but it never amounted to anything. 

Mr. FELTON. Is this is a codification of the laws? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. So far as they relate to particular branches of 
the subject that it covers, it is a codification; but it is not a full codi- 
fication or compilation. This relates to the municipal regulations and 
orainances. 

BLOUNT. The difficulty with the efforts heretofore made to 
secure a complete codification or compilation of all District laws has 
been that legislation was attempted which could not be enacted, and 
hen ich efforts failed in this House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I think the fact is they have undertaken 
to do too much by one bill. That explains the trouble, I think. Ican 
only give the opinion of the committee and the testimony furnished us 
by gentlemen whose business it is to administer the affairs of the gov- 
ernment and who are capable of judging of the merits of such a publi- 
cation named, that this is a most excellent thing. We do not provide 


the payment at once, but that it shall be paid only when the commis- 
sioners ascertain that it contains a complete and accurate synopsis or 


compilation of every statute, order, or ordinance relating tothe various 
mrnic pal affairs of the District 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there anything in the bill authorizing the adop- 
tion of il as the law? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is a compilation of what is the law now. It 
is simply a gathering together of existing laws. The idea is to put 
in some shape so that it can be gotten at conveniently. Take, for in- 
stance, the District Committee. In the consideration of our business 


in connection with the District we can not tell what the law is until 
either we have obtained the opinion of some lawyer here upon the 
subject or have gotten the opinion of the District attorney. We are 


obliged to adopt that system because there is no code to which we can 


h to get the information as to the status of the law here upon 
any particular question. 

Ir, SPRINGER \llow me to ask this question: If this is a per- 
fect compilation of the laws of the District now in force and our public 


officials need copies, why not make an appropriation sufficient to sup- 


ply our city officers, the courts, and the committees of the two Houses 
with this compilation, and allow private individuals to purchase it in 
the hook-stores for whatever it will bring. 

HEMPHILL. That can be done when we once get possession; 
but the work is not ours yet. 
Mr.SPRINGER. Wedo not need to get possession except as to the 

er of copies required by the Government. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘The owner would not part with it on those term. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. No; he would not part with it on those terms. 


ni 
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| the District and one-half 


This compilation is the result of a great deal of labor and care. He | 


says it is thorough, complete, and accurate. He is willing, notto give 
his opinion and judgment, but to let the House of Representatives ap- 
point anybody it sees fit to examine the work before a dollar is paid. 
If the report is favorable, then the commissioners of the District are 
authorized to pay for it. When it is paid for of course it ought to be 
published in such numbers as will supply the various oflicers of the 
District, and also the committees of the House and other persons who 
desire to obtain the information the work will give. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish toask the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hempuntt] if this is the proposition: That money is to 
be paid for this compilation, the commissioners appointed by virtue 
of the act are to determine the question as to whether it is a correct 
code, and it is to be binding on the people of the District hereafter ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. We do not enact this compilation into 
law at all. It is simply a compilation of what is already the law in 
this District from the time the Government was established up to the 
present time. This gentleman has undertaken the work with the pur- 
pose of course of selling it when he got it completed. This bill does 
not provide that anybody shall compile the law; but it says the com- 
missioners of the District shall have a thorough examination made ot 
the compilation which has already been prepared, and upon being sat- 
isfied that it contains the law and that the work is necessary, then they 
are authorized to pay for it. When itis paid for of course Congress 
ought to publish it in such numbers as are necessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then there is no other acceptance of the compila- 
tion than the payment for it. That is to say, there is no legal 
force—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no; we do not enact this into a statute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then of what value is it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. For this reason: Suppose you want to know what 
is the law in this Distriet upea any point. Where would you go to 
findout? You would not know where to go. Ido not know where 
to go. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the States you go to some codification or com- 
pilation made by authority. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Exactly; that is what we want to have here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A codification with some imprint of authority 
upon it. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. That is what we want here. We want some- 
thing that the committees of Congress, the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, and the heads of the Dejpartments will know is authoritative and 
; the law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the effect is to make it the law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh,no. We want to take the compilation and 
vet satisfactory evidence through the commissioners of the District or 
anybody they may appuint that it does embrace the law already passed; 
and then we can enact a simple statute saying this compilation which 
has been accepted by the commissioners shall be the law of the Dis- 
trict relating to these various subjects. That is the plan we have in 
view. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much will the examination cost which you 
propose to make to find out whether the compilation is accurate or not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is not to cost anything. 

Mr. RANDALL. Who is to do it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is to be done by the commissioners them- 
me lves. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. How much money is appropriated by 
this bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Five thousand dollars is appropriated, to be paid 
if the compilation is satisfactory. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Why should not the District of Columbia itself 
pay this money instead of asking Congress to pay it ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The expenses of the District are paid one-half by 
by the United States Government. 

Mr. MACDONALD. ‘The public at large has no interest in this mat- 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. It has as much interest in this as in any other 
part of the District affairs. The Government owns half of the property 
here. It would be very hard upon the people if the Government, own- 
ing half of the property, should compel the people here to pay all of the 
taxes 

Mr. RANDALL. Ought not the District to pay half of this expense ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes; I think it ought to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that provided for? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ithink it is provided for. Iam not positive. 
If it is not, it ought to be. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not hear the provision read. The people are 
almost exclusively interested in this 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Thatwill be added by amendment. I willstate, 
Mr. Speaker, that this bill provides that if the volumes so submitted 
and examined—- 

Comprise a complete and satisfactory revision and consolidation of all statutes 
and parts of statutes relating to municipal affairs in the District of Columbia in 
force on the Ist day of December, 1887, and of all orders, rules, regulations, and 
ordinances relating to such affairs made in pursuance of law and having the 
force and effect of law at the said date, and shall so state their opinion in writ- 
ing, they shall thereupon purchase the said volumes. 

I now desire to offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I willaskthe gentleman from South Carolina whether 
the District commissioners are lawyers and are in the habit of doing this 
sort of work? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. One is a lawyer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The other two are not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. One of the District commissioners is a lawyer; 
another is a business man; and the third, asthe gentleman understands, 
is an engineer. But this compilation embraces laws relating to the 
engineer department, to the water-works, to the fire department, and 
everything of that sort. Of course the commissioners, in examining 
this compilation, will have the assistance of their own attorney. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from South Carolina allow me 
five minutes to make a statement? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[ Mr. HERBERT] for five minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be a proposition to pay 
$5,000 for the manuscript of this digest, and then to havea report upon 
it by the commissioners. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Is it a digest ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Itseems to be a digest of the laws and regulations in 
force in the District of Columbia, and the proposition is to authorize the 
payment of $5,000 for this digest, which the commissionersat asubsequent 
session are to report to Congress, when it will be for Congress to decide 
whether this digest or compilation shall be printed or not. It seems 
to me that a better proposition would be that the printing of this work 
be left in private hands, that it be printed by the author, and that Con- 
gress agree to take as many copies of the work as may be necessary for 
the use of the District officers. If it be necessary in this way forus to 
pay $1,500, $2,000, or $2,500 for a certain number of volumes which 
Congress may see proper to take, let us do that. But let this work be 
printed as a private enterprise, if it is to be printed at all. According 
to the present proposition, the manuscript is to be bought, and then the 
Government is to print that manuscript at its own expense. It seems 
to me this course will entail a much greater cost to the Government 
than is necessary. I submit that if Congress will agree to subseribe 
for a certain number of volumes—how many I do not know—the gen- 
tleman who is the author of this work ought to be willing to print the 
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work at his own expense {ll we want is to secure the printing of th 
work; even upon the statement of the chairman of the District Com 
mittee, we want it printed, and the method I suggest seems to m¢ 
much better way of reaching this result than the propositi 

ing, and is, as I understand, the mode generally : dopted by the Stat 
in matters of this kind. What is the necessity for the Governn 

self undertaking to do this } ng? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman from Sout! 
Carolina a few moments ago whether there had been any code adopt 
by Congress for the District of Columbia. The gentleman replied t 
he did not know. I have before me a volume called ‘‘ Revis i 
utes relating to the District of Columbia and post-roads and | 
treaties.’’ Chis revision and « nsolidation of the statutes relat 
the District Columbia was made in the Forty-third Cong 
embraces all the laws relating to this subject up to thatt 
laws which have been passed since and which are embraced 
volumes of the Statute t Lars furnish, toget th tl compi 
tion, very rea informati rr any gentlema ) eks 
anytl yint I ) 1 able I ay Co 
bia. The! e , vO1 
for t< l I r and vi ‘ ‘ I not ¢ 
lore i ne iO! lifiea n We are oO the ¢ 

law ; reia o the Disti 
» Vv I] gd, made in tl rort third ¢ 
( er ¢€ l 1 J e an » Henakk I } i 
1 relation to t District id ision I ha uid 
pre W ih he few laws ¢ i € which a ) 

tatutes at La m it seems t \ { 

ra Why should i b wytl 

i ym pi n now proposed would, I think, 

ntiel 1 who will undertake this work t 
T v" ut ha Liready b« iad ) » 1 b'¢ 1 < n 
will incorporate with that revision the legislation s 
} ym isthis work to bedone? Thisdi ilt work. w 
fi South Car » thinks uid s d \ 
man except the person who has prepared this manusce1 
to he passed upon by three gentiemen, t »ol who 
ve oe la thi lone sx ) is to rve So. 000 

rhe ire ) u b prepal i 1 tl ous De I 
the Government pila ions by one offi er on one subject and a1 
officer on another bject, with the view of having such compila 
recognized by Congress and their authors paid from the public 7 
ury. I can not see that anything more than this is proposed in t 
present case; and the compilation of District laws having already 


completed as far as the Forty-third Congress, the charge prop 1 
pears to be an outrageous one. I trust that under the circums 
the House will not agree to the p1 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I think tha 
BLOUNT] had read the bill he wou 
he has made 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend will allow me 
the bill, though I may not have « 
man from South Carolina, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The revision of thestatutes to which the gent 
man has referred undertook to give in a consolidated form the |] 
the United States so far as they relate to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do they not govern here? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Those statutes do govern in this District: 
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that revision does Rot pretend to embrace all the ordinances passed by 


the old cities of Washington and Georgetown; it does not pretend 
contain the regulations of the levy court, which was in existence he: 
for a number of years; it does not pretend to include all the Jaws, o1 
nances, and regulations relating to the water supply, the fire depai 
ment, etc. These do not appear anywhere in the Revised Statutes « 
the United States, and it is very proper that they should not. 

This that we are endeavoring to get hold of now is a thorough « 
pilation of what have been the city ordinances of this city and of Geo 
town, the levy court of the District of Columbia, and the other bodi 
which have had authority at different times to pass ordinances and 
make laws and regulations relating to the various departments of 
city government; so that the statutes to which the gentleman ref 
have nothing whatever to do with this matter. The gentleman { 
Georgia [Mr. BLount] is about three or four months behind t 
We have already passed a bill providing for a compilation of the 
of the District of Columbia, and that bill is now pending bef 
Senate, 

This simply provides for getting a compilation of matters in rela 
to which lawyers have no special knowledge. A lawyer who ha 
practice in the courts does not undertake to keep up with the r 
tions relating to the various departments of the city government 
therefore it is not necessary that lawyers should examine this co 
lation, although if it were necessary there happen to be lawyers on t 
board of commissioners. 





Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the very ordi 


nances to which he is referring have not been printed by the Dist: 
and whether they are not to be found in the Library? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I know nothing about it, except that the gent le 
man from South Carolina is trying to get Congress to buy a compilation 
in manuscript. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam trying to do no such thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What then? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am pressing upon Congress and asking them | 
to pass a bill which has been already once passed in this House. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must come toorder. Gentlemen must 
address the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Jam not through. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not be inter- 
rupted except by his own consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina stated that 
I misstated his position. I simply stated he is asking Congress to pass 
a law—yes, it is before me—to purchase a compilation of the District 
laws, rules, or regulations, or ordinances, or whatever you may call 
them, of the District commissioners. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Oh, no; the gentleman does not state the prop- 
osition fairly. | 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the bill? Let it be read. I will read the | 
title. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman knows that the title has nothing 
to do with the particular kind of bill this is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 wish to state what the bill is if I can, and that 
the House may understand it I will read it. It is as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
attorney for the district be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to examine 
certain manuscript volumes prepared by Josiah Quincy Kern, upon the sub- 
mission of the same to them, at as early a date as practicable afier the passage 
of this act; and if, after such examination, the commissioners of the District and 
the attorney for the District shall be of opinion that the volumes so submitted 
and examined comprise a complete and satisfactory revision and consolidation 
of all statutes and parts of statutes relating to municipal affairs in the District | 
of Columbia in force on the Ist day of December, 1887, and of all orders, rules, | 
regulations, and ordinances relating to such affairs made in pursuance of law 
and having the force and effect of iaw at the said date, and shall so state their 
opinion in writing, they shall thereupon purchase the said volumes from the said | 
Josiah Quincy Kerr, at a compensation not to exceed $5,000, 

Now, is that understood ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend, just here in connection, state what | 
he is reading? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly; I am reading the bill that is pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You have been referring to a District code. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have referred to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You have. Will the gentleman allow me? Is his 
time limited ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will give way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from South Corolina stated a few 
moments ago this code included rules in reference to water rates. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No; I did not, sir. I said there was nothing in 
relation to orders and regulations for water. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood him otherwise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not like to take up the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois, but I am unfortunate in misunderstanding my friend 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, is this: It occurs 
to me if we have a revision of this book, a consolidation of the statutes 
of the United States, general in their nature, in the District of Colum- 
bia, in force on the Ist of December, 1887, then all that is required to 
secure the consolidation of the statutes since that time, and such orders 
in the District of Columbia as have had the force and effect of laws 
since that time, those orders, whatever they have been, have all been 
printed and are accessible to everybody in the District who has had 
anything to do with them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentlemen state what has been printed 
in this connection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have already stated; I have the volume before 
me. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes; yourefer to the Revised Statutes of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; and I have stated further that all acts 
of Congress since this codification was made are in print, and the ordi- 
nances and regulations and orders and rules of the District of Colum- 
bia, I presume, have been printedif they expect anybody to obey them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, you presume they have been printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. If they are orders directed to municipal 
officers they are presumed to be printed; because no one is expected to 
take cognizance of them except the officer to whom they are addressed. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does my colleague know that once there was a Dis- 
trict Legislature here which passed laws, and which laws are now in 
force? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; but they are presumed to be consoli- 
dated in this volume. 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, no; you are entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Why, itso states here in the very caption of it 
which I have read. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, no; that says the statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia. That is all. 








Mr. SPRINGER. The Districtis now under the exclusive jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, in fact it has always been, and whatever stat- 
utes were made here by the municipal government were made in pur- 
suance of the laws of the United States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the proposition here is to pay $5,000 for the manu- 
script compilation to which reference is made in this bill, the impres- 
sion being that the laws and ordinances therein contained are still in 
force in the District of Columbia. After this volume is printed, which 
is already in manuscript, what does it amount to under this bill? It 
is simply the expression of opinion on the part of the compiler as to 
what laws are in force. It is not given the force of law by the passage 
of this act. It can not be given the force of law unless it is enacted as 
law by Congress. It may prove to be true that through inadvertence 
statutes have been omitted altogether, or else that laws which have 
been heretofore repealed are re-enacted by this compilation. That is 
one of the dangers arising from this method of legislation. The fact is 
that the statutes are now either in force in the District or they are not 
in force; and the only advantage that this digest would produce would 
be the convenience of reference and facility of reference it would afford 
which has heretofore not existed. That is the only advantage, the 
convenience of reference, and it would be of advantage to the profes- 
sion in this city in that connection. The gentleman desires to appro- 


| priate $5,000 by this bill for that purpose; that is to say, the bill pro- 


poses to purchase the compilation outright. 
Now, if we desire to use it after purchasing it we must print it at 
the Government Printing Office, and copyright the book. WhatI was 


| going to suggest is that if it is necessary to have the compilation at all, 


and I admit it is valuable, then instead of buying the manuscript for 
$5,000 and having it copyrighted and printed at the Government 
Printing Office, and thus deprive the profession of the means of secur- 
ing copies of it in the ordinary method, being only able to get them 


| through the members of Congress, beg them at the Departments, or buy 


them in the junk-shops, let us do it in a business-like way, and say,as 


| the book is probably valuable, we will buy some copies to supply the 


District authorities. 

We will buy 500 copies of it for the use of the District, which will 
be enough to supply the various District officials, the courts of the 
District, and the Houses of Congress, and you can yourself have it 
printed, and retain your own copyright on it, and cell to the members 
of the profession in this city, or any other persons who choose to pur- 
chase it. We are willing to pay you $3 a volume for 500 copies, which 
is a good price. Then he will own the copyright himself, and he can 
sell it to anybody else. The Government, I repeat, has no use for the 
book except to supply such officials of the District as it may be neces- 
sary to supply, and it is not the business of the Government to furnish 
the profession in Washington with their law-books. 

1 yield now so much time as the gentleman from Georgia may want. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the remaining part of an hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, my friend from South Carolina gets 
a little nervous upon this subject: 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I trust the gentleman from Georgia will not be- 
gin his remarks in that way. He totally misapprehends me. It is a 
matter of entire indifference to me whether the bill passes or not. I 
am only doing my duty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman would hardly have told me that 
I did not know what I was talking about, I presume, if he had not 
been a little nervous. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I thought you knew something about 
what you were talking of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I am glad to know that the gentleman from 
South Carolina is assuming his usual equanimity. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iassume the gentleman from South Carolina to be 
a little nervous, because he has been kind enough to insinuate that I 
had not read the bill, and that—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I did not 
say exactly that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was apparently the intimation, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois was charged time and again with ignorance of the 
laws of the District 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, that may be. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Which indicates decided nervousness on the part of 
my friend from South Carolina, for it is not his ordinary style. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman whether there had been a 
codification of the laws of the District. He was uncertain. He did 
not remember whether there was a code or not. I think the notes of 
the stenographer will show that there was a lack of information, ac- 
cording to the statement of the gentleman from South Carolina, in re- 
spect to the water regulations; and he made a further statement that 
there was lack of information in regard to the public debt of the Dis- 
trict, about which, Mr. Speaker, there is just as much reasonable doubt 
as there is as to the public debt of the United States, and that it was 
necessary by this compilation to supply this deficiency. 

But, sir, we have the code here. I have it before me. It has been 
said that there was nothing in it with reference to regulations about 
the water-works and what had been done in reference to the water 
taxes, levying assessments for water, collection of water rents, the levy 
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court, and other matters of that kind. I find in this code a compila- 
tion upon all these subjects, and that in reference to the water-works 
covers all subjects relating to that branch of the city’s service: ‘‘the | 
unlawful tapping of the water mains;’’ ‘‘penalty for tapping, or for 
injuring the pipes or fixtures;’’ ‘‘how prosecuted;’’ ‘schedule of 
water rates;’’ ‘‘how established and collected;’’ ‘‘not to be a source 
of revenue forany other purpose, but to constitute a fund for the mainte- 
nance of the water service;’’ ‘‘water rents derived from Washington 
Aqueduct;’’ ‘how applied;’”’ ‘“‘water service;’’ ‘‘supply from aque 
duct main, or pipes;’’ ‘‘how regulated;’’ ‘‘ water rates;’’ ‘how estab- 
lished:’’ ‘‘ waste of water to be prevented;’’ ‘‘ water may be shut off, 
when;’’ ‘‘use of water for mechanical and manufacturing purposes al- 
lowed, when;’’ ‘‘for private purposes, etc.;’’ “‘regulation of supp 
to manufacturing establishments;’’ water rents;’’ ‘‘how to be ap 
plied;’’ ‘‘ penalty for unlawful tapping;”’ ‘‘injuring water pipes,’’ and | 
various other regulations of the city made by the District of Columbia | 
to which reference has been made in the general title under this head 
in the volume before me. 

Then it has been said that there was nothing here in reference to the 
laws of the levy court and those provisions of law and ordinance that 
have continued in force: in relation to the collection of money, the en- 
forcement of contracts, the collection of unpaid taxes; suits for or 
against not abated by the act of February, 1871; property of county 
vested in District, ete. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think I have made a statement here in reference | 
to matters that have not heretofore appeared and that are likely to be 
of some value in reaching a proper conclusion in relation to this bill. 
So far as I am individually concerned I do not care a great deal about 
it. Ihave happened in times past to come across compilations made | 
by Government officials, first in one Department of the Government 
and then in another. Their preparation has generally been accepted 
by the House as a very nice scheme, perhaps not wanting in some con- 
venience to the public, but largely impelled by the idea of compensa- | 
tion to the person doing the work. I have had some experience in this 
regard, and when this matter came up I took the liberty of expressing 
my dissent, nothing more. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
a question. I did not quite hear him. The gentleman was referring 
to the statutes, general and permanent, codified in the general revision. 
Is not that so? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. What did the gentleman say with respect to th« 
ordinances and regulations passed by the District Legislature and by 
the several boards of control at different times, which have now the 
force and effect of law and are not included in that book ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not understand they are not included. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does the gentleman from Georgia understand that 
this codification embraces all the acts of the District Legislature? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido. Wasit not made the law? Why should it 
not be? 

Mr. RAYNER. It does not, though. It is the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me 
Z will say that I find in the index—I have not time to hunt it up now— | 
what laws and ordinances of the levy court continue in force, ete. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In force at what time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. At all times. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In force up to what time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. In force in 1875. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In force up to 1875. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The District government was not changed until 
after that time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. To what time do you refer now ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would be three years afterward. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That was prior to that time, and since the ordi- 
nances, regulations, and municipal statutes which were made by bodies 
and authorities competent to enact them, which have the force of per- 
manent law, and are not statutes of the United States. But Iam tak- 
ing up the time of the gentleman from Georgia, and unless he is will- 
ing to yield to me 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly; the gentleman may go ahead. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman will yield me a little of his time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly; I am not interested in this matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. These important municipal regulations are no- 
where contained in that volume. They are a floating and nebulous 
mass. They are in the books of the old District government in their 
several board regulations which under the authority of the Legislature 
had the right to pass certain health and other ordinances which would 
have the binding effect of law. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. RAYNER. AsI understand it that book contains none of the 
ordinances of the levy court, no municipal legislation, no District leg- 











—— 


islation. It is a book containing the Revised Statutes of the United 
States in reference to the District of Columbia; nothing else. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Just there, under the head of ‘‘ levy court,’’ there 


is a declaration in terms of what laws and ordinances of that levy court 


i are continued in force. 








Mr. ATKINSON. Turn to the text and see what it says. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I will hunt it up 
Mr. McCOMAS. Meantime I want to say this, that it is simply a 
1 codification of the statutes of the United States pas iby Ce as re 
lati r to the District of Columbia. which a « ind | i t i 
th nature; and it contains nothing else. he immense body of 
| municipal regulations of the recent District government and e Sev 
eral boards of control which from time to time by act of Congress or b 
t of the District Legislature had the power to make ordinances 
those permanent ordinances are now floating out in a chaotic w 
Mr. DOCKERY Will the gentleman allow me to ask a que 
Mr. McCOMAS. I will. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know for information whether there has 


i bi 
ot been a printed compilation of the ordinances, rules, and regulations 
sought to be printed under the bill 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will say to the gentleman that the history of at- 


tempts at codification and compilation in this District has been just 








| what the gentleman can see this morning here. 


When I was a member of the committee in the Forty-eighth Con 
gress I had a bill providing for the codification of the criminal code ot 
this District, and looking back over twenty years to find out what had 
been done in this direction, I found that effort after effort had been 
made and had been killed in Congress; so that after six years spent in 
this body I am now in favor of anything that comes up for this p 


| pose, el her for a compilation of the general code or the criminal cod 


Three or four years ago I saw apart of this compilation which was then 
being made by the same gentleman. He came to me with letters from 
the then commissioners, or from one of the judges of the court, and I 
spent threeor four evenings looking over the volume and also over an- 
other volume by the same compiler, the publication of which I under- 


stand this House has already provided at this session. There were, as 
Mr. Kern well knew, two distinct bodies of law. The other compila- 


tion to which the gentleman from Georgia refers is a compilation of the 
statutes which are general and permanent in their nature, and I am 
informed by my friend on the committee that nearly three months ago 
i bill providing for the publication of that compilation passed this 
House and is now pending in the Senate. The compilation we are 
now considering is to cover the rules and ordinances of the various 


| bodies which have had jurisdiction from time to time of the munici- 


pal affairs, not of the District of Columbia, but of the municipality of 
Georgetown and the municipality of Washington, and therefore it wil! 
cover the two combined. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How was the compilation which the gentleman 
says passed three months ago authorized ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that this House passed a bill providing 


for a commission to make a compilation of the statutes, and this bill 
simply proposes to supplement that, not for the whole District, but for 
the most important parts of it—the city of Washington and the city of 
Georgetown. Now, I confess that I think it would have been better 


| to have had the District court examine and approve this compilation, 


but having seen how for twenty years every attempt to get these Jaws 
and regulations into definite shape has been defeated, I am now pre 
pared to vote for any proposition that will tend to clarify and mak: 
certain the rules and regulations and ordinances relating to the muni 
pal affairs of the District. The general Jaws have already bee 
vided for. The municipal ordinances and regulations of Georgetown 
and Washington are cared for in this bill, and though it is not in the 
best shape, yet I am in favor of it in any shape 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] is 
through I wish to say a word, although I hardly think it is 
after the explanation which the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. Mc- 
CoMAS] has given in reply to the position taken by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] 


necessary 


’ 


on thissubject. The gentleman from Maryland, however, has said that 
he would have this compilation settled and approved by the District 
court. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I shall vote for this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. ILunderstand that; but I was about totell the Ho 
why the committee did not recommend that th 
the -District court. They thought that as inasmuch as there is a 
ways at least one lawyer among the District commissioners, and in- 
asmuch as this is a subject purely municipal in its character coming 
so little to the knowledge of the court and so entirely within the 
knowledge of the commissioners as the executive power of the District, 
the commissioners would be the more suitable tribunal to review and 
consider the completeness of the compilation. If, however, the com- 
mittee was in error in that respect, the court can be substituted as the 
tribunal to pass upon the compilation; but it still seems to me that 
the commissioners are the better judgesof the matter. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] says that the compilation of statutes 


hould be referred to 
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which has been referred to keeps in force the laws of the levy court 
and of certain other municipal organizations. So it does. It leaves 
them in force, but it nowhere gathers up those laws and tells us what 
they are. It may do so to some extent, but it certainly does not do it 
fully I ask the gentleman from Georgia to read the provisions which 
keep these laws in force, as I see he has the volume before him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Those very statutes are referred to in this cod 
tion and are published. 


Mr. GROUT. Published where? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are printed like the other documents cited by 
Congress in the adoption of this ve ry statute. 

Mr. GROUT. Laws running through the whole history of this tex 


ritory since its colonization, because at one time it was under the laws 


of Maryland and was afterwards ceded to the United States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Those were general statutes; and my friend does not 
undertake to say that those laws are not embraced in this codification. 

Mr. GROUT. I undertake to say that those laws are not arranged 
and set forth in the compilation to which the gentleman refers. They 
are recognized as in force, but we are left to struggle through mazes of 
uncertainty in order to ascertain what they are, not only in regard to 
municipal matters but in regard to general provisions of law relating 


to the District. Here and there we may have a gleam of light upon 


the subject; that is all 


Gentlemen, when they look carefully atthis bill, will find that it pro- 
vides simply for a revision of all the laws, rules, regulations, etc., re- 
lating to the municipal aflairs of the District—relating to the city of 


Georgetown as well as to the city of Washington—for the provisions of 


law relating to these two divisions of the District are not in all cases 
the same, because these two cities had separate municipal! organizations 
for many years, 

Mr. OATES. But you do not propose to embrace in the compilation 
all the laws of the District. 

Mr. GROUT, ‘That is provided for in a bill which has passed this 
House. Steps were taken some weeks ago, as the chairman of the 
committee has stated, to ascertain what those laws are. That bill I 
had the honor myself to report; it looks to inquiry in that direction. 
But the present bill relates to a system by itself; it applies to munici- 
pal affairs. 

Now, as to the revision of the statutes of the District of Columbia. 
When you find there something in relation to the water-works of the 
city you find but a mere outline or skeleton; you find provisions giv- 
ing the executive authorities of the city certain powers to make rules 
and regulations. ‘Those rules and regulations of recent date have been 
printed and preserved and can be found; but when you undertake to 
go back to the regulations of the levy court, relating not to the water 
supply, but to taxes, you must, of course, refer to the municipal enact- 
ments—the city ordinances of Washington and Georgetown; and in that 
respect the enactments applying to the District are, as my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] has said, nebulous, so that only the most 
diligent inquiry can ascertain what they are. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. What do we want at any rate with 
those old rules ? 

Mr. GROUT. I must say that when the subject was first brought 
to my attention I was inclined to say as the gentleman from Illinois 
would now suggest, ‘‘ Let us clean out all these oldrules by a codifica- 
tion of the laws of the District; let not the spectacle longer exist of the 
capital of the country being absolutely in confusion as to its public and 
municipal laws. But I found a sentiment strongly prevailing with the 
courts, with the bar of the District, and with the commissioners that 
these old rules be got together and retained as a system; and finally, 
as one member of the committee, I came to the conclusion that these 
old rules, when collected and intelligently presented in a compact form, 
would probably answer every purpose. 

The commissioners have fecommended this legislation. If, when 
they come to make the examination contemplated, they find this pro- 
posed revision is not in proper form, they will reject it, as they have 
the right to do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me asuggestion. It wasstated afew moments 
ago—I do not know whether by the gentleman himself or by one of 
his associates on the committee—that efforts heretofore made to codify 
the various laws, ordinances, etc., relating to the District have failed 
in previous Congresses. 

Mr. GROUT. Thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] said 
that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my friend whether the discussion, the 
delay, and the failure attending such effort did not grow out of an at- 
tempt to ingraft new legislation into that codification. 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir. As I read the records of those debates, the 
difficulty grew out of objections of gentlemen who had not made a care- 
ful study of this matter and were not quite willing to credit the District 
Committee with the ability to instruct them. The failure was due also 
in part to various other causes which operate in a large body like this— 
such as the fact of the District legislation failing to receive its proper 
share of cousideration, and other causes entailing delay from which leg- 
islation often fails 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to state a single fact which I am quite 


’ 
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sure the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Indiana 
will remember, that in the Forty-sixth or Forty-seventh Congress there 
was a failure of the proposed codification of District laws, principally 
because of attempted changes in the laws relating to taxation. That 
why the proposed codification was opposed and why it failed. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Illinois has asked me, why not 
out the old rules and bring in new rules? In reference to that 
uggestion, I for one finally concluded that the safe way was to gather 
up these fragments scattered through the history of the District and 
collect them together with the hope that they would be a sufficient 
rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not complaining at all of that suggestion; but 
I did not want the statement to go uncontradicted that hitherto codi- 
fications have been obstructed, when in fact those attempts were not 
for codification, but for new legislation, to a very large extent. 

Mr. GROUT. I presume the gentleman is right with reference to 
the matter to which he has referred. I now yield to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rowexu1. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, everybody who has had anything to 
do with the District laws knows how difficult it is, how much time it 
takes, to find out what are really the existing laws applicable here. 
There are the laws of the old corporation of Georgetown, which apply 
within the corporate limits of what was once Georgetown. There are 
the laws of the District Legislature as it existed for some time. There 
are the laws of the municipal councils, which regulated the government 
of the District when it had not a local legislature. There are the laws 
of the old levy court, under which all the roads were laid out. These 
various provisions of law are only referred to in the Revised Statutes ot 
the District, and are not incorporated there. 

Now, this manuscript volume which this bill proposes to have exam- 
ined I have examined quite critically. It purports to gather up and 
put into a volume all of the various enactments pertaining to munici- 
pal affairs, with a complete index showing where each one of them may 
be found—a complete tracing up of the history of municipal legislation. 

So far as I have been able to examine it, it will supply completely 
the purpose for which it was intended. It will enable Congress and the 
committees of Congress, without searching for weeks, to find out exactly 
the situation of the law here, and if there is anything wrong to apply 
the remedy with certainty, with exact knowledge of the law as it is, 
and therefore with opportunity to wisely change whatever is wrong. 
Without it it is utterly impossible to properly revise the laws of the 
District. Without it it is utterly impossible for the District Commit- 
tee to wisely consider questions coming before it. 

Whenever there is any question about a change of regulation we have 
to resort to the District commissioners and they to the attorneys, who 
hunt down and trace out what it is through those printed volumes and 
all those manuscript books, and even then we have no certainty they 
have not overlooked something. Here is a proposition to consolidate, 
to properly index all these laws for the information of the people of 
the District and for the information of the committees of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe there ought to be a complete codifica- 
tion of the criminal laws; that there ought to be a new code here as 
we have it in the States. I believe there ought to be a new civil code 
for the District of Columbia. Such codescould be readily prepared by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia if they had this volume 
printed and accessible, but they could not be prepared without it, and 
without it in the hands of members of Congress such a code could not 
be passed by Congress. 

I do not know how we could spend money better, not only for the 
District of Columbia, but for the members of Congress themselves. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to consume the fur- 
ther time of the House in reference to this bill. It isa simple ques- 
tion whether the municipal ordinances and orders passed by the various 
tribunals here shall be codified in a way that they shall be accessible 
to the people who shall have to use them or not. I have heard noth- 
ing since my remarks which has shaken my view as to the passage of 
the bill. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr.RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit me to move an amend- 
ment striking out ‘‘ $5,000’ and inserting ‘‘ $2,000?’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If you dothatI do not think he will sell for 
$2,000, or, if he does, he ought not to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithink thevalueof the book has been exaggerated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not want any such amendment introduced 
if I can help it. I withdraw the amendment which I submitted pro- 
viding for the payment of one half by the District and the other half 
by the United States, as I learn it is already provided for in the second 
section. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the gentleman allow my amendment 
to be submitted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will withdraw the previous question for that 
purpose. 





ar 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out ‘*$5,000"’ and insert ‘‘at a 
sum not to exceed $2,000.’’ 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I demand the previous question. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. It is this: We concede the importance of the codifi- 
cation of the laws; but I ask the gentleman if it is not necessary, or 
certainly if it is not a step in the right direction, to have a compilation 
of the District laws, or what is understood to be the District laws, to 
make the foundation of the codification ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly the more the 
man who is to codify knows of the law and its history the better he 
will be competent to discharge his duties; but it is not worth $2,000 
to purchase this compilation tor the purpose of codifying the law. If 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] and the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] will undertake to draw up a code for 
the District of Columbia I have no doubt they would draw a better 
code than the law now in existence in the District of Columbia. I 
think I can say that without being guilty of any fulsome flattery of 
the two gentlemen. 

Mr. HEARD. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky for his flat- 
tering remark—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not flatter. I am only 
just. 

Mr. HEARD. But I think it is a very doubtful compliment when 
he says that we or any other two lawyers could draw a better code. I 
believe the District of Columbia has the poorest apology for a code that 
exists on the earth to-day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And yet you think you can 
not draw a better one. 

Mr. HEARD. Yet, Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to know whatis 
understood to be the law here to-day. I believe in order to get an in- 
telligent code we ought to have a compilation of the law as it is sup- 
posed to be to-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to whether it is worth $2,000 or $1,000, that is 
a question for the House to determine. The committee have given the 
matter a good deal of attention. I submit this to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. He says our suggestion proceeds upon the hypothesis that 
Congress is incompetent to codify these laws. I say the gentleman is 
wrong. Wedo not proceed upon any such hypothesis. We do pro- 
ceed upon the hypothesis that the gentleman meets us on that these 
laws ought to be compiled and codified, that there ought to be put be- 
fore the people of the District and the country a code of laws for the 
District that can be understood. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
whether the gentleman proposes to have Congress itself codify these 
laws? Does he propose to raise a commission from the membership of 
this House to codify these laws ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What I proposed was that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, in whose intelligence I have 
great confidence, should themselves, under the instructions of the House, 
report a suitable mode of carrying out the will of the House, which, if 
this resolution is adopted, will give us a code drawn up by a commis- 
sion which shall be appointed in the mode reported by the committee. 

Mr. HEARD. NowI think I clearly understand the gentleman’s 
proposition. It is that the House in the first place shall disagree to our 
proposition to have the laws as they are supposed to exist compiled as 
the material for a codifying committee when raised. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That the House disagree with 
the proposition of the committee to have printed at the expense of the 


Government the present manuscript compilation. That is what the | 


House does, not merely by disagreeing and stopping at that point, but 
by going astep further and directing a codification, the mode of which 





shall be left to the commission; and if they choose this mode I for one | 


have no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I accept the issue as made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and I submit that it is the 
judgment of the Committee on the District of Columbia that there 
ought to be a compilation of what is supposed to be the existing law as 
a predicate for the work which he recommends. Whether the price 
named here is too great or notis a matter to be determined by the 
House, butit is the judgment of the committee that there should bea 
compilation of what are supposed to be the existing laws as a predicate 
for the work which the gentleman from Kentucky himself recommends. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is correct as far 
as it goes; but I know of nothing which is more needed than a thor- 
ough compilation and codification of the laws of the United States as 
applicable to the District of Columbia. When I came herein the early 
part of this session I had occasion to examine a question in which it 
was necessary to ascertain what were the laws appertaining to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia upon a given subject. I inquired of one or two of 
the very reputable lawyers in this District where I could find a code or 
compilation of those laws, and nowhere could they point me to it. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
it seems to me, is, however, defective in this. With regard to many 
suits now in existence, or that may hereafter be instituted, it becomes 
necessary to know, not only what is the existing code of laws apper- 
taining to the District, but also what have been the laws heretofore 
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under the various forms of government which have existed at different 
times in the cities of Washington and Georgetown and the District of 
Columbia. In such cases a codification or compilation merely of the 
future laws of the District would not of course apply. 

You want to know not merely the existing law but the former laws, 
and in order to get that knowledge a compilation of this general char- 
acter is necessary, and, as I have already said, I know of no work which 
is more imperatively demanded by the people resident in the District, 
by the Congress of the United States, and by the attorneys who prac- 
tice law in this District than such a compilation of the laws and regu- 
lations appertaining tothe District. This bill proposes to give the com- 
missioners of the District discretion, under the advice of their District 
attorney, to examine the work which has been done by the gentleman 
named in the bill, and ascertain whether it constitutes a proper com- 
pilation of these laws and regulations, and whether it is worthy of being 
purchased and published as such. The commissioners are given dis- 
cretion, under the advice of their attorney, to examine the work and pass 
upon it, and the sum of $5,000 which is named in the bill is in my 
judgment a mere bagatelle in view of the importance of this work. 

Mr. McADOO. I want to make a suggestion to the chairman of the 
committee. I have been voting against this bill, and my idea has been 
this: I have thought that we could get for about a thousand dollars a 
compilation of the laws of the District which would serve every pur- 
pose. It ought not to be difficult to get the work done. The city 
which I represent is a large city; it has a legislative history of nearly 
sixty years; our legislative sessions are annual, and the number ot 
charters and enactments with reference to the city is very great; yet 
the whole body of these charters and laws was very intelligently com- 
piled at a cost of about $500. I admit that it is necessary that there 
should be not only a compilation but a codification relating to the Dis- 
trict; but the first step is a compilation, and I suggest to the able 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia that he allow 
this bill to be recommitted, and let us have some one or two men des- 
ignated to make such a compilation as the first step. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But here is acompilation already made, which is 
to be subjected to the scrutiny of the commissioners and of the attorney 
for the District, four gentlemen who are certainly as well qualified to 
pass judgment upon it as any that we could find here. The work is 
already done. If it is satisfactorily done we may as well buyit. Of 
course, if it is not properly done we shail not buy it and shall not pay 
a cent for it. 

Mr. McADOO. It seems to me that the price is very high. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, the bill does not say that we shall pay 
$2,000; it simply says that the price shall not exceed that sum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not the gentleman know 
that when we authorize the purchase at not more than that price, it 
necessarily means that we shall pay that price? I do not myself ob- 
ject to the price. In fact, I do not know but $5,000 may be a proper 
price for the work. 

Mr.HEMPHILL. Weil, the amount has now been limited to $2,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not object to the price. 
My idea was that the compilation would rather postpone than hasten 
the codification. 

Mr.HEARD. Notatall. It is the first step toward codification. 

Mr. McADOO. The greatest code ever made in this country was 
the New York State code, by Mr. David Dudley Field and his asso- 
ciates, and I think you will find that the price which this bill proposes 
to pay for codifying the laws of this District is very much larger than 
what was paid to that distinguished lawyer for his code, which has at- 
tracted international attention. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will call 
the previous question and let us dispose of this matter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The first question is on the motion to recommit. 
Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] propose to modify 
the motion so that the expenditure shall not exceed $1,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not press that modification; that matter 
can be arranged in the committee. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions, it was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes 10, noes 31. 

The bill was then passed; there being—ayes 40, noes 12. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RECORD OF WILLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 1514) relating to 
the record of wills in the District of Columbia. This bill has been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment, in which the District 
Committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trustthe gentlemen from South Carolina will now 
permit the Public Lands Committee to go on with their bill. I think 
the gentleman ought to consent to that. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman will be patient a little while, 
I think we shall soon get through with our business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall have to raise the question of consideration. 
We are losing a great deal of time on unimportant measures. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that the amendment proposed to this bill is simply to insert a few 
words, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this is merely a formal amendment I do not ob 
ject to its being acted upon. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “‘ Columbia,” insert 
of said District.”’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

AMENDMENT OF 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up another bill which has been re- 
turned from the Senate with an amendment—the bill (H. R. 3290) to 
amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the District of Columbia rec- 
ommend non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. With the consent of the members of the com- 
mittee I withdraw the recommendation for non-concurrence and ask the 
House to concur in this amendment. 
of serving a summons, the party shall not be bound by service at his 
residence upon a person who is less than sixteen years of age. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 11, page 1, strike out “twelve” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


DISTRICT REVISED STATUTES. 


and insert “ sixteen.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up House bill No. 7647 to incorporate 


the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of 


Columbia. This bill was the unfinished business of the last District 
day. 

The SPEAKER. 
the last day when District business was under consideration, House bill 
No. 7647 was pending upon a motion made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. BAYNE], not now present, to strike out the enact- 
ing clause. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the question of consideration against this 
bill and in favor of the land bill. 

The SPEAKER, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, calls up House bill No. 
7647, to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia. On this bill the gentleman from 
Indiana raises the question of consideration, stating that he desires the 
House to consider the bill known as the public-land bill. The ques- 
tion is, Will the House now proceed to consider House bill No. 7647? 

The question was decided in the negative—ayes 15, noes 34. 

REFORM SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


ting the public-iand bill tobe calledup. Ishall have to raise the ques- 


tion of consideration against any bill which the gentleman from South | 


Carolina seeks to have considered. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Reform School for Girls of the District of Columbia. 

returned from the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this bill the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN | raises the question of consideration, for the purpose already 
indicated. 
bill ? 

The question was decided in the negative—ayes 15, noes 28. 


This bill has been 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the expression of the sentiment of the 
House, I hope my friend from South Carolina will not further press 
District business. I call up the public-land bill, which is unfinished 
business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There are a number of bills which are very im- 
portant, as the people of the District believe, to theirinterests. ‘There 
has been but little opportunity to have such business attended to. 
Later in the day, if my friend from Indiana wants to take up this bill, 
or even if he wants an evening session, J will not object. I ask the 
gentleman from Indiana how long his bill will take. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are forty-two amendments to the bill; and 
the amendments are the important matter. 

Mr. WILKINS. It will take a week. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will agree that the District busi- 
ness shall not extend beyond 2 o’clock 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to make a statement: There are 
two measures which were left in an unfinished state on the last Dis- 
trict day—one the bill to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennally- 





town Railway Company, which was reported from the Committee of 


the Whole to the House; the other the joint resolution in regard to the 
ease of Samuel Strong, which, when we adjourned, remained in Com- 


The gentleman from South Carolina, on behalf of 


I call up the bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the | 


The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider this | 
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| mittee of the Whole. 


j 
| 
| 
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“or by the late orphans’ court | 
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If we can get through those two bills, I will 
then yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They will oecupy the whole day. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, they will not. We will 
with them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Call up the first bill 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will make that proj; 
pose of the resolution in the Strong case, and then the bill in reference 
to the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let there be fifteen minutes of debate on each 
side upon the resolution in the Strong case. 


soon get through 


OSITION l aesire 


Let them be read, and let us vote upon the 


Does the gentleman agree 


| to that proposition ? 


| the Georgetown ra 


It simply provides that in case | 


The SPEAKER. 
of the gentleman from South Carolina. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. My proposition is that the debate shall be lim- 
ited on the Strong resolution to fifteen minutes on each si 


lway bill to five minutes on each side 


The Chair hears no objection to the proposition 


le, and on 


Mr. BLOUNT. Does this require Unanimous consent? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Say fifteen minutes on each side 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that it is not to run be- 
yond 2 o’clock. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 





SAMUEL STRONG. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up joint 1 (S. R. 26) te 
| bitrate and settie the questions at issue between the District of Co 


lumbia and Samuel Strong. 


The SPEAKER. That is in Committee of the Wh 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I movethe House resolve itselt tec 
of the Whole House for the purpose of proceeding to the it l 





of that resolution; and pending that motion I move that all debate be 


i 
The Chair will state that at the adjournment on | 


I hope there will now be no objection to permit- | 


limited to fifteen minutes on each side 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question of consideration can not be raised. 

The SPEAKER. It can not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The 
nto committee or not. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question which will hav: 
rhe question now pending is on limiting the debate. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to say, when this matter was unde: 
sideration two weeks ago and the hour expired within which it could 
be considered, I had the floor for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment in connection with one of the sections of the bill. If I may be 
recognized for a limited portion of the time, I have no objection to con- 
senting to the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. As the proceedings took place in committe 
Chair has no knowledge of the status of the resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. IfI may be recognized when this matter shall come 
up in the committee, I have no objection. , 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina limiting debate to fifteen minutes on either side, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Che question recurred on the motion that the 


question is as to whether the House will go 


to be voted on. 


con- 


House resolve itself 


| into Committee of the Whole 





and there were--ayes 42, noes 12, 
No quorum. 
The Chair will appoint tellers. 


If we are not } rmitted to have 


The House divided; 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SPINOLA. 


resolution, I give notice I shall object to everything else and demand 
the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this will eccupy but a half an hour I will yield, 
but if it is to occupy longer I will not. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of no 


quorum? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
for the consideration of joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and 














settle the questions atissue between the District of Columbia and Sam- 
uel Strong ; and by order of the House debate is limited to fifteen min- 
utes on either side. The resolutien will be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas for many years there has been vexatious and expensive litigation 
between the District of Columbia and Samuel St gy that is likely to continue 
for many years to come, involving « ach year additional « spense to the parties 

| concerned; and 

Whereas experience shows that matters of a int so complicated and exten 
sive consume the whole term of the court t: y the same, to the delay yther 
causes; and 

Whereas it is the duty of the Government and the interest of the citizen that 
such controversies should be ended as speedily and satisfactorily as possible 
Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the mattersin controversy,as shown by the pleadings, be- 
tween the District of Columbiaand Samuel Strong, known in the cir t court of 
the District of Columbia ascauses at law numbered 14706 and 14736, be submitted 
to the arbitration of three persons to be appointed by the President of the United 
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States, and the award of said arbitrators, or a majority of them, shall be final 
and conclusive as to the matters in issue between the parties under the plead- 
ings in said ses, Which award shall be filed in the papers of the said causes 
in the district court of the District of Columbia, and noted onthe records of said | 


court; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, should the award be 
in favor of the said Samuel Strong, to pay said award, when duly certified to him | 
by the > ehaet of said court, in the same manner that judgments against the Dis- 
trict of Colt ia are paid when rendered by the Court of Claims. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be lawful for said arbitrators to consider any competent 


evidence heret« 
were pending 
evidence taken before W 
and if, in the judgment of said arbitrators, further evidence shall be deemed 
necessary, the same may be taken by them under the rules now governing 
the taking of evidence to be used before the courts of the District of Columbia. 

Sec, 3. That before the President of the United States shall appoint the said 

ators, the said Samuel Strong shall consent in writing tothe appointment 
of the said arbitrators as provided in this joint resolution, and, further, that 
any award made by them, or a majority of them, shall be final and conclusive 
as to matter in issue between the parties to these 
be entered of record in the court in which the cases are pending, 
eertified by the ele rk of said court to the President of the 


fore courts where said causes 
ny of the referees heretofore appointed, including the 


illiam Penn Clark, Albert E. Payne, and Edward Ciark, 


taken either before any of the 
or before a 


arbitr 


and 
United States. 


Src, 4. That ti tid arbitrators in passing upon any questions of law in- 
volved in the p ile ading rs in said causes shall follow and be bound in makin; 
thelr award by any judgment or decision heretofore rendered in the saia causes, 


or either of them, by the supreme court of the District of Columbia in general 
ter: ind in stating the account between the parties shall credit the District of 


Columbia with the face value of the certificates issued. 
Si , 


i ». That the compensation of said arbitrators shall not exce 
$1,000 each, 

GROUT. Iwill yield to the gx 
S0N | to make his amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman favors the resolution and should be 
heard first. 

Mr. GROUT. I occupied considerable time 
plaining the provisions of the resolution and its purpose, which I do 
not think have in any sense been answered. Unless the gentleman has 
something to offer I am ready to take the vote now without further de- 
bate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the mo- 
tion is to report the bill back with the recommendation that the enact- 
ing clause bestricken out. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Who makes that motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is informed it was made by the gen- 
tleman from 2 ennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. GROU' Let us take the sense of the committee, then, if no- 
body wishes . be heard. But I think, Mr. Chairman, there is some 
mistake here, and that the motion to strike out the enacting clause re- 
fers to the Georgetown Railway bill and not to this joint resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont is correct. The 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Vermont in favor of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. If you will look at the Recorp you will discover, 
Mr. Chairman, that when the joint resolution was last up for consider- 
ation I had the floor explaining my amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Whatever may be said in favor of the joint resolution, 
perhaps, had better be said now. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I said that if there was nothing to be urged 
against the bill, the friends of it are ready to take the sense of the 
House at any time. So we are now, and I call for a vote upon the 
pending proposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘This resolution, Mr. Chairman, in substance pro- 
poses a reference of all questions in dispute between Samuel Strong 





yntleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 


and the District of Columbia to a board of arbitrators to consist of 


three members to be appointed by the President of the United States, 
whose decision, as to the amount found to be due Mr. Strong, shall 
be conclusive, and shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States upon the certificate of the board thus organized. As appears 
by the report submitted by the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
this controversy grows out of the performance of certain work by Mr. 
Strong for the District of Columbia in years past, for which a large 
amount is claimed to be yet due the beneficiary of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this matter has been pending in the courts for many 
years, and the principal argument presented by the friends of the bill 
to the House in favor of the adoption of this course of procedure, which 
two weeks ago I characterized as being one of the most extraordinary 
character, is the fact that this account is old, that the litigation has 
been long protracted, and that it is a desirable thing that there should 
be an end to litigation; and as these proceedings will bring the matter 
to a summary end, that therefore the resolution now before the House 
ought to pass. 

In the litigation which has already taken place in years past it ap- 
pears from the report of the committee that the first findings by a 
judicial tribunal in favor of plaintiff was for $15,413, which was the 
finding of a judge, for it was a chancery proceeding. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is mistaken there. 
amount found due to a subcontractor from Strong. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘That was the first finding in the courts. Again, on 
the 3d day of June, 1878, it appears that there was a finding by an au- 
ditor, appointed in conformity to law under the District, in favor of 
the plaintiff of $32,958. 

That finding was set aside. 


That was the 


Then, again, there was a jury called in 


| for this reason: 


causes, which consent shall | 
shall be | 


| the benefit of that discount. 


the other day in ex- | 


a 


| the same case, and a verdict rendered by the jury for $133,000 in favor 


of the plaintiff. That verdict was subsequently set aside, it being held 
by the judge, as I glean from the report, that there was no authority 
of law for the incurrence of the indebtedness upon which the suit was 
‘uted; and that finding was subsequently reversed by the next 
court, being the supreme court of the Districtof Columbia. By agree- 


7 af 
pros 


| ment of the parties, later on, there was a reference of the whole ques- 
| tion of dispute 


to a hoard of arbitration, and an award by that board 
of $23 which was made in 1883. The legal questions involved 
in the case were presented, and the award was also set aside, it being 
held by the supreme court of the District that one item in connection 
with the award allowed tothe plaintiffought not to have been allowed 
that it was made up of an allowance to him of the dis- 
count he had suffered in disposing of certain certificates of indebted- 
ness which had been received by him from the District on account of 
the work; and the board of arbitrators allowed him in this settlement 
The supreme court of the District held, 
however, that he was not entitled to it. 

That is only essential, in my view of the case and the position I shall 
take in reference to it, to show that there have been wide ranges of 


1,792 


| individual opinions as to the amount to be obtained from the District 
ed the sum of | 


for the work done, ranging from $15,000 in the first amount awarded 


| to $234,000 in another award. 


Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is mistaken about the $15,000 award. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well; the next award, $32,956. There is this 
wide range of opinion as to the amount due. 

Now, 1 have no objection; indeed, I am in favor of the submission of 
this claim to a board of arbitrators. It is evident from an inspection 
of this report that the amount involved necessitates an inquiry into a 
great volume of small transactions, matters of computation, matters of 
account, work done, and the different prices to be paid for the work when 
performed, and it is especially that kind of a situation or dispute be- 
tween parties that demands a reference to a board of arbitrators and 
that such a board is especially adapted to consider. 

But I am opposed in this case, as in every other case where the Gov- 
ernment is interested, to provide first for a board of arbitration, to be 
composed of citizens of this District, to adjust a matter between the 
Government on the one side and an individual on the other, and say 
that Congress shall then step in to declare that whatever they determine 
shall be a finality in the matter, and particularly where the matter in- 
volved is a quarter of a million of dollars, because of the point made by 
the plaintiff that litigation has been delayed because of vexatious, not 
to say malicious, action on the part of the law officers of the District, 
for it has been so asserted on the other side. I shall propose at the 
proper time to amend the bill to provide that the arbitration may be 
had; and instead of the provision of the bill that the award of the arbi- 
trators shall be final, that the award when made shall be entered as a 
judgment in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and from 
that decision an appeal may be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as in other cases, by either party, and that the appeal shall 
not be prosecuted by the District of Columbia unless it shall be ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General of the United States. 

That is a protection against any case of an award which is extor- 
tionate, or to an amount that ought not to be allowed, and at the 
same time it protects the plaintiff in the case from any claim that his 
rights will either be retarded or frittered away by reason of any per- 
sonal feeling on the part of the officers of the District which may have 
grown out of this vexatious litigation. No rights can be lost to him, 
the rights of the Government can be preserved, and it seems to me it 
will be a concession to the plaintiff that his friends ought to be per- 
fectly satisfied with. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I move that the words 
in section 3, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and which are under- 
scored, be stricken out, and in lieu thereof the amendment be inserted, 
which I also send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to insert, in the fourth line, after the word “ 
ing out all the balance of the section, the following: 

“And the award of the arbitration shall be entered as a judgment in the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia,and an appeal shall be allowed to the 
Supreme Court of the United States by either party, as in other cases, but shall 


not be taken by the District unless approved by the Attorney- -General of the 
United States.” 


resolution,’’ strik- 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this amendment in substance was care- 
fully considered by the committee, that is, the question of giving the 
right of appeal from the decision of these arbitrators. Upon full con- 
sideration of the matter the committee at last decided that it was best, 
under all the circumstances of the case as it see ned to them, not to 
make this provision. It may seem differently to the House, although 
the House can not understand this matter in its fullness in a talk of 
fifteen minutes or three times as long, for it took seventy-nine days to 
hear the case before a jury. 

It seemed to the committee the best course to have a board of arbi- 
trators, appointed by the President, to hear and decide upon this con- 
troversy and have an end of the whole business. This decision was 
reached not because the courts do not ordinarily offer an ample source 
of relief for parties litigant, but because this case has been so long in 
court and is so involved and complicated in its character, involving so 
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many questions of law and fact [It shoul 


questions oi law have airea been d rmined by the supreme co 


of the District, to which the case has been four times on appé ul; on 
o ; — 














from the $32,000 rm poken of by the ge eman irom il oO 
which was re vain m a verdict of a jury o 53, 000 dr 
versed upon the ) that there was an understanding by w 
ise V to ha i nued, a ‘ t fou it the ti 
tried 
\ j \ > the l or been ta i 

the jury by the presiding judge after seventy-nine days o1 

jury not being allowed to find the sum due at all, upon 
that there was no appropriation at the time the board of publ 
entered into these contracts, and hence the contracts were 

\fter that case had been on trial se y-nine days, the Distri 
vers were able to get that ruling ( rt and the « V 
from the jury and went to the sup1 court of the District \g 
the court below was reversed. ‘The supreme court of the Dis t 
t! would not answer: while it mi be true there was no 
propriation and so, so far as the law w oncerned which auth 
the board of public works to act, it might not be valid, yet Congress 
subsequent legislation had va ted these contracts and the work 
been performed and ne a Li yr, and ther that objec 
ought not to obta he « back and was then sent to t 
releree 


| have here their report, runnin; 





the facts, 





Chairman; their report simply of 


found two hundred and odd thousand dollars due tothe plaintiff. N 














[ ask the attention of the House to Lam about tos Tha 
went to the supreme court and was reversed. ‘The contract, in t 
first } e, was that Mr. Strong was to have his pay in lawful 
but r he wrked for a tin called for and e W 
mon in the treasury. So he informed the board of pi W 
» must withdraw his men; that he could not work, for he 
ans. it was then arranged, not that i sho p 
‘ ey would iss I t i he<« 
we as collateral with his « 1 to raise mo 
prosecute the worl H that rat th ban 
don the job he would go a iwemen He re 
ceived the ( t S « them up as collat i 
curit 
The District treasury was bankrupt. There were no funds availa 
to meet the certificates. The result was that these certificates had t 


2 disposed of at less than 50 cents on the dollar; some forty-odd cent 
1 the dollar. This bankrupted Mr. Strong. Now he claims that 
never agreed to take the certificates in payment. He only took thei 
3 an accommodation arrangement to help him raise money on 
iotes, with the expectation that with the money he could go forwa 


with the work, and in due time the District would pay as they had 


agreed to pay for his work. The whole matter became involved. M1 
Strong went into bankruptcy. He finally brought forward a « 


ially the S] 


extra work that was done for laying certain sewers, espec 
‘ 
at Mat 





Run sewer, making itmuchlonger. There were a gre chang 
in almost all the sewers he constructed, forming a basis for a charg 
for extra work He brought suits against the District, making clai 
of course when he brought the suits that he should be allowed the 
lifference between the certificates and good money of the United 
Hales 


It was finally decided by the District court that Mr. Strong, havin 
taken these certificates and put them up, he was bound by that acti 
and so must be the loser. Now, that was allowed by those three re 
erees, and it entered into almost every item throughout the whole a 
count; but the supreme court have reversed that decision, and Mr. 
Strong, for the sake of having an end of the matter, has agreed, as gen- 
tlemen will see by consulting the report, to waive ali claim on that 

ore, and this joint resolution provides that all law already established 
by the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall be accepted by 
arbitrators in finding their result. Now, the reasons why it seemed to 
the committee wise, and fair, and honest, and equitable, and proper in 
every way to let this old man have a conclusion of the controversy in 
this way is because he has been kept dancing attendance upon the courts 
of this District for fifteen years, and every time they have got the judg 
ment of men as to what he was entitled to a large balance has be: 
found duetohim. But counsel, ingenious in conducting defenses, h 
raised all manner of questions, and it is a fact that in one of the | 
bills of exception there were between forty and fifty exceptions. 

It seemed to the committee fair that this old man, who is now s« 
enty-nine years of age and who is broken down and ruined by th 
ure of the District to keep its contract with him—it seemed, I say 
fair that having now waived his claim to that item, and a r 
for this extra work, he should have whatever little pittance there 1 
pon by a board of arbitrators to bi 
dent, and have an end to the matter. 

These are the reasons why the committee recommend the b 
othergentlemen wish tospeak upon the question, this perhaps is all tl 
time Lought to occupy, and I yield now to the gent! U 
[Mr. Payson], reserving the balance of my time. 
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have been allowed, although all other contractors had been paid in cer- 
tificates representing only 50 cents on the dollar of their indebtedness. 
This resolution provides that Mr. Strong, under this arbitration, shall 
take those certificates at their face value. 

Here is aman who did his work faithfully under a contract; who 
fulfilled his contract to the very letter, as could be shown by reference 
to the facts if my time allowed. This joint resolution is recommended 
by the chief justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
who says: 

In every point of view, it seems to me economical, just, and desirable to have 
a reference of the cause to some competent referee or referees. 

This is the language of a letter of Hon. William M. Merrick, chief- 
justice of the supreme court of this District. 

| appeal to gentlemen of the House not to adopt the amendment 
which has been offered. This man has been struggling during fourteen 
years to obtain his rights; he has won his suit every time it has gone 
to trial, and would have obtained justice through the courts if he had 
not been set back by technicalities. He has had to contend with what 
appears to have been a piece of malicious persecution on the part of an 
otlicer ofthe District. The District has had the advantage of this man’s 
labor; it is now enjoying the benefits of the work he performed in carry- 
ing out his contracts. The improvementsin this city which have done 


so much to beautify and ornament it and in which every man here | 


claims to feel pride, are due ina large degree to the labors of Mr. 
Strong. 

If I had more time for the presentation of this case, I think I could 
put it before the House in such a way that there would not be a dis- 
senting voice upon the passage of this joint resolution. 

In regard to the selection of the arbitrators, that is left entirely to 
the opponents of Mr. Strong. The District of Columbia, through the 
President of the United States, will select three disinterested, honor- 
able men, who are to make the decision. Mr. Strong will have noth- 
ing to do with the selection, but will be bound by their decision, what- 
ever it may be. Something is due him beyond all question; and that 
something, whether $1 or $25, or $50,000, this old man ought to have 
paid tohim. He did his work for the District faithfully as an honor- 
able, honest man. He is to-day a bankrupt, and will die in the poor- 
house unless he gets some relief at the hands of the representatives of 
the people. I appeal to the humanity and justice of every man here 
not to adopt this amendment, because it will tie up the proceedings to 
such an extent as practically to defeat the securing of this old man’s 
just rights. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by the order of the House for 
debate on this question has expired. The question is first on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 28; noes 20. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum; let us have tellers. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ayes 28, noes 20. The gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. REED] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SprnoLa] make 
the point of no quorum. 


NOMINATION OF HARRISON. 


Mr. PAYSON. Let the dispatch be read which I send up to the 
’Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection it will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Western Union Telegraph Company bulletin.] 

Harrison nominated, 

[Loud applause on the Republican side and waving of handkerchiefs 
and flags. ] 

SAMUEL STRONG. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum having been made, the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINoLA] as tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I think if we can have the vote taken over again 
there will be no necessity for having tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, by unanimous consent 
the present proceeding will be dispensed with, and the amendment 
and pending section of the joint resolution will be read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

The question recurred on Mr. PAYSON’S amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the committee rise and report the 
joint resolution back to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had, according to order, had under consideration joint resolution 
(S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at issue between the 
District of Columbia and Samuel Strong, and had directed him to re- 
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port the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the 
Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
South Carolina to the fact that the pending motion is to strike out 
the enacting clause, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE], not now in his seat, and acting on the principle which has 
controlled us heretofore,I hope the bill will not be taken up in his ab- 
sence, but that we will allow it to go over; otherwise I must raise the 
question of consideration on it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I amsure I would not do anything which would 
interfere with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] in the 
discharge of his duties touching the interests of his own constituents, 
but it is not a bill concerning him or his constituents, but it is a bill 
in which he can take no specialinterest. Ifit were, 1 would of course 
not ask the House to consider it. I think it is hardly fair that the 
people who are interested in a bill should be compelled to stand over 
because the gentleman is not present. I therefore prefer the House 
should pass upon it. 

I should state when the bill was up before one ground of complaint 
was that there was no petition presented in favor of it. I have a pe- 
tition signed by 234 persons living along this route. I have also a let- 
ter 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the question debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. The question is, Will the 
House now proceed to the consideration of the bill ? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 41. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to take up the land bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman from Indiana will allow this 
railroad bill to go through, it will be the end of the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for to-day. I do not see why I should give up every- 
thing while he gives up nothing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has now taken up nearly the whole 
day with this business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. ‘The people of the District of Columbia are enti- 
tled to some consideration. Is the gentleman from Indiana willing to 
allow ten minutes on each side? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well then; say ten minutes on each side. I 
agree if the debate on this bill shall not go beyond ten minutes. After 
that let the vote be taken, and let it be passed or rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iagree to that. 

TheSPEAKER. The House has determined not to consider it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to take the vote over again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if my friend will allow the homestead bill 
to be called up—— 

Mr. ATKINSON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. REED. What was the proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to consider the bill, and proceed to its con- 
sideration with an understanding between the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and the gentleman from South Carolina that there would be not 
exceeding ten minutes’ debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will reconsider the vote. 

Mr. REED. What is the vote upon? 

The SPEAKER. The Tennallytown railroad bill. 

Is there further objection to the request to reconsider the vote and 
consider the bill? 

There was no objection. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Underthe agreement the general debate is to be 
limited to five minutes on each side. 

I desire to state, gentlemen, that when this bill was up for consider- 
ation the other day objection was made on the part of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that it was not demanded by people 
living along the line; and that the real estate through which the road 
passed, and which would be benefited by its construction, was owned 
by a syndicate in the northwestern part of the city who were the only 
people who would be benefited by the bill. I have taken some occa- 














erent ots occupied or owned t 


his road, and I am prepared to 


sion to investigate the map showing 
by people along the proposed route « 
say that the statement of the gentleman from Pernsylvania was an en- 








tire misapprehension. I am prepared to say that the map of the Dis l 
trict in that locality is cut upinto a large number of lots, and they aré 

owned by a very large number of different people. } M 
Some gentleman, whom [ do not know, but he lives out in that part i 

of the city, sent me the other day through one of the doorkeepers a p« M 
ition signed by two hundred and thirty-four persons living along the | | 

line of the road, asking the House of Representatives to pass the bill. | ing t 
Chey, as I am informed, have no pecuniary interest whatever in the 

road itself, but simply desire to have some convenience to go from theit 

homes into the city and back to their homes whenever it is necessary entle 
x them todo so. At present there is no such facility. I have inj I 

addition to that a letter addressed to me and signed by General Drum, | 
who lives in that part of the city, and who says that he has noticed t 


debate upon the subject, and that it was an entire mistake to state that 














he and other people living out there, and who may not be able to keep Inse 
private conveyances, were not interested in and anxious for the pass — 
of the bill. On the contrary, he says that they are interested, and t! 

letter and this petition I think are complete answers to the statement AT, 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE] upon such in- 1 
formation as he had at the time. It is simply estion now as to MT 
vhether or not this railroad, which will pass thr h a certain portion af 
of this District, and which will lead from the city to a town of about r , 
seven or eight hundred inhabitants on the edge of the District, shall be | , on 
constructed; but whether it shall be constructed or not I do not believe | ..., 
that there is any reason whatever for refusing to grant this right of way. M 
There is not a single protest or objection on the part of anybody in the Ch 
District of Columbia along the line of the road or elsewhere against the par 


f bill. ar. 
I ask a vote, unless some gentleman wants to be heard further upon it. 





The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to strike out the | ~ yy, 


enacting clause. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, there being on a division—ayes 56, noes 8. - 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa MT 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REFORM SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have agreed to yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina one minute longer to ask concurrence in Senate amendments 
to a House bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Under that agreement I call up House bill 1361, 





to incorporate the reform school for girls of the District of Columbia, N 
simply to ask concurrence in certain Senate amendments. sme aa’ <b tee 
The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. F -— 
1. ‘ Say The amendment was rejected 
rhe Clerk read as follows: ta a 
: way ee . Sea Dani . : s l Clerk reported the next al 
Page 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” insert ‘‘ subject to the approval of 
the commissioners thereof.”’ Ke >» words “‘or who h 
Page 1, lines 14 and 15, strike out “‘ District of Columbia”’ and insert “ United is ju 1 by the nati g 
States.”’ 17, pag id lines 8 i I 
d The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole; but if Mr. PAYSON. Th a 
Fs there be no objection, the committee willbe discharged, and the ques- The SPEAKER p yore (Mr. 
tion will be taken in the House. that that amendment 3; voted d 
e here was no objection. Mr. PAYSON. It is the same 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to concur in the Senate amendments The SPEAKER pro tenip 
3 The motion was agreed to. amendments pending to the 
: Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- | of, and the Chair desires to ask v 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the mo- | tleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLma 


tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the unfinished busi- | Mich 
ness, being the bill (H. R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public | t] 

lands adapted to agriculture, to protect the forests of the public do- rhe 


main, and for other purposes. adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. 


By Mr. Payson: 
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¢ ; The SPEAKER pro tempore 
: _At the end of section 3 add, “but no patent shall issue except to a citizen of | ments that have been adopted 
P the United States. : 
By Mr. NELSON: Chere was no objec tion. 
Add to the amendment offered by Mr. Payson, the words ‘‘or when he has The amendments were read 
declared his intention to become such.’’ . : 
; Mr. MchAE. I desire to call attention to the fact that there are | m 'N f 
several other amendments to that section that ought to be considered a : 
y first, and may make the consideration of the present amendment un- | ysbie mineral depos 
3 necessary. In the sam¢ 
F: The SPEAKER. The Clerk has reported the amendments in the | Wor? “® 
H order in which they were offered. If there be no objection, the Clerk The SPEAKER pro 
4 will report the amendments in the order in which they will appear in | are the amendments t! é 
the bill. | is another amendment pend 
Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent that that may be done as | from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
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The ame nen read, as foll (for the statement of the matter carries with it all the argument neces- 
Af United States.” i idd the words “including No | sary), that the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas to strike out 
Man's Land itral strip lying imm ately south of Western Kan the provision allowing a partnership or association to acquire these 
ath - x ” t will be aaa alls mining interests ought not to be adopt: d. I hope it will not prevail. 
. - _4 ' , nent ado] ' Mr. WEAVER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
! cHion that that 1s unnecessary. ie Iilinois [Mr. PAYSON] to page 5 of the list of amendments. He will 
‘ rO ot a tes A ane - cee : _ we. 4 find there an amendment offered by the gentleman from Wiscon in 
ee E ms wititiawsa OF % sentieman irom 4 {Mr. Smiru] which ought to be considered in connection with this 
| Mr. PETE! Soe Sih ; sh propo n—at least this amendment ought to be adopted or rejected 
; : . Ls prot if ther ay Oo ‘ th with reference to that amendment, which is yet to be voted upon—an 
mel 1D ‘ 1araWI L the ¢ L re} amendment which, if adopted, will nullify this section altogether. 
n aera . a ; ; Ch question being taken on the ame1 nt of Mr. ANDERSON, o! 
ir, HOLM r. Sy r, t \ two amendments o Kansas, there were—ayes 6, noes 14 
by the g ua I Pha [Mr 0 trike ou J Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It! Mr. Chairman, there ought 
] > and Lo L cer ny in lines 12 and 13. to be a quorum on t! is question. 
The SPE. Che Clerk will read the amendment: Mr. HOLMA I submit to the gentleman that this amendment is 
Phe Clerk read A010 of no practical importance; the result is exactly the same whether the 
oe? ; ar. ANDERS K as, fo amend 1 m3 grant be made to twoor three persons individually or as an association. 
ou rt y i ‘ i I 4 i Ait tin i ) ' ; e . 
‘tts haeehy rencaled 7 Che gentleman’s other amendment is an important one, and I hope it 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan I think the amendment to which the | W!! be adopted. ee ir 
ger ian from Ind | Mr. HOLMAN | refers one which vy Mr. ANDERS( IN, of K insas. I will not insist on a quorum. 
fered earlier than that. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment in Phe CHAIRMAN, The amendment is rejected. 
lines 6 and 7, The second branch of the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 
I Clerk read as follows was read as follows: 
\ dt n lines 6 and 7 of section 3 the words “ or any a In lines 12 and 13 of tion 3 str out tl rds OF 6) acres to h 
ti rall a) las abov and in lines 12 and 13 of ciation. 
3 st 0 0 acres to such association.” Mr. HOLMAN, I submit that the words struck out should be 
Ir. HOLMA? I h to say to the gentleman from Kans { imply ‘‘three hundred and twenty acres to such,’’ making the lan- 


11 consideration of the matter the Committee on Pub 


think that tl 


he words included in the last amendment, ‘‘ or 
20) es to h association,’’ ought to stand. The entry is limited to 
160 re . 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, for a person; but what objec 


in making any provision in this bill for an association ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. What is the objection to it? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Simply because we ought to profit by 


the experience of Pennsylvania, where the coal lands have gone out ot 
the hands of individuals and into the hands of large corporations or as- 
01 tion 

PAYSON. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Kansas 
whether he is insisting upon this amendment. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 
Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then I shall be glad to hear his reasons. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Because, in making provision in the 
land laws for an individual, a person, you goas far as. I think you 
ought to go. The public domain was not intended, in my opinion, to 


be given a 
that associations may be formed and may take these lands. 
the gentleman has looked carefully into the condition of the Eastern 
coal fields he has found that the great difficulty to-day is in the fact 
that associations control the whole of them. There are three or four 
railroad companies which to-day absolutely control the whole anthra- 
cite coal region. That being the case, when you are making provision 
for the disposition of that portion of the public domain which still re- 
mainsin the control of the Government, and all of which isin the West, 
ican not see why it is necessary for us to make any provision by which 
associations shall be recognized and by which these coal lands shall be 
given to them. 
Mr. PAYSON, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
ciation about it far as I am 
enough, 
PAYSON, 
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iney i 


are not given; they are sol 
Well, sold. I do not want any asso- 


concerned. We have had ‘trusts’ 


7 
i. 
SO 


I do not desire to consume the timeof the committee, 


way except to persons, to individuals; but itis provided here | 
Now, if 


b t seems to me that the amendment of the gentleman ought not to 
prevail. Briefly stated, the proposition is this: The bill proposes to 
dispose of coal and iron lands for so much money per acre, and it pro- 
poses to sell lands in quantities not exceeding 160 acres to an individual, 
or not exceeding 320 acres to an association, either a partnership or a 
matter of practical experience in reference to mining in the | 
We { without saying that such business is always carried on 


n of capital; it is never, so far as I know, an individual 
lake my own State, or take the iron region of Michigan, 
or any part of the West where these mining operations are carried on. 


enterprise. 





ge read: 
association,’’ ¢ 
ke the concluding la 
of the section. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ka 
section is a humbug. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amendment so as to strike 
out simply the words ‘‘three hundred and twenty acres to such.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment as amended was adopted. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. LIND) was read, as follows: 

Add to section 3 the following: 

** Provided, however, That Congress shall always have and does hereby reserve 
the power to regulate, by laws general in their provisions, the management and 
onduct of the business of mining coal on any of the lands entered in this act 
ind also the right to prevent any person or corporation engaged in operating 
or mining on such lands from charging an unreasonable price for the produc- 

tion thereof.”’ 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was 
read, as follows: 

Amend section 3 by striking out all after the words “‘T 
2, and insert the words ‘‘is hereby repealed.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
take about that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; the effect of this amendment 
will be to make the beginning of section 3 read: ‘‘That section 2347 ot 
the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed,’’ striking out the words ‘‘be 
amended so as to read as follows.’’ This will of course annul this sec- 
tion altogether instead of amending it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman tell us the substance of section 
2347? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I suppose it to be quoted in that por- 
tion of the bill embraced between lines 4 and 14, on page 2. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why does the gentleman want that repealed? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. For the simple reason that I do not 
want to give the lands to these associations. 

Mr. PAYSON. What would the gentleman do with these coal and 
iron lands, if he would not sell them ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the Government keep them. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that makes a straight issue. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Certainly. This thing of being so 
intensely liberal to associations in giving to them the complete contro! 
of the coal and iron lands now remaining as a part of the public do- 
main is to my mind a mistake; and this amendment raises the who! 


corners 
peu 


eding 160 acres to such individual, person, or 
te. This modification seems to be necessary in order to 
m iguage harmonize with the preceding portion 


I think the preceding portion of the 





Tnited States,’’ in line 


There is some mis- 


| question as to whether we want to do that or not. 


They require the outlay of such an amount of capital that for this rea- 
on, as well as for convenience in other respects, partnerships and as- 
ions of capital are formed for the purpose of developing coal and 
iron mines. And I know of no reason why the Congress of the United 
uld say that it will sell 160 acres of coal land to me individ- 
uaily for the purpose of development, but will not sell to a pariner- 
ship composed of the gentleman from Kansas and myself. There is no 
J ich distinction. There is nothing in this matter involving | 
the question of monopoly or anti-monopoly; it is simply a business 
proposition. The coal and the iron, as they lie undeveloped, are ab- 
olutely valueless; their value consists only in their availability when 
worked, It seems to me, therefore, without going into an argument 


For my part, Mr. Chairman, I believe it is the true policy of the 


| Government in reference to these mineral lands to dispose of them 
| with great slowness if at all. 
| better condition in reference to them. 


Then in the future we will be in a far 
That is the point in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I believe the amendment I offered to 
section 2, which will be found on page 5 of the amendments to the 
bill, will cover the whole question. We ought to refer back and settle 
that question before we proceed any further. If we adopt that or the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan it will settle the 


| whole question so far as coal lands are concerned. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. These 


Really the 


I hope that will be done. 


amendments have been passed over for the time being. 
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where this Congress can get any such power if it undertakes to exer- 
cise that right? 

Mr. WEAVER. Congress has the right to dispose of all the prop- 
erty that belongs to the United States. If the United States retains 
the title to this coal it will be Government property, and therefore the 
Government can control it. There is no constitutional provision in 
the way that I can see. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My sympathy is entirely with the gentleman from 
Iowa, but I object to his criticisms of this particular measure. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not offer it as a criticism at all. It is simply 
a matter of correct policy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The law has been as is proposed by this bill for a 
great many years, except in one respect. The general law provides 
now that coal lands may be disposed of in quantities of not exceeding 
360 acres to any association of persons at $20 an acre for land within 
15 miles of a railroad and $10 an acre where situated further from a 
railroad than 10 miles. 
once to establish one price, and therefore fixed upon $10, and so recom- 
mend. As we understand the proposition now pending, the Govern- 
ment can not well retain the title of the land. ‘There are embarrass- 
ments in the way. Z 
gestion that in some form or other the Government should seek to ob- 
tain control. i submit that if the land is sold subject to an express 
condition, that condition will not be affected by the fact that the land 
ultimately comes to be in a State rather than a Territory. 


ernment retains an express right and controliing power in the entire | 


property, in the coal mine itself. I therefore ventured to draw up a 
proposition upon this subject, although I must say Iam not satisfied 
with anything I have seen. It is, I think, quite a mild proposition, 


ment. 
all did. 
fice as coal lands, and are ultimately found valueless for any purpose. 
This is the case in the State of Alabama, in the State of Arkansas, per- 
haps other States in the South, and to a very large extent in the West. 

‘The lands are not really coal lands. They are valuable only for ag- 
riculture. There the Government ought not be embarrassed nor the 
citizen embarrassed by a complicated state of title resulting from a 
Government reservation. So I venture to suggest the amendment 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I felt embarrassed by another fact, and I think the committee 


It is proposed to amend the amendment by inserting: 

‘Provided, however, Asto coal lands hereafter sold, Congress reserves the right 
to regulate by general laws the business of mining the coal deposits therein; 
also to prohibit the consolidation of the interests of coal lands and the owner- 
ship therein in trusts or otherwise beyond the original entry thereof by any per- 
BO! authorized by this act, and to control and regulate the disposition of the 
product of any coal mine on any such land and prohibit unreasonable charges 
for the same.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. While that proposition permits the sale of theland 
it simply seeks to retain Government contro] overthe mineral deposits. 

Mr. WEAVER. It seeks to do what it can not do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. WEAVER. Because you pass the fee-simpleof theland. After 
that is done the coal belongs to the individual,and you can not retain 
it. You have got to retain the title in the property in order to get 
jurisdiction. The jurisdiction can not be severed from the ownership 
of the property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the criticism of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] is not exactly correct. I can not see why the Federal 
Government can not sell the land, reserving a property interest in this 
way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 

Mr. WEAVER, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
vested in the Government. 
in the property. 


Mineral rights. 

Certainly; just as any individual may do. 

That does not reserve the right of property. 

The power of regulation and control in this case is 
It is a retention of the property interest 


Of course this legislation is admissible in a Territory and 
The Government retains the power of 


Territory. 
I think it is also in a State. 
control. 

It seems to me this would be far better than for the Government to 
euter into the business of leasing coal lands. Our Government has too 
much upon its hands to look after, and should not go into a business 
so remote from the legitimate objects of Government. I would be 
glad to see such control retained as thatthe Government could prevent 
monopoly, and secure the coal to the people at a fair and reasonable 
price. 1 think the amendment I offer will accomplish that result. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to say in reply to the gentleman that I did 
notin the remark which I made awhile ago mean any unfriendly criti- 
cism of the bill, The general object of the bill is perfectly humane 
and patriotic. But it was the particular featare of the bill of which I 
was speaking. 

Now, with due respect to the gentlemen, I think the amendment just 
offered will probably be of doubtful force and effect. Ican not conceive 
how the Government can part with the fee-simple title, with all the 


The committee thought it was just as well at | 


Yet all must admit there is great force in the sug- 


The Gov- | 


It does not seem to be a matter of any consequence | 
as to the difference between the powers of a State and the powers ofa | 
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property interest that it has in these lands, and still retain the right 


| to legislate with regard to how the purchaser shall dispose of the land 


which he has purchased and paid for. But, on the other hand, there 


| can be no doubt about the effect of the amendment offered by the gen- 


| 





Some of these lands are reported on returns to the Land Of- | 


tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Smrru], which I will now read: 


Provided, however, That all deposits of coal or iron on the lands of the United 
States are hereby reserved to the United States and no future grant or patent 
from the United States shall be held to include such deposits: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall prevent the owner of any land acquired subject 


| to the exceptions and reservations of this section from using such deposits for 


his own private use: And provided further, That neither the right of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to control and regulate the use and disposition of 
such deposits and working thereof, nor the right of said Government to ente: 
upon the lands containing such deposits, either by its officers, agents, or lessees, 
shall ever be questioned, and the provisions of this section shall be expressed in 
all grants and patents for lands hereafter disposed of by the United States. 


It seems to me, sir, thatis broad, humane, and most unobjectionable. 
Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, I have a sincere desire to see this 
bill become a law. I believe that this land law in its general modifi- 


| cation as presented by the Committee on Public Lands is surpassed in 


merit by very few measures that have been presented to Congress, and 
while that is true of the bill as a whole, this proposition to reserve the 
coal which underlies so much of this land in the West, is an exceed- 
ingly important one. For nearly twenty years of my life I have been 
the land agent of the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad Company. A 
few years ago they withdrew all their land contracts and patents and 
inserted just the provision which we are seeking tohave ingrafted into 
this bill. They are reserving the ownership not merely of the coal, 
but of all mineral that underlies their lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the Northern Pacific Railroad Company is do- 


| ing the same thing. 
which does not propose to retain the title of the land in the Govern- | 


Mr. MANSUR. Yes, and we know that that reservation holds in 
law. We know that you can deed lands and make a reservation of 
anything that lies underneath. These lands are not sold to-day for 
the value of the coal that underlies them. It is discovered later. It 
makes the purchase of lands a perfect lottery, and there is no reason 
why the man who merely discovers the coal or other mineral should 
have that which is worth ten times more than the land cost him orig- 
inally, or even than it is worth with all his improvements at the time 
of the discovery. We understand from general newspaper reports that 
so far as commercial purposes are concerned the supply of timber in 
this country will soon be exhausted. 

Fire-wood is already very costly in the neighborhood of cities, and, 
besides that, it is bulky. We know, also, what quantities of coal are 
being mined everywhere for the use of people who are located in a cold 
and inhospitable climate. Great discoveries of coal are being made all 
through the West. I understand that extensive discoveries have been 
made in the Indian Territory and in Colorado and elsewhere in the 
West. It is said that the Rocky Mountains are underlaid with it, and 
if that coal supply can be reserved and kept under the control of the 
Government it will be a great advantage to the people at large. If at 
any time coal mines are discovered and opened on these lands, and the 
parties who are working them do not seek to make a monopoly of them, 
but sell the coal at reasonable rates, the probability is that there will 


| not be any attempt to interfere with their operations; but, inasmuch 


as no laches can ever be attributed to the Government, whenever such 


| parties attempt to take advantage of the people, whenever an effort is 





discovered on the part of those who have the usufruct of the land to 
monopolize this product and charge extortionate prices for it, then the 
Government can step in and put a stop to such proceedings. 

The question of fuei and of fuel supply is a very important one, not 
only for the people generally for their domestic uses, but also for all 
the great manufacturing enterprises of the country, and I do believe 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SmirH] is 
one which we ought to adopt because it is in line with the precedents 
set by these great corporations, and they would not introduce such a 
provision into their land patents unless they knew that it would hold 
water. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the 
reservation which is inserted by the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in its deeds when it sells land. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And also reserving and excepting from said described premises so much and 
such parts thereof as are or may be mineral lands, or containing coal oriron, and 
also the use and the right and title to the use of such surface ground as may be 
necessary for mining operations, and the right of access to such reserved and 
excepted mineral lands, including lands containing coal or iron, f .c the purpose 
of exploring, developing, and working the same. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the provision just read is 
inserted by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in every grant of 
land which it makes; it excepts and reserves from such grants all min- 
eral lands, including lands containing coal or iron. 

Mr. WEAVER. Those are lands which the company obtained from 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Exactly. Now, Mr. Speaker, many 
things have been stated proand con in reference to the amendment which 
I have offered. I will only say I have offered it in good faith. We 
know that every manufacturer in the United Siates is dependent upon 
fuel for his motive power; and I believe we have a constitutional right 
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to reserve these great resources of nature for the people of the whole I i y can find it at a fair price 
country. If a full and honest vote of the people of the United States | country dd. That is the! vY tion to the 
were taken upon this question, I believe a proposition of this kind would ! i 
be carried by such a majority as would astonish members of this House; 
and we would not hesitate a moment about adopting such a provision 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, we know from experience that it 
requires a combination between the railroad companies and the owners 
of coal lands to enforce a monopoly of the fuel supply of the country. 
Such provisions as that inserted in the deeds given by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company show that the transportation companies are 
sensible that in order to exercise a monopoly over the fuel supply it is 
necessary that provisions of this kind be inserted in their contracts. 

Now, as a protection for the public at large against the exactions of 
these monopolies sought to be consummated by the combination of rail 
road companies and coal companies, it is but natural and reasonable 
that the Government should step in and when giving the privilege of 
cultivating the surface of the public lands should reserve the minerals 
below the surface. 

The Government reserves to itself the privilege of mining the pre- 
cious metals—gold and silver—so that there can be no monopoly in 
this respect. Why not extend a similar reservation to the fuelsupply, 
the material which produces the motive power of the country, which 
warms and comforts the people, which is one of the absolute necessaries 
of life? Why is it not the highest wisdom to prevent these overshad- 
owing monopolies from gaining the absolute control of the fuel supply 
is they have of the transportation facilities of the country? 

I do not say anything as to the particular form of the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Smir#H], or as to the form 
of the provision submitted by the chairman of this committee; but 
these propositions involve a vital principle essential to the interests o 
the people at this time, and it is well that they should arrest the atten- Mr. | 
tion of the committee and the House. Mr. ANDERSO? 

Now, that we have under consideration this bill in regard to the dis- | Railroad does not co 
position of the public lands, I submit that it is a question demanding Tr AYSON J 
consideration whether we can not put some restriction upon the power acific Railroad there is 
of those who are seeking to control the fuel supply. At present, in inds—not a pound, sir. 
many parts of the country these monopolies own the great coal beds, I RSON, of Kans 
and they regulate the output of them, not for the purpose of promot m by men connecti 
ing the welfare of the people at large, but in order to control prices I 
and put money in their own pockets, irrespective of the interests otf 
the people. The principle involved here is a right one, and should be | get its land ur 
fully and fairly considered. We should not fail to incorporate in this | tion of any general 
bill some provision which will guaranty to the people at large that Mr. ANDERSON, of iS. é 
they shall no longer be subject in regard to their fuel supply to these | the floor. Of course this bill can not be given « 
overshadowing monopolies. lands to-day which have left the public domain 

Mr. McRAE obtained the floor. hands of private owners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam very anxious that we shall limit debate on It does not apply, of course, to the coal 
this question icifiec or to the Central Pacific, or to othe: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What time does the gentleman from | were embraced in the grant made to them 
Indiana suggest? wherever lands are granted to individual 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ten minutes. . short time these lands will be absorb 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall object to that. e controlled by railroad monopolie 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. | It is done sometimes by those inte 
McRAE] has been recognized. If he yields for the purpose, the Chair | tl vners of the coal land or by the ra 
will put the request of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLMAN]. elve But my statement is tr 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that debate on this sec- | United States are controlled pretty 5 
tion be limited to five minutes on each side. The anthracite-coal fields, covering 477 squa 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no; thisisa very important amend- e controlled by railroad corporations to-day, and 

I 


PAYSON 


ment. I would like five minutes myself. pani¢ ntr he price of coal lands, and they cont 
Mr. CHIPMAN. And I desire five minutes. the ing price of coal itself. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that, by unanimous consent, we let this So we stand in this position, and I ask gent 
paragraph be passed over, to be recurred to when the remainder of the | if there is not some re 


medy to be prov ded 
bill is finished. onal lands exist along these great 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks | city to supply coal which may 
unanimous consent that the pending paragraph be passed over for the Second, that in the nature o 


present. yntrol these existing « 
Mr. MCRAE. I yielded to the gentleman to make the request, bu he public domain. 
not to take me off the floor. I want to say what I have to say now. [hen the third proposition is tl Chi eing so, is it 
[ agree toa great deal that has been said on the other side of this ques- | American Gove rnment to retain the title to these coal field 
tion, but I do not come to the same conclusion my friends do in regard | 1 ng in the public domain? That is simply the pressin 
to this creating amonopoly. I believe you can do nothing which wil! | before us now on the amendment submitted by the gen 
more effectually tend to establish a coal monopoly and raise the price | Wisconsin, and I advocate that heartily 
of coal and private coal lands than the withdrawal of the public coal [t does not follow that the Government mu 
lands from the market by the United States. I think the best way to . It is no objection really to t 
secure in the future an ample supply of coal at fair rates is to provide | Government would have to mine co 
some simple, honest way of disposing of the public lands in small | tion looks ten or twenty years ahead 
holdings to actual bona fide settlers of the country. They will pro- | there can be found wisdom and capa 
tect it and preserve it better than the Government can. cress to pass such legislation as 1 
But the homent you say you will not sell coal lands, just that mo- Now, the amendment of th 
ment the North Pacific Railroad and other companies, with their mill- | the title, and I think it i 
ions of acres of such coal lands, will at once raise the price of coal | put after the title is pat 
and coal lands. How can the people get the coal? Ifthe syndicates | from Wisconsin i 
own most of the private coal lands and the Government refuses to dis- | all. 
pose of such public land we are in a bad fix. It does not say that the Government will engage in coal 
You ought to say to the people of the country that they may go on pros- | charge a royalty. It says nothing of the kind. It simply 
pecting for minerals of all kinds; go on making investigations, and se- | and that is the only thing about it-—that we shall retain tl 
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coal and iron lands. Now, why should we not retain it? What com- 
pulsion is there to give these coal-fields to the great corporations of the 
country? Was it the genius of the public-land law to provide for as- 
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sociations, for a few corporations controlling this article of absolute | 


necessity; or was it the genius of that system to provide for the indi- 
vidual? Certainly the latter; and I can see no earthly reason why the 
United States Government shall not now retain control over that por- 
tion of the public domain which may contain mineral deposits. 

Mr. HERMANN. Do you withdraw it from the people altogether? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, that would not follow. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand it does. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And so far as that is concerned, I 
would rather take the chances of injuring some individual than to give 
this entire business into the hands of the Northern Pacific, the Union 
Pacific, the Texas Pacific, or any other railroad or corporations to ac- 
quire the right to control the whole of the coal-fields for over 500 miles. 
That, I think, is the serious objection. 

It seems to me that we are reaching a time now when there ought 
to be a little bit of prevision, a little forecasting as to the future and 
the condition of the future of this country ten or twenty years hence. 
In view of that I do not feel under the slightest compulsion to give to 
any association, and especially to any railroad company, the title to the 
coal lands of the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. But why not give it to the individuals? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent that the debate upon 
this clause and amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to be heard for ashort time on this 
question, and would suggest twelve minutes at least. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want to be heard also. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to be permitted to occupy the floor for a 
short time. 
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vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, asked for a conference thereon, 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Senators 
PLUMB, DAWEs, and COCKRELL. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2601) au- 
thorizing the construction of railroad bridges across the Snake River 
and across the Clearwater River by the Oregon Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 
greater safety for life and property at sea. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1365) for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the district of York- 
town, Va., and making an appropriation therefor; and 

A bill (S. 82) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. 
French. 

The message also announced that the Senate had non-concurred in 
the House amendments to the bill (S. 1669) anthorizing the Mississippi 
and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to con- 


| struct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, asked for 
| a conference thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
| Senate Senators VEST, CAMERON, and DoLPH. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent, then, to close the debate | 


in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not give consent to that. I must object for 
the present at all events. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have asked that fifteen minutes be allowed for 
debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the committee sent by 
this House to investigate the troubles in the mining regions of Penn- 
sylvania during the last winter. I learned a great deal there about 
this coal question, and saw a great deal during that investigation which 
I hope has taught me some wisdom, and which I think it will be well 
for the House to know and well for the people of the United States to 
understand. I found there the anthracite region of the world in the 
hands of a very few people. I found great railroad corporations not 
only carrying coal, but mining coal. I found that gradually and 
through the course of years they had crowded out the private owners 
until one company has secured the control of and represents a princi- 
pality in extent in which is found this great necessity of life. 

Now, sir, we have a chance to do something for the people. We have 
an opportunity to do them a great deal of good, an opportunity to 
adopt a principle which in the future will give them cheap fuel, which 
will put within their reach this necessity of life. We have an oppor- 
tunity to enact such legislation here as will prevent it from being con- 
trolled by a company or set of men seeking to use the necessities of the 
people for speculation on behalf of capitalists and others. 

‘This amendment offered here proposes no system, so to speak. It 
simply says to this House, ‘‘ Wait; do not dispose of this matter to-day; 
do not adopt the system now; do not embalm into law the present 
method of disposing of your coal lands, but hold them long enough so 
that you may think over it, so that you may give your wisdom to it, 
so that at some time, after consideration, after digesting the system 
properly, you may erect a system here which will be a blessing to the 
people for all time.’’ It is not a matter that should be hastily consid- 
ered, and hence I hail this proposition to consider it with pleasure. It 
is in that aspect that I weleome the matter. It isnot because it decides 
a mere title, but it gives us an opportunity after adopting it to con- 
struct any defenses that may be necessary to protect the people and to 
protect the Government on this important matter. 

For that reason I shall support the amendment and hope every Rep- 
resentative and friend of the people in this House will vote for it. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the District appropriation bill, and that the 
House accede to the request of the Senate for a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Housesthereon. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. CLem- 
ENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, and Mr. McCoMas as managers on the 
part of the Honse. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted en its amendments, non-concurred in 
by the House, to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to pro- 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. 
Collis on the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chap- 
lain thereof. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its 
amendments, non-concurred in by the House, to the bill (H. R. 6833) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, asked for a con- 
ference thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate Senators HALE, ALLISON, and BEcK. 

AMENDMENTS TO LAND LAWS. ! 

Mr. WHEELER was recognized. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON]. 

Mr. PAYSON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we are not look- 
ing at this proposed legislation from a proper standpoint. What the 
situation may be in Pennsylvania, where the anthracite coal-fields are 
located, which are rendered specially valuable because of their prox- 
imity to the great cities lying along the seaboard, itseems to me is not 
an element to be considered in connection with this proposition. A ton 
of coal lying in the bowels of the earth unmined is of no more value 
than a ton of granite unmined in the mountains of New Hampshire. 

The only coal affected by the operation of this billis the coal that lies 
in land the title to which now belongs to the General Government. 
Whether Congress has been sufficiently guarded; whether legislation 
with reference to the disposition of land to the Union Pacific and the 
Northern Pacific Railroads was proper or improperas to these coal fields 
within their limit, is a matter that is not material now. I undertake 
to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a pound of coal to be affected by 
the operation of this bill in which any of these railroads have either a 
direct or indirect interest; notapound. And whengentlemensay that 
this amendment should be adopted because there is no necessity for its 
present passage, they speak without light. 

In the great regions of the Northwest, Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, 
Idaho, Utah, Washington Territory, and the State of Oregon, with the 
exception of a few coal mines that are operated on the line of the Cen- 
tral Pacific road and a few beds of lignite that are found in Western 
Dakota, and that is of no practical use as fuel unless mixed with the 
bituminous coals of the East, there is not a coal mine to-day that is 
being operated. I have seen, in the visits I have made inthe North- 
west, on the engines of the Northern Pacific Railroad coal that has been 
transported from Pennsylvania to the extreme regions of the West 
mixed with that light lignite for the purpose of fuel, or with coal that 
came in ballast from Australia and England to the Pacific coast. I 
have been told after making special inquiry among those who knew 
about it, as I have said before, that, with this exception, there is not 
a coal mine now being operated in that vast area of country. Recently 
south of the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad coal mines have been 
discovered in the Snow range of mountains and in other places in the 
Rocky Mountains. 

If this amendment shall be adopted, where are those people to get 
their coal from? Of what earthly use is it? This amendment pro- 
poses that the Government shall retain the title; an absolute prohi- 
bition upon the disposition or mining of the coal. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 
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laid with a vein of coal a thousand feet in thickness we allow him to 
use it just as he chooses or to se!] it to whomever he pleases. We pro- 
vide for the very coudition of things which the gentleman seems to as- 
sume has not been considered by the committee. 

it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, this is the best method we can adopt, 
unless it should be the judgment of the House that, in addition to the 
performance of legislative duties, the Congress of the United States, foi 
the purpose of flooding the Treasury now overflowing, should go into 
the business of coal mining; and if it goes into that business why not 
enter upon the miningof gold and silver, or any other business the basis 
of which is property which the Government owns? ‘This is not, in m3 
judgment, the business of Congress. I have said all I care to say on 
this question. 

{Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, was recognized, and yielded to Mr. Cons. 
Mr. COBB. I desire simply to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that there are 
two amendments pending 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the amendment I submitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ United States,’ in the fourth line, insert ‘‘except on the 
lands sold as coal or iron lands,”’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I now renew the suggestion I made to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the chairman of the com- 
mittee, that this section be passed over informally with a view to re- 
turning to it after awhile, so that it may be considered, and let us go 
on with the rest of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that may be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 


concluded. 
Mr. WEAVER. I have no objection to that. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. PERKINS: 

Add to section 4 

* Provided, That any one owning farming lands and engaged in agr culture 
may buy,as under existing law, 40 acres of land or less, classified herein as tim- 
ber lands, and upon making full payment therefor shall receive a patent thereto 
from the Government of the United States in fee simple.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask if that is not 
accepted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have abandoned the idea of selling the lands. 

The amendment was rejected. 


lows: 

At the end of section 4 add: 

‘** Provided, however, That timber not of commercial value, as sawed or hewed 
timber growing on publie lands wholiy unfit for cultivation, shall be free to the 
domestic use of any bona fide resident of the Territory in which said timber on 
such land is found.”’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to say to the House, in ex- 
planation of the conditions existing in this country, that this amend- 
ment ought to be adopted for the following reasons: Under the provis- 
ions of this act we find it is absolutely impossible for these people, who 
are engaged in mining or in agriculture and the various pursuits inci- 
dent to ffontier life, in many cases to obtain common firewood for 
kitchen use and domestic purposes in that country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, if my friend from Arizona will yield 
to me a moment I think I am authorized on behalf of the committee 
to say that this provision will be adopted, with the further amendment 
adding the words ‘‘ under such regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall prescribe.’’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, I accept even that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the 


en SKS | amendment of the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. SMITH] will be agreed 
unanimous consent that this paragraph be informally passed over with | 
the privilege of recurring to it to perfect it after the rest of the bill is | 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have no objection; but only desire | 


to ask if there is any limitation upon the debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Not yet. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be 
mace. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I would like to have it understood that I 
retain the floor when we recur to that section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be recognized 
when the House returns to that section of the bill. 

‘The Clerk will report the fourth section of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before section 3 shall be finally disposed of by the 
adoption of the amendment I suggest that there ought to be two or 
three verbal change™ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been passed over informally. 

Mr. PAYSON. Passed over without prejudice? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; to be returned to after awhile. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to that. 

The Clerk read section 4, as follows: 

Spec. 4. That all public lands chiefly valuable for timber of commercial value 
as sawed or hewed timber, and every contiguous 160 acres, or less quantity 
thereof, in legal subdivisions, the greater part of which is covered with timber 
of commercial value as sawed or hewed timber, and unfit for cultivation, shall 
be classified as timber lands. No such timber land shall be sold, but the timber 
thereon of commercial value, as sawed or hewed timber, in tracts not exceed- 
ing 40 acres in extent, in conformity with the legal subdivisions of the public 
lands, shall from time to time, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
with the approval of the President, be sold to the highest bidder, on seaied pro- 
posals, after due appraisement as hereinafter provided, at not less than the ap- 
praised value therevf; but the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, 
reject any and all bids at any time. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. After conferring with the chairman of 
the committee and other gentlemen of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk, to take the place of section 4, and will say that it 
merely changes the phraseology of the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendments pending to this section, and they will have to be acted 
upon first before a substitute can be voted on. 

Mr. McRAE. The amendment I proposed for the committee is em- 
bodied in that, and this being in the nature of a committee amend- 
ment, will it not be first in order? My amendment being embodied 
in this, it is not necessary to delay on that account. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But this is a different amendment. 
Other amendments are pending. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Are not amendments coming from the 
committee first in order? 

The SPEAKER pro ‘empore. Under the rules an amendment to the 
pending paragraph must be acted upon before asubstitute for the par- 
agraph is in order. That is, it can be pending if in order, but can not 
be voted upon as a substitute unless an opportunity has been given to 
perfect the text of the section. 

The Clerk will report the first pending amendment. 


The Chair will state that there are | 





to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I will withdraw my amendment for the 
present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘ time,” in line 16, page 3, add : 

‘But no timber under this section shall be sold to any one except citizens of 
the United States.” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. That is Mr. Nurrina’s amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the amendment pending. If that amend- 
ment should be adopted it seems to me there should be added to it the 
usual provision. 

Mr. McRAE. Let us vote it down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] will please send up his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not submit it now. 
“*Vote!’’] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 16, section 4,add: 

** Provided, however, That no title shall pass to any such timber where the 
land upon which it was grown is in whole or in part fit for cultivation.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think that isa proper provision. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to add to it, as follows: 

And the patent from the United States shall in all cases specially reserve said 
class of timber. 

Mr. McRAE. It is not timber land if it is fit for cultivation. 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatever the form of the conveyance may be, I 
desire that all titles from the United States, evidenced by patents, 
shall contain a special reservation as to the particular timber, and 
that it shall not include any timber on land fit for cultivation. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will my friend allow me to interrupt 
him? The text of the section itself provides that the Jand shall not 
come within the classification of timber land if it is fit for cultivation. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote !”’ 


| It specially provides that it must be unfit for cultivation before it can 


be denominated as timber land. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand that; but the mining laws particu- 
larly prescribe that only mining lands shall be sold, not agricultural 
lands. Yet in all agricultural patents there is a reservation as to the 
mineral land. I desire these conveyances guarded in like manner as 
to timber taken from land which is not tillable and fit for cultivation. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is to be no patent issued for the 
timber. 

Mr. HERMANN. That may be as to lands which are mineral; yet 
they are prohibited by the law from passing under that particular clause 
in the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That provision may be a great embarrassment. 

Mr. HERMANN. I only offer it as an additional guard. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] for section 4, the 
section under consideration. 
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of the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of the President, be ld to 
the highest bidder, on sealed proposals, after due appraisement as hereinafter 
provided, at not less than the appraised value thereof: Provided, That no pres 
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greater quantity of such timber than the timber on four quarter- “sect ons of land 
And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretio 
reject any and all bids atany time: Previded furth Thi at time r on no isolated 
or disconnected tract or parcel of timber land of less quantity than 160 a 
shall be sold, but such tracts or parcels of such lands may be disposed of unde1 
section 11 of this act.”’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. In explanation of this substitute I desire 

. . t . . 

to say that it embodies substantially the provisions of section 4 as it 
stands in the bill, the difference being a mere transposition of language 


so as to avoid some ye oe by reason of apparent tautology 

Mr, ANDERSON, Kansas. What is the provision in the substi- 
tute in regard to selling lands? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Just what it is in the bill. 

Mr. ‘ANDERSON, of.Kansas. That after the timber is 
then the lands may be sold ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is no new provision introduced into 
the substitute at all. There is one thing to which I wish to call the 
attention of my friend from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. The last claus 
of section 6 has been inserted as a proviso in this substitute, making it 
a part of section 4. 
that section than to section 6. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Oregon to this fact becausehe offered some amendments to that 
clause. This substitute is approved by the committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew 


taken off 


my amend- 


ment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Missouri. The 
amendment will be found on page 4 of the printed amendments. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I agree to that amendment. It has 


been already adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The amen 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of section 4 add: 

“Provided, however, That timber not of commercial value, as sawed or hewed 
timber growing on public lands wholly unfit for cultivation, shall be free to the 
domestic use of any bona fide resident of the Territory in which said timber on 
such land is found, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe.”’ 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a substitute pending, and an 
,Amendment to that. Is the gentleman’s amendment an amendment to 
the substitute? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I understood that the amendment to the substi- 
tute had been accepted. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. Smiru] to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that my amendment be 
read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


dment will be read. 


Add to the substitute the following: 

‘ Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall designate and reserve from 
sale, so far as practicable, shade-trees on the lines of the legal subdivisions of the 
lands on which said timber is located.”’ 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish tosay in regard to that amend- 
ment that I am not altogether pleased with the general policy of the 
wholesale denudation of ourcountry of its trees. I liveinaState which 
was formerly noted for its forests, but from which the forests have melted 
away almost like the snow. 

In that State whole sections which used to be covered thickly with 
trees are now without enough for shade, and along the roadsides and 
on the lines of the divisions between the farms the people are setting 
out trees to replace those which they might have saved if such a policy 
had been adopted as that which I propose in thisamendment. Itis to 
save the trees, to save the shade, to prevent our country from becom- 
ing as it were bald headed [laughter], without verdure, without life—it 
iy for that purpose that I offer this amendment; and it seems to me tha 
i ought to commend itself to every gentleman in this House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption of 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] 

Mr. PAYSON. To that substitute I offer the amendment which 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


/After the word “‘ vs alue” insert ‘‘not less than 10 inches in diameter at t! 
“butt; ’’ so as to read, ‘‘ that every 160 acres or less quantity in contiguous le eal 


subdivisions of the public lands, the greater part of which is covered with tim- 


ber of commercial value, not less than 10 inches in diameter at the butt,’’ ete, 


Mr. PAYSON. 


It was thought that it more properly belonged to | 


country 
he is limited t 
vite evasion of the 


bidd a small 


I have offered this amendment at the suggestion of 
gentlemen whom I met recently in the West, who are largely interested | is gone. 
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Now, the bill provides that the timber lands shall be sold in 40-acre 
tracts. No quantity exceeding 40 acres can be bid in at one time, | 
This limitation goes simply to the maximum amount which may be 
purchased. It provides that no person shall be permitted to buy or hold 


dling 640 acres, I sayif we are pressing to sell timber lands we ought | 


‘ 
to sell them in a way which will bring the largest amount to the Gov- 
ernment. Is it not true men may establish mills who would buy 640 
acres, but would not hazard the investment necessary if they are to be 
limited to 160 acres? If that be true, to attempt to limit 160 acres as 
the maximum willreduce the price to be received by the Government. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. So far as the timber landsin Arkansasand Mis- 
issippi are concerned, there are none of them which are not suscept- 
ible of cultivation. There is not a foot of them which may not be 
cultivated. If, therefore, this is limited to timber lands not fit for cul- 
tivation, it will not apply to timber lands in my district or my State. 
Mr. McRAE. If fit for cultivation, then they are not timber lands, 
Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman will closely observe the lan- 


guaye used in the fourth section, he will see that these timber lands | 


can only be lands unfit for cultivation. So far as the lands in my dis- 
trict and State are concerned, there is not a foot of timber lands which 
is not fit for cultivation. I consider therefore that those timber lands 
can not be sold under this restriction. 

I made no objection, because I thought people living in the North- 
west, where there are thickly-timbered lands, ought to understand their 
own business, and that the timber might be sold off the land. Those 
gentlemen agreed to it because it would sell the land and allow the 
lands to be denuded and put in condition for cultivation. But when 
this amendment was introduced providing that only timber lands should 
be sold not fit for cultivation, as there are in my State and district 
no timber lands unfit for cultivation, of course it would not apply to 
any lands in that State at all. The amount provided for here is too 
small upon which to establish a saw-mill. In my State saw-mills es- 
tablished for commercial purposes require 5,000 acres. 

Mr. McADOO. Ido not believe the Government of the United States 
ought to becomea landlord or trader. I believe the true policy for the 
present in regard to the public domain is that we shall pursue a con- 
servative course, and when the public domain ceases to be settled in 
good faith by actual settlers we shall be careful to provide some proper 
and effective limitation. 

Now, as to the timber. It isa singular proposition at this time, 
when the United States Government is placing a premium on the plant- 
ing of trees and the preservation of the forests, that we shall give a 
stimulus towards cutting them down. One of the greatest demands 
of the country is that the forests shall be preserved, and one of the 
principal reasons why we are advocating free lumber on this side is to 
protect our forests, and not that we shall make the timber on our pub- 
lic lands, as proposed here, a commercial article for auction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What would be the difference between preserving 
the timber on the lands, or protecting the lands without the timber? 
At present we are losing both land and timber in vast quantities. 

Mr. McADOO. I believe it is best for the people to go slow in such 
a matter as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we are going fast all the time; land, timber, 
and all are going. 

Mr. McADOO. Then let us stop it. 


Now, as to the argument of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- | 
Rat], if you give a small portion of timber land to a man, that he | 


can not afford to erect a saw-mill upon it. Now, in the Western coun- 


x 


try, as well as in the East, to a certain extent, men are putting up | 


small grist-mills to grind for the people of the neighborhood, for the 
people who raise wheat. The same will be the result in cases where 
timber lands are sold in small lots. The enterprising man will go 
amongst the people; he will put up his saw-mill, and will cut and saw 
the timber for so much, of every man who brings it to him. It is 
better for tha miller and better for the owner of the timber that the 
enterprises shall be separated, and that there shall be a separate inter- 
est in the ownership of the land and the mill. What we want is to 
divorce coal from the transportation companies, and lumber from the 
corporations and monopolists who are getting hold of such vast quanti- 
ties of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will interrupt the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to state that the hour of 5 o’clock having now 
arrived, the House, under its previous order, takes a recess until 8 
o’clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLrn, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 2, 1888. 

Srr: Hon. Benton McMI urn is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro 

tempore at the session of the House this evening. 


JOHN G, CARLISLE, 


Speaker. 
Ifon. Jonn B. CLARK, 


Clerk, House of Representatircs. 
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AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. ” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resumes the consideration 
of the unfinished business, and the question is on the amendment of 


; : the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] to the amendment of the 
more thanthat amountofland. It provides they shall not purchase ex- | gon [ , 


gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HERMANN. My amendment confines theentry of timber lands 
to 160 aeres. At the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Public Lands I would be willing to modify that amendment to the 
extent of confining the maximum to 320 acres. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I stated before the recess that I was op- 
posed to all this timber legislation. I have not opposed it here be- 
cause I was voted down in committee, but will stand by it here. 
This bill comes before the House rather as a compromise measure, and 
was discussed in the committee as thoroughly as a measure of this kind 
could be discussed. I was opposed to the timber section altogether, 
and hoped that as I had conceded that such a section might be incor- 
porated into the bill that no member of the committee would seek to 
amend any part of it that received the consideration this did, and which 
was adopted as a sort of compromise. 

I want torepeat what I said before the recess, that this section amounts 
to nothing, or to but little if applied to my country, or to that section 
of the country from which I come, if you restrict it to 160 acres. I 
would be willing to wipe the whole thing out, but do not want a fool- 
ish statute enacted. I want to see the timber preserved as far as possi- 
ble, both the timber lands and the agricultural lands, for actual settlers. 
Itis supposed that the timber on no lands will be sold that are fit for 
cultivation. Iam opposed to the changes that have been suggested 
here, and particularly in this section, although I am perfectly will- 
ing to adopt the bill asa whole as a sort of preliminary measure to be 
amended hereafter by such modifications or changes as may be found 
necessary. Butif every section is to be cut up in this manner, and 
every member to have his own way, instead of taking the bill framed 
as it was in the committee as a whole, then I, with the two or three 
other members of the committee who opposed certain provisions of the 
bill, feel justified in presenting the various amendments to sections 
which were voted down in committee. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thegentleman forgetsthat I haveagreed to mod- 
ify my amendment to make it 320 acres. 

Mr. McRAE. Still that is not the bill that the committee adopted. 
It reported a bill fixing 640 acres, and even that against the protest o1 
myself and others, three members, as I remember, who were distinctly 
opposed to the wholething. Now, if this section is to be riddendown, 
then I say that thesections which were voted out before the committee we 
feel justified in bringing before this Housefor action. But we ought to 
agree to take this bill asa compromise measure, adopt it as it passed the 
committee, and trust to future legislation to correct and advance in the 
direction of such appropriate legislation as may be required, and thus 
step by step we may be able to accomplish what we desire. 

1 can not say what effect the legislation passed here will have upon 
the Northwest, where there is abundant and valuable timber land, cov- 
ered, as I am informed, with the best kind of timber; but in my coun- 
try, where the pines are not large, where the timber is scant, a large 
mill, working fifty or sixty hands, will ent the timber off of over 5 or 
10 acres a day, especially when you have some subdivisions where there 
are not more than twenty or thirty trees to the acre. So, if you ex- 
pect to sell timber lands, you must make it an inducement for the es- 
tablishment of saw-mills and lumber manufacturers. 

My friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], whom I do not see in 
his seat, undertook to tell us something about running a saw-mill and 
a grist-mill together. That is a thing of the past in thiscountry. He 
certainly knows but little about the manufacture of lumber in the 
South and West. Ido not suppose he ever saw much of the country 
west of the Mississippi River if he expects these little mills that we had 
twenty-five years ago to cut the timber of our country. It is absurd. 
We have no such saw-mills now. The mills run night and day 


| and employ from twenty-five to one hundred hands, and ship mill- 


ions of feet of lumber a week. We can not expect such machinery 
as that to stop to grind for the neighborhood on Saturday. These are 
not the kind of mills we are to have in the future. 

So I repeat that if we are to engage in the lumber business, if we are 
to establish a lumber-yard, let us make it one that will pay; make it 
one that will do something. Ido not mean by that to say that you 
should sell all the timber. Letit be restricted to 640 acres. That is 
about as little as any mill can afford to locate for, large or small, in my 
country. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ithink the gentleman from Arkansas upon mature 
reflection will discover there is more wisdom in the remarks of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo] than hegives him credit for. 
It might probably with equal grace be said of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. McRAE] that he has not traveled a great deal in the mill- 
ing country, if we are to infer the extent of his travels from the re- 
marks which he has just uttered. It has been my experience among 
mills, in logging camps, etc., that the largest mills of the country are 
usually near water courses, usually connected with some shipping 
point. They are usually near some stream which enters into the for- 
est, or runs in the direction of the forest; and from a particular stream 
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t pres i ce 1 y i 
ay that there is iact rs t 
in the forests of the West no greater inducement for tl t 
than the proximity to the iter portion of the lum! 
‘| manufactured in the W 3 to-day purchased from the smal 
owners of th country. 
* It was said during t aiscus n of tl Larill Dili that the 
& mill ne e beco1 g millionaires of the country. i 
any truth in that at all, itis to be attributed to men who are ow 















of tiniber lands, and especially those who have in ¢ t 

shipping interests. But it is not those who have mills alone and 

are compelled to purchase their timber from others. ‘The settler « 

over here and settles among the timber upon 160 acres of land, 

please, or, as I have known them to do, upon 40 acres. He then « 

out the particular trees fit for commercial purp cuts them d é ‘ 
ts logs them, etc., places them upon his logging-te: them t 
ae short railway or to the stream if it be conve en, int ha ( ‘ 
e shape of a raft, the timber goes to the mill, an s his p i 

I ut 





n that way he is not only taking the timber to the 








si 
¢ clearing up the land. He is utilizing that resour e sion « ui \ 
3 vise he would be compelled to dispose of by elling, burn Ss 3 
ducing to ashes, and which therefore would be a benefit neither to t W LVER Mr. Speak 
% Government nor to himself. mmiit r ih t MK t and 
So I say, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] was correct | | ow how difficult it is to prepare, on so gre a& quest 
in saying these mills were a great benefit to the small land owners of | bill which will me¢ t 
the country. In the West, especially on the Pacific coast, of which I | ferent gentlemen. 
am now directly speaking, nearly all the large mill owners own some ot But I do not think it ben t yun 
the finest timber tracts in that country, some of them in quantity | this timber from n th t t 
; largely exceeding 100,000 acresof land. Yet but very few of them have | to be an acre of tim iin . ( l 
recourse to their own land. They buy all they can from thesmall land | tl l g \ 
ie owners around them, and when their lands are exhausted of timber they | Wher tre rows t gw : Let a man t 
» have left this great legacy to fallback upon. So that now it seems to re rt : t ind 
me we should restrict these timber land purchases to the maximum it way i l sing cer or other ag iltu 
160 acres, , ‘ i the get 1 from New Je! ir. McA ; 
f Mr. McRAE, Why not strike it all out if your point is worth any- | ! ned by th vn und let t ws go to 
thing? t mil rist goes to a | This plan is be the peop 
Mr. HERMANN. So that the poor man can come in as well as th ) y the Government ot 
rich, The gentleman asked, why can not the poor man have the same | State ould sell its 1 : ) eed the revenu 
‘ chance as the rich man? He is entitled to purchase the 160 or 640 tain. Why part with th It belongs to the } 
a acres. But who was first in the race, the rich man or the poor man? lo eed t ith the t 
j The poor have lead on their feet. The rich have wings. It is the rich M OLMAN. VY { he t 
: who will reach the local land office first, and when he gets there he i VEAVER. If this provis n ouf, let all t I 
1 entitled to 640 acres of land and will get it. ; rreate : ) 
q Mr.McRAE. The gentleman knows very little about this bill which 
* ge he has helped to frame if he does not understand that these lands are to Mr. PAYSON. Ti Ul prov ; 
x be sold in 40-acre tracts to the highest bidder; so that there is no ‘‘get- | in 1 rd t 


ting there first’’ about it. I trust he will deal fairly with this matt Mr. WEAVER. t, as l 

The land is to be put up and sold publicly. If it is proposed to sell sion to apply to the le of the land i 
the timber at all, why not give the rich man and the poor man an equal | Ifthe land is not agricu 

chance? t it go exactly agricultural land 


Mr. HERMANN. Iaskthe gentleman inall candor toanswer wheth Mr. PAY N. But I would like the ge: t ) 








at a sale at which there are competitive offers the poor man has th » that 
same opportunity with the rich man? Isit not the longest purse tha o 
generally gets the largest amount, even if more has to be paid for t D 


Is not that the fact? ericult 
Mr. McRAE. But the land is to besoldin 40-acretracts. Then \ ultural land 
who buys 640 acres must buy in 40-acre tracts. ir. WEAN . Id realize tha 

Mr. HERMANN. But he pays a larger amount. the only generation that is ¢ ) t art 








Mr. MCRAE. We can not help that. According to your propo 1,000 people who now t 1 
tion we should not allow the land to be sold at all. You should say ve here y 
it for the poor man. 160 acres « | l 
Mr. HERMANN. I propose to save it for him by providing that only Ir. PAY l 
‘9 160 acres, and no more, shall be purchased by any one person, corpora- 3 it tures [t i y valu » f 
tion, or association. Under this plan it seems to me this great timb 


: fund, this great lumber interest of the future, will probably last long 

: enough to extend among a greater number of people than under th« 

4 present provi ions of this bill. My proposit on is in the interest of 

the poor man, in the interest of the settler. 

Let me say to the gentleman that timber is not found as it wasa t LL #2 
quarter of a century ago in great forests extending over an area of 50 oil on « l It 
i or 100 miles. You may find 160 acres at one place; 2 or 3 miles fur- } HOLMA! 
ther you may find 320 acres; 4 or 5 miles further you may find LCI 

acres. Iventure to make the assertion that nearly all the great timbe: . MemMBER. In si of t i 
forests of the country have already been disposed of to corporat 1d 
associations, or syndicates, so that there is little left for the poor ma timber lands are found ome of 








Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that t! n by eviden the |] 
4 debate on these various propositions proceed under the five-minut: D h 
rule. I think we shall make better progress in that way. Vould he have tl 
The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- | land en 
sent that further debate on the amendments to the pending bill be co1 Mr. WEAVE! 
4 ducted under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? The Chair | cisely as the az l 


hears none Mr. HOLM 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should be very glad indeed if the Mr. WEAVE! 
members of the committee could unanimously agree to this proposed Mr. HO! 
amendment. I abhor monopoly in any form in which it may present | agricultu 
itself. In any proposition of this kind I favor the smaller number of! Mr. WEAY! I 
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acre and let the owner of the soil have the benefit of a vein of coal 40 
feet thick which may be underneath the surface. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We can not anticipate such a thing as that. 

Mr. WEAVER. We know the fact exists in many places that there 
are veins of coal 40 feet thick on Government land. And we know also 
that on some of this Government land there is very valuable timber. 
Take the redwood tract, for instance, in California. Some of that land 
is now subject to entry, having been forfeited by the action of Congress. 
Other valuable timber land has been declared forfeited by departmental 
construction. In the case of some of this valuable timber land it may 
be well worth a man’s while to go and live upon it, and make his home 
there. 

{ do not think the Government ought to speculate in that timber 
land. We do not need it; and the people need homes. 


Mr. HOLMAN. You speak for the present; that is, we do not need | 


it now. 

Mr. WEAVER. No, we do not need it now. If we could get it in 
the Treasury, it would only tempt Congress. 

Mr. HERMANN. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. To strike out ‘‘four quarter-sections’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ a quarter-section.”’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Is that all there is of it? 

Mr. HERMANN. That is all. 

The question recurred on Mr. HERMANN’S amendment. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
lowa it should not be the policy of the Government to speculate in 


timberon this land. This section provides all lands not adapted to | 


agriculture shall be classified as timber land, if a portion of this land 
is covered with timber. How are we to judge whether this land is 
adapted to agriculture until all the timber has been removed from it? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. JUNE 25, 





of the bill. The main object we have in view is to benefit actual set- 


| tlers. Wherever the lands can be settled it is provided they can be 


| 


| 





[ hope this provision will be stricken out of the bill, anda provision | 
will be inserted providing for taking this land under the homestead | 
law, and if necessary reduce the number of acres. If the timber is of | 


more value than it would be if on prairie land, let the value of the 
timber be considered in the number of acres allowed for a homesteader. 


if the land is unfit for cultivation ? 
Mr. McSHANE. Very easily. I hold there are few sections of land 
in the country upon which a full compliance with the homestead act 


be complied with. 

Mr. WHEELER. Should not a man be allowed to make his home 
there if he so desires it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill allows that. 

Mr. MCSHANE. If lands can be entered, homes can be established 
on land although it may be on the side of a mountain. They can be 


used for agricultural or other purposes. It is not necessary the home- | 
steader should raise corn on a homestead in order to comply with the | 


homestead law. ‘There are many things which can be done on a home- 
stead which will comply with the law and make a home for the settler. 
People talk about aridlandsinthe mountains. ‘Ghereare no morearid 


entered under the homestead law. There is no single provision that 
does not look to that object. At the same time Jands not valuable, not 
fit for agricultural purposes or for the establishment of homes, ought to 
go to the benefit of the whole people rather than to any favored classes. 
Such are lands covered with timber and not adapted to agriculture, and 
valuable only for the timber that is upon them. 

And a case has recently occurred in the county of Humboldt, Cali- 
fornia, where a contest has arisen before the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, where lands have been bought up by a syndicate to the extent 
of some fifty or sixty thousand acres, valued at $150 to $200 an acre, 
which are being sold under the present law at $2.50 an acre. 

The two objects of this bill are to accomplish, first, in the sale of the 
timber which can be made valuable, by a systematic course of proced- 
ure in regard to that character of land by which the whole people 
will get the benefit of it, and second, by reserving the lands themselves 
which are not adapted to agriculture, but test their recuperative ca- 
pacity to produce new forests, the lands being always held by the Gov- 
ernment. 

I admit that there is another feature here in the bill which tends to 
the same object, and that is that the President of the United States 
may set apart any timber Jands he may think proper as forest reserva- 
tions. 

That has a double object in view, first, to preserve the forest for pub- 
li¢,purposes; and, secondly, it prevents the possibility of monopoly of 
the lands, so that all of theseimportant interests shall not be exhausted 
at once, but may project themselves into the future for the benefit of 
posterity. 

Mr. MCRAE. Right there I want to suggest to the gentleman that 
while I was not in favor of this provision, timber lands can not be sold 
now without the approval of the President. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, that is true. 

Now, in conclusion, the whole country 8 aroused to the importance 


| of selling timber and preserving the lands not adapted to agriculture. 
Mr. HERMANN. How would it be for a homesteader to make proof | 


We have from every State of the Union, from Pennsylvania to Oregon, 
institutions organized as forestry societies, and we have at the Agricult- 
ural Department, paid by the Government at an annual appropriation 


| amounting to $10,000, a Bureau of Forestry, created for the same pur- 
can not be had. On the side of a mountain the homestead law can 


lands in the mountains. Ihave watched those mountains for years, and | 


I say from change of climate homes can be established on those mount- 
ain tops and in cafions where the timber is removed so the land can 
be cultivated. I say that every year the rainfall is increasing, and al- 
though it may be difficult at the presenttime, I say that when the time 
does come that it is necessary to oceupy those lands for homestead set- 
tlement they wil] be of such a character as will be susceptible of cul- 
tivation, and can be taken up under the homestead law or under this 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that further debate, by unanimous consent, 
be closed on this amendment. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


pose, to try to secure such regulations and forest laws as are wise to 
prevent waste and destruction. 

This feature is especially pursued by these organizations. But they 
want us to go beyond all reasonable appropriations and allow a half 
million dollars annually to protect our forests. We do not deem that 
necessary. ‘They want us to parcel out the lands, to distribute them 
in the manner they suggest; but we think the plan of the committee 
is much more effectual. 

I trust, therefore, the House will not strike out the feature, but upon 
a more careful examination into all its details I think it will be ad- 
mitted that it is one of the wisest measures ever enacted by Congress 


for the prevention of monopoly and at the same time the protection of 


the timber lands of the country, and especially in regard to the larger 
tracts of timbér lands not adapted to agriculture. 

Mr. MCSHANE. The chairman of the committee states the object 
of this billis to prevent the monopoly of the timber lands of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say that that is one of the main objects. 

Mr. McSHANE. A few years ago the Congress passed a law known 
as the ‘‘ desert-land act.’’ That has been in operation buta few years, 
where one citizen is entitled to a section of land. We find here in the 
Department of the Interior to-day 450,000 acres of land held by single 


| syndicates under the desert-land act. 


The question recurred on Mr. HERMANN’S amendment, and it was | 


disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question next recurs on Mr. Mc- 
SHANE’s motion to strike out section 4, as follows: 

Sec. 4, That all public lands chiefiy valuable for timber of commereial value 
as sawed or hewed timber, and every contiguous 160 acres or less quantity 
thereof, in legal subdivisions, the greater part of which is covered with timber 
of commercial value as sawed or hewed timber, and unfit for cultivation, shall 
be cassified as timber lands. No such timber land shall be sold, but the timber 
thereon of commercial value as sawed or hewed timber, in tracts not exceeding 
40 acres in extent, in conformity with the legal subdivisions of the public lands, 
sball from time to time, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, with 
the approval of the President, be sold to the highest bidder, on sealed proposals, 
after due appraisement as hereinafter provided, at not less than the appraised 
value thereof; but the Secretary of the interior may, in his discretion, reject 
any and all bids at any time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment to insert—— 

Mr. McSHANE., I wish tostrike out the section, and I believe that 
has precedence. My motion is to strike out section 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. That takes precedence of the motion to strike 
out and insert. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butaword. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
main feature of the bill is to secure the lands adapted to agriculture 
for purposes of homestead settlement. That is the fundamental idea 


Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will be a little specific as to 
that. You do not understand exactly how it has occurred. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Iam going to state just how it occurred. I find 
syndicates who procure men who make their declarations and take up 
the lands under the desert-land act, and after they have paid the amount 
necessary to procure the possession of the lands these syndicates per- 
form the necessary work required under the law to make the final proof. 
That I will say, the first declaration of the first settler, and, by the 
way, he is not required to live om the land, but to make certain im- 
provements; he is not even required to go to the land district to make 
his filing under the law, but his filing is placed upon record, and the 
syndicates perform the necessary requirements from that time on dur- 
ing the period of three years to effect and complete the improvements 
and secure the title. They have an assignment of the claims from the 
original party, and when the proofs are completed we find the claims 
being transferred and the patents issued to the syndicate performing 
the improvements of the land. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman is talking of existing law, not the pro- 
visions of the pending bill. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Iam saying that this bill has similar provisions 
and will result in the same procedure. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly the gentleman has not read the fourteenth 
section of the bill or he would not make that statement. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Congress can pass no law to prevent a purchaser 
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of timber, who purchased the timber and paid the Government, from ; re will be no 1 
transferring that timber to whomsoever he ple i 1y a dollar rt I 
Mr. HOLMAN. If that is true, would it not apply to the lands as l we will be subject to extort ite « 


well as to the timber ? t I or from the ext W 





Mr. McSHANE. Not tothe homestead lands. of transportation now, coal cost ><1 ig 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not to the homestead lands as well as to any At we are remitted t 
other lands ? goes into our buildings and all of the tim! that int é 

Mr. McSHANE. I claim that there is no land that a man cannot | will have to be purchased in that wa W Pp t .- 
take possession of by cultivation under the homestead act in the future. | lown the minin 1d co iercial ¢ pr 


Mr. McRAE. Then there would not be any lands covered by the | Territori I trust that if any chang 
tim =o1 } I i : 
Mr. MCSHANE. No. | and live r five: nder t | of t t f 
Mr. WEAVER. Bu l } f wane ar 
what are agricultural lands. idual could ] long enough to lis t 


ulture act. will not be held oat en 





t somebody of course has got to detern 








Mr. MCSHANE. Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, ce of Mr. CHIPMAN. e t é é 
the desert-land act is a sufficient reason and a k we have 1 a good t 3 
this House not to take a similar step in relation to the timber land of he country which has been underd ssion. Yet] 
the country. k by the 3 le | tl £ ( M 





Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the remedy of my friend i 
of cases where the lands can not be settled under the 


Mr. McSHANE. Where are those cases? with an overflowing Treasu! ge 
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Mr. HOLMAN. You will find them all over Washington Territory. | out of the public land i dor yard lands 1 ‘ 
Yu u will find th in Arizona and Montana. I have traveled ex for the peopie as a proper source 1ol é é l é 
tensively across millions and millions of acres that can not by human | free to the people that they may be ered 
possibility be cultivated and that are covered with magnificent forests; | we may allow the millions to go 1 vl 
; all over the Rocky Mountains and the Sierra Nevadas. and then we will have no trouble about the reve I 
: Ir. MCSHANE. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt but what I can | will fi m the industry y ) 
produce the testimony necessary to show that there are arid lands in | w e gig compared ¥ é t 
Central Nebraska in a vicinity where we raise 60 bushelsof corn to the | tion of 
a acre. I can bring this House all the testimony it needs to show that One word more. I regard tl I : 
. that land is arid. The same thing can be said in Wyoming, in Mon- the destruction of our forests vit lation t 
. tana, in Washington Territory, and all of the mountainous region. | combination ~ 
I say for seventeen years I have had a personal experience in the Rock Mr. HOLMAN. Can you not now ht those is you think 
Mountains, and even on the mountain side the homestead law can be | p rin unlimited 
literally complied with. Mr. CHIPMAN. }\ r. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Takethe east fork of the Yellowstone. Wouldyou Mr. HOLMAN. Does not this l express le tl 
cultivate those slopes ? } ‘ ld 1 it f h the P1 lant of ; < 
Mr. MCSHANE. Yes; you can cultivate the east fork of the Yel ; ; or the Secretary of the Interior may ap] the sale 
lowstone. You can not raise corn. Mr. CHIPMAN S ( leaving t ghts and 


Mr. HOLMAN. What can you raise? €0} with regard to the soil of this « itry in the hands of any 
Mr. McSHANE. You can raise many things. esident or other public officer, I would about ngly turn them 
Mr. HOLMAN. Nothing. to a combination or a syndicate or a ‘‘com! f any |} 1. 
Mr. MCSHANE. Itis not to-day fit for cultivation: but let it b Mr. HOLMAN. Has not the executive department tl it 


held for a few years. story itrolled ¢ sale of the publi 








Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is just what this bill proposes to do. Mr. CHIPMAN. I will ask the gentk n m | | 
x Mr. McSHANE. No, sir. people of the country are now satisfied with 
£ { Here the hammer fell. ] th regard to our public lands? 
F Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I asked unanimous consent that dé Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; and that is the reason we 
i bate be closed on this paragraph and this amendment. I think th ) legislate on this s 
# question was not submitted. Mr. CHIP ‘ d yo opose among « p 
x The SPEAKER pro te mpore. Is there objection e c ation to cling to one of t op ona tures ol 

Mr. TOOLE. I object. Ir. HOLMAN. What is tha 

ter five minutes. Mr. CHIPMAN., Leaving it to tl d ‘ ( ie I ent or 


FA Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I ask that it be closed af 

¥ Mr. HERMANN. I have an amendment which contemplates pe other officer 
i fecting- I 
i Mr. HOLMAN. That will not be cut out I HII v. yi administ e la 
Mr. WHEELER. I must have a few minutes. to make the law so that he who runs may read, and that ther 
Lg Mr. HOLMAN. I will make it ten minutes. | be no discretion in regard t matter; that as to « foot of 
' The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? i on which an American citizen may build his home he may sit 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Lobject. ath his own vine and fig tree, President or no Presid 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will extend the period and make it fifteen min- | or no discretion 

















i utes. Mr. HOLMAN. What do you propose tod 
‘There was no objection. l ind can not be cul d, t ‘ é 
Mr. TOOLE. It is evident there are some members here who ar 1 is worth two or three hund1 
not conversant with the whole of the country which is covered or sought Mr. CHIPMAN. In the La int that great mining 
to he covered by this provision concerning the timber. lumber country—it was believed for years that the land could not 





4 With due deference to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE] I ed. But what do we » there to ? Why, sir, that is 
i want to say that there probably can not be found 160 acres of land in | a the great wheat be \merica. ‘I e was a tim la 
the Territory of Montana, a section of country which embraces 140,000 » would talk of buying a farm and s in the pine la 
square miles, upon which timber grows, that could be adapted to ag lower peninsula of Michigan would have been considered almo 

culture. The truth is, and I have lived in that country for seventeen | cra; yet to-day hundreds of thousands of ] re living there and 
years, that substantially all the timber grows on the mountain ( on farming operations ext ely. I e been through the 











and the most precipitous mountains that are to be foundin that coun- | Northwest; » with and I ha i hole I 
= try, utterly inaccessible. : that s of sk i for 
: The whole country is a country that has to be irrigated in order to inati inc¢ ibtle t f t it 
; produce crops, even in the valleys. Itis utterly amazing and astound we ] to e « é i 1 t 


ing to an individual who knows anything about it to hear statement opo 
made upon this floor that the lands that are covered by timber could | render tl ity. 
be adapted to homestead and subject toagriculture. The valleys them- Ir. HOLMAN. I hope » gentle: t occasion tO proj 
selves that produce prolific crops are irrigated by artificial means in | such a Iments to the | as W ‘ the re ts he deprecat 
order to produce these crops. The mountains on which the timber Mr. CHIPMAN. I try to do so. 
grows could never be made to yield anything. Mr. HOLMA? I hone i will. 

Now, suppose this provision is strickenout. The result will be that Mr. WHEELER. Under ordinary « mstances, and if tl 
in Montana, Idaho, and Arizona, where we have undeveloped coal mines, | tion were presented to or the first time, 1 should be very mus sh in 
and no fuel supply, no lumber supply, except such as we get in the Terri- | sympat! 
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braska [Mr. McSu I | and the line of arguinent by which he has 
supported it. But after the committee has carefully considered this 
question, modifying proposition after proposition, and after we have 
fix arrived at the provisions of the fourth section, which, as every 
on ist is a compromise, aiming as near as pr sssible to suit the 
wishes and interests of the various Representatives from different part 


of the country, the committee can not be expected to assent to any 
amendment which has not been thoroughly considered and which do 





not present the strongest claims for adoption. 

J have an amendment which I can state the committee has agreed 
not to oppose, and which I now send up to the desk to be published in 
the Recon D. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no cbjection, the amend- 
ment will be pi iblished in the Ri RD 

Th ee eee on. 

The amendment is as follow 

After line 28 tion 29, add: 

* Provided, That after the Ist day of January, 1890, all the public lands in the 
of Alabama shall be open to entry and settlement under the homestead law 


Mr. WHEELER. The idea of this amendment, as of others which 
have been proposed, is that after the Government has offered the lands 
under the other provisions of this bill, if they still remain in the hands 
of the Government they may be allowed to be entered as homesteads, 


no matter whether they be mineral ortimber lands, or whatever othe 





conditions m iy exist, 

I believe it consistent with the duty of the Government to get these 
lands in the hands of the people, and after a certain period has elapsed 
without the land being taken to allow any man to locate upon them, 
make his home there, and acquire title under the homestead law. I 
hope an amendment will be offered and adopted placing beyond que 
tion the power of the citizen to acquire lands in this way, no matter 
what they may contain, after they have remained a certain period in 
the hands of the Government without being taken up under any other 
provisions of the law. 

A MEMBER. How long a period does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. WHEEL ER. I would say two or three years as the extreme 
limit; and if after that period, though they may be coal lands, if they 
have ni ot been entered under the law authorizing the entry of coal lands, 
then let any man go and take them who will comply with the pro- 
visions of the homestead law. 

Mr. MCSHANE. If that principle would be good after a period of 
three years, why is it not good now ? 

WHEELER. It would be good now; but it is the opinion of 
many gentlemen that some lands may be so valuable that the Govern- 
ment ought to sell them for their full value. I say let the Government 
have full chance to do so; but if after a period of two or three years 
the lands have not been taken up under the coal-land laws or the iron- 
land Jaws, then let them be taken by any man who will comply with 
the homestead law and in that way acquire an indefeasible title. This 
principle, I think, will meet the views of many members of this House 
who object to the various provisions of the bill. Let the land be sub- 
ject to the provisions of the law fora certain period, and then let every 
acre of land in the whole country be thrown open and entered under 
the homestead law. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] to strike out the fourth 
section. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Has the time for debate expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two minutes yet remain. 

Ir. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, especially to 
my friends immediately around me, that this bill has been prepared 
with a great deal of care and labor by the Committee on Public Lands. 
it received first the careful attention of a subcommittee, which spent 
many months in its preparation, and afterward it was thorou ghly dis- 
amended in the full committee. I hope, therefore, that 
amendments will not be offered, uniess they are considered vital, and 


cussed and 


that none will be submitted which are likely to embarrass the passage 
of the bill and counteract the good effects which the measure seeks. 
This is a good measure, as we believe, and I appeal to gentlemen here 
not to assail it for the mere sake of making captious criticism. [Cries 
of ** Vote!’’ ** Vot 1974 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, the object of the amendment which 


I have offered is that all public lands, both timber and prairie lands, 
shall be taken up exclusively under the homestead laws. 


rhe question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McSHANE, it 


i SPEAKER pro tempor 


the tleman from Missouri to strike out the section and insert the 
i} ite which has been read. 
Ir. HERMAN! [ have sent to the desk an amendment designed 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ge ntleman did not submit it in 
the regular way. Does he offer it now? 
Mr. HERMANN. I do. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read it, 


The question is now on the motion of 


‘ 
a 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

















t the end of the substitute add the follow 
led, That no person, corporation, or ass tion shallown, in 
ase under this act,an aggregate amount exceeding 640 acr of timber at 
1e of purchase; and pt ! ‘ 5 lber le before th t 
er at the time Of purchase. 
HE RMANN. Mr. Speaker 
I SPEAKER } en Debate is exhausted. 
Mr. HERMAN? I ask unanimous consent to occupy five: es 
1 explaining my an mendment, which seeks to perfect this su ibstitut ; 
Mr. MACDONALD. If I understand aright, the provision of that 
mendment is already a part of the substitute. 
[ry ‘HERMANN Iti Lo the am I lr ood faith 
o perfect the substitut 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of th 
gentleman from Oregon {Mr. HERMANN] to occupy five minute 
he Chair hears none. 
Mr. MACDONALD. ir norder that we inderstand the question 
which the gentleman is about to discuss, ild like to have the sub- 
stitute read in connect ion with the gentleman’s amendment. 


Mr. HERMANN. ‘That would come out of my time, and I prefer 
st to make my explanation, to which I invite the kind attention ot 
1e chairman of the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. HoLMAN] and 
the gentler man from Illinois [Mr. PAyson]. 

Speaker, I understand it is the desire of the Committee on Pub- 
ands to confine the —— se of timber lands to tracts not exceed- 
ll e oi acres for any one person or association. 

. HOLMAN, That is right. 

or. HERMANN. ButI think a strict construction of this section 
substitute will not carry out that object; in other words, I think 
that without my amendmenta large number of persons who are ¢ ulready 
owners of an indefinite amount of — s will be allowed to come in 
and compete with others who are not the possessors of timber land 
This is the language, t that no ee ition shall purchase or hol r a 
greater quantity of such timber land than four quarter-sections. My 
amendment is that no person or corporation shall hold 640 acres of land 
by purchase from the United States, but that the purchase shall not 
exceed 160 acres. It is similar to the restriction in the additional 
homestead. There apy person may acquire an additional homestead 

which may be vacant and may adjoin. 

Now, 2 man owning 100,000 acres of timber land may come in and 
purchase 640 acres additional. My amendment on ie allows a man to 
purchase in addition to what he owns what will make 640 acres, and 
not more, It is calculated to create more equality in this regard. 

Mr. HERMANN’S amendment was agreed to. 

The eubstitute of Mr. STONE, of Missouri, as amended, was agreed 
to. 

Section 5 was read, as follows: 

Sxc. 5. That before any sale of timber as above provided for shall be made, no 
tice thereof shall be given by the Secretary of the Interio#for at least ninety 
days in two newspapers of general circulation printed and published in the 
State or Territory, one of which shall be published in the land district in which 
the same is situated, describing by numbers the tracts of land on which the same 
is situated and the location thereof, and designating the land office of the dis- 
trict in which the land is situated as the place where such sealed proposals will 
be received, and stating the time within which such sealed proposals will be re- 
ceived. Ali such sales shall be for cash, payable at the time of sale at the land 
office of this district in which the land is situated, and the proceeds shall be ac- 
counted for by the receiver of such land office as the proceeds of the sale of pub- 
lic lands are now required by law to be accounted for. 

Mr. TooLe’s amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 5 by adding thereto the following: 

‘ Provided, That it shall be lawful for the residents of either of the States of 
Colorado or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, 
Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, and Montana, to cut and remove timber on the pub- 
lic domain under existing law and the regulations thereunder for the period of 
six months after the passage of this act.” 


Mr. TOOLE. I think a brief statement will show the propriety o! 
this amendment. The section provides these lands shall be classifie« 
as timber lands, and then they shall be advertised for a period of three 
months. So if this section becomes the law the result will be that 
there will be a period of time between the passage of the law and the 
time in which these landsshall be classified and ninety days thereafter 
during which it will be impossible to procure timber in any of the 
States or Territories named in this amendment 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no serious objection to that. 

Mr. TOOLE’s amendment was agreed to. 

Section 6 was read, as follows: 


Sec, 6. That the timber so sold on any tract of land as above provided for 
shall be removed from the land, and from the public domain, within five years 
from the date of the sale thereof, and not afterward. The rights acquired by 
any such purchaser of the timber on any tract of public land shall be the own- 
ership of such timber and the right to remove the same from such land within 
the period above specified, and any necessary use of the land incident thereto, 
subject to the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, which timber and right 
of removal shall be deemed personal property for all purposes, including taxa- 
tion: Provided, however, That any tract of land the timber on which shall be 
sold, if found to be mineral land, shall, notwithstanding such sale, be subject to 
entry under the laws in force in relation to mineral lands, but such sale of the 
land as mineral land shall in no wise impair the rights of the purchaser to such 
timber thereon and to remove the same within the period hereinbefore specified. 
But no person, company, or corporation shall seg ey or hold in any State or 
Territory a greater quantity of such timber than the timber on four quarter- 
sections of land, 
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of 160 acres of timber lands needs fire-wood; he may purch 
1 for that purpose, but before he could possil consume t 
xd upon the la nother person comes in and outbids him. 
HOLMAN. I] purpose for which he wants the timber is aI Ms 
h e anyw + 
take it 
\ I 
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he a nt you make, the land was in the prox ( 
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in cultivation immediately, and as fast as they can eut the timber off 
they have the advantage of the timber, which enables them to erect 
their habitations and to secure and improve their homes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will observe this bill does not reach those 
lands at all. Those lands being agricultural lands are expressly ex- 
cepted 

Mr. GAY. Thenthere should be no objection to the adoption of the 


amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. T 
to cut the whole bill 1 


he only objection would be that we would have 
1 


p into fragments. 


. : - a 
Mr. GAY. I would like to have that portion of my district posi- | 
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| 


tively excepted and not complicated at all with doubt upon this ques- | 


tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. McRAE. My friend may rest assured that the bill will not af- 
fect any agricultural lands. Itisas broad asitcan be. All lands that 
are fit for agriculture may be taken under the homestead law. His 
land can not be classified as timber or mineral land. 

Mr. GAY. Homestead entries are the only kind of entries I believe 
in 


Mr. McRAE. That is all we seek to give you. 
Mr. GAY. But I fear that under the provisions of this law the lands 


in question will not be allowed to be entered. 

Mr. HOLMAN, A vast body of land is leftin exactly the same con- 
dition as it was before. To those lands we apply the homestead prin- 
ciple. That, I think, is the corner-stone of this bill. 

Mr. GAY. These are not mountain lands and they are not coal lands. 
There are no minerals in my country. They are more or less timber 
Jands. I desire to have the right of settlement goon. Therefore | 


vision in this bill conflicting with it, then the amendment will do no 
harm 

Mr. HOLMAN. I kno&y; but every other section will insist on com- 
ing in and suggesting provisions. This matter is already provided for 
in the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read section 10 of the bill; also an amendment offered by 
Mr. Toore, as follows: 


Add the following to section 10: 

Phat in order to determine what lands may lawfully be selected, certified, 
or patented under grants made by Congress to each and every of the several 
land-grant railroads of the United States,and to which patent has not hereto- 
fore issued, such railroad company or corporation shall, by its agent thereto au- 
thorizedi n writing. file witht he register and receiver of the land officein which 
such land is situated an affidavit that the land claimed or selected and each le 
gal subdivision thereof is non-mineral in character, as contemplated by the 
grant,and that the affiant bas made a personal inspection of said land; and 
thereupon the register and recciver of the land office in which said land is situ- 
ated shail cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation, pub- 
lished nearest the land so claimed or selected, for four successive weeks a notice 
that such affidavit has been filed, and at any time within thirty days thereafter 
any citizen of the State or Territory within which said land is situated may defy 
the allegation of non-mineral in said affidavit upon oath; and thereupon the 
same proceedings shall be had and obtain as in other contested cases, including 
the right of appeal by either party, but the burden of proving the non-mineral 
character of the land shall beupon the railroad company ; and in all such con- 
tests it shall be suflicient to reject the claim or selection of any railroad company 
if it appears from the proof that the land contains lodes of mineral-bearing mat- 
ter, which does not pass by the grant, whether it has been worked or not, or 
whether it will pay or not to work at the time of the contest. As between the 
railroad company and the Government any and all land that bears minerai 


JUNE 25, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair was 
not then in the chair. 

Mr. MCRAE. My amendment does not conflict with the present 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the amend- 
ment now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after ‘‘so,”’ in the sixth line of the eleventh section: ‘‘ Preference being 
given to persons residing upon or owning improvements thereon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to have a resolution 
passed which I send to the Clerk’s desk, providing for having 2,000 
more copies of the bill printed. Wehave entirely exhausted the edi- 


| tion, and if we are going on to-morrow we ought to have more. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request will be entertained later. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

By Mr. Smirnu, of Wisconsin: 

Amend section 11 in the third line by striking out the words “ private or.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee why this land is to be sold at private sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was thought that was a matter that might be 
safely submitted to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner; that there might be cases where it would be proper 


| to sell at private sale, especially if they were to give priority to the 


person who happened to be on the land. 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Since the amendment offered by the 


gentleman from Arkansas, I see the appropriateness of the words 


+6 


private or.’’ Prior to that the wording did not seem right. I now 


| withdraw my amendment. 
offer this amendment, which I think is germane. If there is no pro- | 


which does not pass by the grant, or gold in placer form in such appreciable | 
quantities as to render it in any sense valuable so as to be likely to be sought | 


out for its mineral qualities, shall be considered within the exception made by 
Congress and shall be considered mineral lands, 


Mr. TOOLE. This amendment becomes necessary for the following 


| 


reason: Under the charter of the Northern Pacific Railroad and others | 


they are given in their grant coal and iron, but all other minerals are 
expressly excepted from the grant. The surveyors-general of several 
of the States and Territories, in the early days, before the character of 
the country was known, acting in collusion with the railroad compa- 
nies, returned large quantities of mineral land, land bearing gold, sil- 
ver, and copper, as agricultural land. These lands have been certified 
to the railroad companies. 

The object in passing this amendment is to compel those companies 
to comply with the terms and intention of the grant, namely, that they 
shall not take any of the mineral lands by grant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may 
be transferred to whatever place in the bill may be deemed appropri- 
ate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be made a separate section between sections 
2 and 3, as the hill now stands. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read section 11 of the bill. 

Mr. McRAF. I have an amendment proposed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments are to be considered in 
the order of their present tion. 

Mr. PAYSON. ly unanimous consent, when the bill was first called 
for consideration to-day, it was ordered that amendments should be 


considered in the order in which they would logically apply. 


The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

By Mr. Carry: 

Amend line 3 of section 11 by striking out the words “ private’’ and “ or,’ and 
by inserting in said line 3, section 11, between the word ‘‘sale”’ and the word 
“for,” the words ‘after advertisement as provided for the sale of timber lands 
under the provisions of this act.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

by Mr. HERMANN: 


On line 6, page 7, after the words ‘to do so,” insert the words ‘‘subject to the 
rights of actual settlers to purchase or enter.”’ 


Mr. HERMANN. That point is already covered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

‘There was no objection. 

The Clerk read section 12 of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have an amendment which I wish to offer if I can 
get the attention of the chairman of the committee. I think it ought 
to be adopted, and I do not know of any better place to insert it than 
here. I will read it before sending it to the Clerk. 

Providing that along all water courses, lake and sea shores there shall be re- 
served to the United States for public use alternate sirips of land 100 feet wide 
and 1,000 feet long; and a!l patents for land disposed of after the passage of this 
act shall expressly recite this reservation. 

Mr. McADOQO. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion—that the words ‘living springs’’ be inserted ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Do you say springs or streams ? 

Mr. McADOO. Springs and streams. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not think it best to put springs in. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Would it not be well tosay ‘‘ navigable 
water streams?’’ 

Mr. WEAVER. No; I think not. The object is to keep people 
from being fenced off from stock water and necessary water supply. I 
think this is a very important reservation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, The amendment has not been reported from the 


| desk. 


Mr. WEAVER. Let it be made an independent section. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My only trouble about that is it seems to be in- 
definite. Is it 1,000 feet on the water front? Which way does it lie? 

Mr. WEAVER. Parallel with the stream. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. One thousand feet along the stream? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It does not say so. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will put it ‘parallel with the stream.’’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill say to the gentleman that the reservation 
of the sea front for the purpose of watering stock 

Mr. WEAVER. There are a great many places where they can not 
get to the sea. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Why would it not be wiser to make the 
amendment apply to each quarter-section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope this proposition will be withheld for the 
present. 

Mr. LAIRD. I hope it will not be adopted now or at any other time. 

Mr. WEAVER. I am willing that the amendment be passed over 
for the present, to be considered hereafter at a proper time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa with- 
draw it for the present? 
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Mr. WEAVER. Ian hat it be passed over now 
by unanimous consent, with the understanding that we shall go back 
Lo it 

The SPEAKER pro temp 
will be made. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Speaker, have all the amendments to section 
11 been passed upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempor 

Mr. McSHANE. I ask 
ment to section 11. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to recur to section 11 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 perfectly willing t 


In the absence of objection, that order 


They have. 
unanimous consent to offer another amend- 


In line 2 strike out the words “‘one hundred and sixty”’ and insert ‘‘ forty 
so as to read: 
“That all isolated or disconnected tracts or parcels of the public domain less 







SS than Di.co 
his judgment 


than 40 acres may be ordered sold at private or public sale for not le 
per acre by the issioner of the General Land Office, when in 
it would be proper to do so.”’ 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to recurring to the section for 
the purpose of having the amendment offered. But the Committee on 
Public Lands had that proposition before it, investigated it thoroughly, 
and after information from the General Land Office, as well as personal 
information from gentlemen living in localities which would be affected 
by the provisions of the bill, it was unanimously agreed that 160 acres 
would be the proper amount. While I have no objection to the offer- 
ing of the amendment, I thinkgit ought to be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the ainendment of 
gentleman from Nebraska will be considered as pending. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope it will not be agreed to; it clearly ought not 
to be, because the land can be homesteaded now if any man wants to 
homestead it. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Speaker, this section will place hundreds of 
thousands of acres of land under the control of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to be placed on the market at private sali 
Now, I understand the intention of this bill is to preserve as much ot 
the public domain as possibly can be preserved for homestead entry. 
We all know that in many instances 120 acres of land are regarded as 
sufficient for ahomestead entry. There are thousands of settlers who 
willingly make a filing upon 80 acres of land in close proximity to a 
railroad rather than go off 20 or 30 miles from a railroad and settle on 
160 acres. Until a few years agoasettler could not file upon more than 
80 acres within the 20-mile limit of a railroad, and that law was re- 
pealk d only in 1880. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, This bill provides that any tract of this character 
less than 160 acres may be sold in the manner provided. It 
your amendment. 

Mr. McSHANE. Butthere might be a fraction of a quarter-section, 
embracing, we will suppose, 154 acres, which, under this section, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office would be permitted to sell at 
public or private sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosuggest that this provision will apply onl 
to cases where there has been in some form or other a reservation of a 
small, isolated body of land rendered valuable by being in the neigh- 
borhood of settlement. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this section go a 
long way. They give authority to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to sell at public or private sale, whenever he sees fit, any 
parcel of land less than 160 acres. Surely the effect of this section 
will be to remove from the operation of the homestead act every frac- 
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il 
tion of a quarter-section, if there is anybody ready to purchase it and 
if the Commissioner of the General Land Office sees fit to sell it. | 

n in favor of preserving every fraction of a quarter-section in excess 

10 acres for settlement under the homestead laws. 
Mr. LAIRD. ‘Take, for instance, the Platte River, having a tortu- 
ous course, full of islands which embrace a large number of fractions 
of quarter-sections, marked on the Government plats as ‘“‘lots.’’ These 
may be valuable to the holder of contiguous property, but worthless 
to any person who might propose to take them up separately under his 
homestead or pre-emption right. What does the gentleman say as to 
those cases? 

Mr. McSHANE. I presume that all those parcels of land to which 
the gentleman refers are less than 40 acres. 

Mr. LAIRD. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. We have information of very large numbers of such 
fractional tracts in Indiana and Illinois, outside of the meander lines 
of surveys, etc, 

Mr. McSHANE. I will ask my colleague [Mr. LArrp] whether it 
is not a fact that there are in Nebraska thousands of quarter-sections 
of land containing only from 152 to 158 acres ? 

Mr. LAIRD. I thiuk that is the fact. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not a matter coming within the provisions 
of this section at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


of 


They are not isolated. 
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Mr Mi SH ANE The Vv become isolate 1 tl ‘ moment the qu te 
ections on each side of then re take! up 
Mr. LAIRD [ do not think the case presented by my collea 
{Mr. McSHANE] is covered by this sect 
Mr. PAYSON. Not at all 
Mr. McSHANE rhe provisions of this sec on I 
apprehend, than they were intended io go by the committe t 
ing the section. I have no objection to mo 
striking out ‘*40”’ and inserting ‘‘8 l t tin 
cluding under this provision thes tqu sect I have 
Sp ken 
Mr. LAIRD. I think that my colleague | Mr. M ‘ 
matter somewhat differently from the rest of us I 
me that the ‘‘ short quarter-sections,’’ which are short ov 
to defects in surveys and not from natural causes ‘ pre 
under this section. But I can see this is a state of ings W 
divisions are cut up and reduced below 160 and 80 
Platte River there are a large number of fractional parts « 
rated from the public lands and marked as lots They c t 
portion of the shore. Some of them are islands. 
I have a bill before the Committee on Public Lands asking that t 
Secretary of the Interior be autl zed to ‘ n 
to particular holders. The la $ mo! ) 
than to those who are distant as it m I past 
purposes, 
Mr. MACDONALD. Iwas just wa o see | ] 
would occupy the minute which I yielded t 
friends will reilect for a moment n the pur f t 
will agree that it shall remain as it is 
rentleman who has resided 
ive, from the time the Government offere¢ d fi 
the present hour, will realize fully the necess of 
the one provided in the } io t ! 
try \ re I live have be ! t t 
one or two isolated tr t< i 
uable on account of « stantly goin 
st there are tracts of ) es wl 1 still 
p d of Cries of ‘‘ Vote 
Mr. McRAE. I want to say, in the Souths ! ind St 
States where public lands have been irl sect of \ 
Missouri, in the northern part of Louis und the northe 
Mississippi—this section isanecessity A great f the 
been taken because it is unfit for cultivation; that is, unfit for i 
stea r} section was draughted toena e | O« é 
of the ] in any way to accommodate t} ho iv d re a} 
these lands. I hope the amendment not 
th Representat ves of those S ( 1 not 1 gy i 
upport to this bill if this se was taken ¢ f it 
Mr. LAIRD ls preference should | 1 to tl 
ibutting or adjoini inds 
Mr. McRAE. He ikes out his app i t ( 
t General Land O ind the latter car t 
d it is for the interest of t Go I 1 
_ Mr LAIRD. But prefere: it ile o 
I given to the owners of the hearest abutting 
Mr. McSHANE. I desire to change n ) 
20 instead of 160 acres. And I wish, Mr. Cha 1 
H e the fact that in the Western Stat b Vel ec p 
yed sections run short in the number of ac In t] 
containing 158 or 159 acres the Commissio! of the G 
Oliice can offer the same for sale. 
Mr. PAYSON. In many portions of the West, as stated 
gentleman from Nebraska, there are fractio I 
\ MEMBEI What do you m solated 
Mr. PAYSON. I will state what isolated in ylated tr 
d is understood to be, in public-land parlance, a piece of land ! 
1ds disconnected from other pub lat i r be 
by the Government, or land when disconnected by reason 
to a stream or surrounded by water, as in the case « id 
Thatis what I mean by isolated land 
McSHANE. I understand thegentleman Ino rds, t 
th located within the limits of a -grant ra d 
odd sections are granted to the railroads, leaving a section of 
ment land surrounded by four sections of railroad land ] t 
is short in the number of acres it contains \ never three-f ths 
of that-section is settled on the other quarter is subject to the pro 
visions of this section 
Mr. PAYSON. Precisely 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I think not 
Mr. McSHANE. There is no question about 
Mr. PAYSON. Concedethat itis; whatis the objection? The 


eral law operates in regard to it, and any homesteader or pre- 

can take it up. This is not a repeal of the general law It iss 

an addition to that law which is not supplanted by it. If 
steader or pre-emptor takes it, all we do is to say that the Commi ner 
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» General Land Office may sell it at private sale after giving the 
ght of purchasing to the owner of the nearest adjacent land. 

Mr. MCSHANE. There is no provision in this bill giving the first 
right to the homesteader. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, for the general law does that. 

Mr. MCSHANE. But it provides that whenever the fraction of a 
quarter-section becomes isolated the Commissioner may offer it for sale. 

Mr. PAYSON, But that does not prevent the homesteader from 





taking it. There is simply a discretion given to the Commissioner to | 


sell it if no one else takes it under the general law. 

Mr. MCSHANE. ‘This gives too much discretion to the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Lands; it places too many acres of the public do- 
main on the market for sale. It is the objectionable feature of this 
section; and I hope the amendment will be adopted reducing the 
amount to a fraction of 80 instead of 160 acres. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCSHANE, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 11. 

Mr. MCRAE. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. I 


think we have been in session long enough to-night. Let us take a 


recess now until half past 10 to-morrow. 

Mr. HERMANN. No; I object to any recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess until 10 
o’ clock. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask consent to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, and I ask his attention for a moment. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the pending proposition 
be passed without prejudice, to be called up at a later stage in the con- 
sideration of the bill when there is a fuller attendance of the members. 

Mr. McRAE, I can not consent to that, as I may not be here. 
This is a matter that the representatives of five of the public-land 
States can not possibly concede. ‘They can not support the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this amendment does not seem to make it so 
objectionable. 

Mr. McRAE. I know what the amendment means. We can not 
support the bill with that amendment. 


‘The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the suggestion of | 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] ? 

Mr. MCSHANE. I object. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman object to passing it over with- 
out prejudice? 

Mr. MCSHANE. I do, for I may not be here to-morrow, and I want 
to suy here again that the State that I in part have the honor to rep- 
resent has many millions of acres of unoccupied Government lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. This clause of the bill will not affect that. 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, because there are a great many fractional sec- 
tions. 


Mr. McSHANE. And I can not consent to have such a large body | 


of Jands put in the hands of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office for sale and subject to his discretion. "We want to preserve 
them for homestead settlers. 

Mr. PAYSON. But I think the gentleman is mistaken about the 
effect of it in that respect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman objects. 

Mr. HoLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that 
no quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. McRAE and Mr. McSHANE were appointed tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is obvious that there is no quorum present. 


Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House take a recess until half 


past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. WEAVER that the 
House take a recess. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It will take a quorum to do that. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 15, noes 8. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that a 
quorum has not voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. WEAVER were appointed tellers. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I ask consent to offer an amendment which 


will meet the objection of the gentleman from Nebraska. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a pending motion on which no | 


quorum has voted. 

Mr. WEAVER. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I propose to add to this section these words: 

Provided, That lands shall not become so isolated or disconnected until the 
same have been subject to homestead entry for a period of two years after the 
surrounding land has been disposed of by the Government in any manner. 

Mr. WEAVER. That, I think, meets the objection. 

Mr. MCSHANE. With an amendment fixing it at three years, I will 
accept that. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Very well; I will so modify the amendment. 

The amendment as modified was adopted. 
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| Mr. LAIRD. Now I submit this amendment to the amendment 

| offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To what section? 

| Mr. LAIRD. Tosection1l. I understand Mr. McRAEto be willing 
to accept this as it simply completes the matter. 

Mr. McRAE, LIhavenoobjection. Myamendment has been adopted. 

| Mr. LAIRD. It is as follows: Add to the amendment of the gen- 

| tleman from Arkansas: 

| Provid d, That ia the absence of any resident, preference in sale of the 

same 

Referring to an isolated piece of land— 
shall be given where practicable to the owner of the nearest abutting land, 
said owner to have six months in which to make such purchase. 

Mr. McRAE. I think the ‘‘six months’’ ought to be stricken out. 
The preference is given and the time ought to come under the discre- 
tion vested in the Commissioner. 

Mr. LAIRD. I do not care about that. Let it be stricken out. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 13 of the bill; also the following amendment, 
offered by Mr. Biaas: 





Amend section 13, line 3, by striking out “three hundred and twenty ”’ and 
inserting ‘“‘ six hundred and forty.”’ 

Mr.McKENNA. My colleague, the mover of that amendment, was 
| unable to be here to-night. He therefore requested me to ask unani- 
mous consent that it be passed over, and returned to upon the next 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have noobjectiog, provided we do not get through 
the bill to-night. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to have Mr. Biaas here to- 
| night. If the bill is not finished to-night, but is passed over, I do not 
| want to waive any right to be heard upon that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have the same 
right that he would have if the amendment was considered to-night. 

The Clerk read section 14. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the word “affidavit,” in line 3, down to and including the word 
‘“*family,’’ in line 4, on page 8. 

Mr. SMITH, ofArizona. This amendmentleavesoutthe words ‘‘ that 
he or she is the head of a family.’’ I do not think the lands should be 
restricted to persons who are the heads of families. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language is the same as that of the homestead 
law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There are many youngmen under twenty- 
one years of age who have no human being to depend on for their sup- 
| port. They are the most energetic and industrious people among us. 
It seems to me that this question should not be raised against them. 
I would like to see the law so amended that people of a younger age 
' even than twenty-one shall have the right to enter the desert lands. 
Mr. WEAVER. What age would you suggest ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Thereare plenty of them out there eight- 
| een years of age. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have adopted the language of the homestead 
law as near as may be. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 15. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to offer an amendment to add 
after the word ‘‘map’’ the words “or diagram.’’ I am afraid this 
language might be construed to mean a regular map with distances, 
heights, ete., and that the settler would be put to too much expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read s2ction 16; also the amendment by Mr. Smriru, of 
Wisconsin, as follows: 

Amend section 16 by adding to the end of same: 

Provided, however, That the Government of the United States may, at any 
time whenever the public interest may require, enter upon asystem ofirrigation, 
and may by purchase or condemnation acquire all irrigating canals, ditches, 
and reservoirs provided for in this act, and as may be found necessary for a 
| complete system of irrigation, and the title of waters that may or can be used 
for irrigation shall remain in the United States.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 17. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I see in line 22, after the word ‘‘land,’’ there is a 
word omitted. It isthe word ‘‘has.’’ If there is no objection, that 
should be inserted. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

Section 17, in lines 8 and 9, strike out “‘ three hundred and twenty ” and insert 
‘six hundred and forty.” 

Mr. MCKENNA. I make the same request in regard to this amend- 
ment as I made in regard to the other amendment, offered by Mr. Bicas. 
If there is no objection, I should like to have it passed over. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was passed over. 
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land, and will then look further to see how the gift is to be made avail- 


has never paid but 25 cents an acre fortheland. The parties who made | able, they will discover that some such provision as this must be in- 


the location were dummies. It is not exactly a desert country, such 
as was described by the gentleman on my right, but it is the very 
garden spot of Southern California. 

Many of these lands that are so held under the desert-land entries 
of eleven years ago to-day to the actual settlers would be worth a thou- 
sand dollars an acre, and yet they are called desert lands. It is a 
dangerous thing to put in this section of the bill a proviso recogniz- 
ing the right of a man who makes a desert-land entry to assign before 
he acquires title to his land. The act of the 3d of March, 1877, pro- 
vides specifically that the person making the settlement must make it 
for himself alone; but the law has been so perverted that the syndicate 
to which I have referred have held nearly 400,000 acres of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that in a single county. 

Mr. VANDEVER. And they own otlfer land in addition to the 
three or four hundred thousand acres. They have appropriated all the 
water there is in that country. Theyown the water and they own the 
land. They stand there like cormorants and keep it from the honest 
settlers. 

I understood the chairman of the committee to say here to-night 
that the object of this bill is to secure these lands to the actual set- 
tlers. But he inserts in the bill a vicious amendment which neutral- 
izes that idea. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEARD. IfIam recognized, Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. VANDEVER. It is not the time nor the occasion to make any 
extended remarks; but I am painting no fancy picture. Iam stating 
facts in regard to this matter. Since I have been here I have made it 
my business to wait upon the Secretary of the Interior and the Land 
Department and to address communication after communication to get 
the facts into that office. To this day not one finger has been lifted in 
that Department towards the rectification of this great fraud practiced 
upon the settlers of the country. 

Mr. LAIRD. They have been using their spies on us out there. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER] 
will bear in mind that a very large portion of these desert-land entries 
are suspended in the Land Office and the subject is being investi- 
gated. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I understand that. The great point is that we 


vant the 300,000 acres thus suspended restored to the public domain, | 


so that the honest settler may have an opportunity of going upon it 
and getting a homestead. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is being brought about as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. VANDEVER. When the settler comes in and asks permission 
to locate upon this land he is told in the local land office it is no longer 
public land, it does not belong to the body of the public land, and he 
has ng right to file upon it. He is shut off. A wall of adamant is 
raised around it. It is one of the most difficult things in the world, 
almost impossible, to beat that idea into the head of the Interior De- 
partment or into the head of the Land Office, to make them understand 
the frauds that are being practiced at this hour under their very juris- 
diction by connivanceof the subordinates in their offices that they ought 
to control. 

Now, what I fear in regard to this matter is that if we recognize in 
this bill the right of a man under the desert-land act to assign his title 
before he has perfected it, it may be claimed that this is a recognition 
of the right ef those locators in 1877 to assign their title to the syndi- 
cates that claim to hold them to-day. This is a matter of very great 
importance to the people of that country. There isa crying evil there 
which they charge upon the present administration of the Land Office 
and of the Interior Department. 

There is no politics in this matter. There is a great wrong to be 
righted, and whoever may be responsible for the perpetration of the 
wrong, whatever may be the party to which he belongs, Isay weshould 
apply the principle that ‘‘no guilty man shall escape.’’ I therefore 
call the attention of the committee and the House to the propriety of 
striking this provision from section 20 of the bill. 

Mr. LAIRD. May I ask the gentleman aquestion? Outside of the 
possible effects of this section upon the existing condition of things 
described by the gentleman, what does he say about its mischievous 
effects in prospective? 

Mr. VANDEVER. That we can only infer. 

Mr. LAIRD. What do you say about that? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I think it will be justas mischievous in the fut- 
ure as this practice of the Department has been in the past, laying the 
foundation for neutralizing the beneficial effects of this bill, designed 
by the committee which reported it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. VANDEVER] 
has related very glaring cases of fraud, which, if they exist, and are per- 
mitted to exist without redress under any administration, must be a 
disgrace to that administration. But, sir, to state that frauds have 
existed under the previous law is no condemnation of this provision. 
And if gentlemen will pause a moment to contemplate what they in- 
tend by a gift of desert land or by a right of parties to acquire desert- 








serted, or the gift will be an entire disappointment to the person who 
is expected to receive it. 

Desert land, as has been stated by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. LAtrp], is not like agricultural land. You can not go upon it 
and from the very beginning have some prospect of a profit and benefit. 
You must employ capital upon it; you must bring water upon it; and 
until you do employ capital and bring water it is of no more use than 
is that bare floor for the production of any crop. Employ capital upon 
it, bring water, and it may be made productive. 

Now, how is the settler going to employ capital upon this desert 
land when he has no capital? How is he going to put water upon it 
when he has not the means of bringing water there? How is he to 
accomplish this? ~ He pledges his industry and his honesty to some- 
body who has the capital. ‘This person sees that the settler is indus- 
trious and honest; he sees also that all the title and rights of the Gov- 
ernment are made paramount to everything the settler does, are se- 
cured to the very end, and that the settler if he be industrious and 
honest, if he performs his duty to the land and to the Government, 
will be able to repay amply the advances of money which may be 
made to him. Thus the person who advances the money for the im- 
provement of this desert land is secured by the pledge of one half of 
320 acres. 

We had this matter under consideration in thecommittce; we delib- 
erated upon it thoroughly, and we could devise no other plan to make 
this an available offer on the part of the Government. We realized 
the existence of some objections to the provision of the bill; we real- 
ize those objections now, and if any other plan could have been sug- 
gested whereby the result could have been accomplished, we would 
gladly have adopted such a plan. 

How is the Government to be defrauded under this provision? It 
grants 320 acres of land, arid land; as arid as that floor, so far as con- 
cerns the production of crops. It says to the settler, ‘‘Go there: em- 
ploy your time; devote your industry; and if you reclaim that land, if 
you make it bloom and blossom, then we will grant you a gift of 320 
acres; and in order to enable you todo this we will allow you to mort- 
gage one-half of what you are to get.’’ The title of the Government 
and the right of the Government are always paramount to any right 
of the mortgagee; the Government is always secure against any possible 
abuse. 

I consulted my other colleagues from California about this measure, 
and I thought I had consulted my colleague who has just spoken [ Mr. 
VANDEVER], but in this respect I must be mistaken. My judgment 
is that my other colleagues concur in the propriety of this provision. 
Such is my present recollection, although the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. HoLMAN] has just told me that some of them dissent 
from it. If they do they have not expressed their dissent to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot undertake to speak definitely on that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I would like to say a few words in response to 
my colleague [Mr. MCKENNA]. 

Mr.McKENNA. The gentleman shall have ample opportunity for 
that. Between my colleague and myself there is no contention about 
this matter—certainly none on my part. My whole desire is, in the 
first place, to secure to the settler ample opportunity to realize the 
benefits of this gift of the Government; and, in the second place, to 
protect the Government against any possibility of being defrauded 
by such schemes as have been depicted by my colleague [Mr. VAN- 
DEVER]. 

I wish to say as to the lands in Kern County that they are not desert 
lands. It is land which is referred to as being as arid as this floor. It 
is very rich land and makes that country like a garden spot. It is ag- 
ricultural land; but the parties constituting the syndicate in Southern 
California own three or four thousand acres of other lands, and they also 
monopolize the water which is necessary for irrigation. They monop- 
olize the land and they also monopolize the water which is necessary 
to cultivate the land. Those who go there upon the land to settle 
have no water, and they have to depend for what they use upon this 
syndicate. As a result, this monopoly which owns the waterand owns 
the surrounding land becomes the possessor, little by little, of all the 
lands in the country. 

Mr. McKENNA. Is not this proviso calculated to prevent abuse ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam not advocating the proviso, but opposing 
any provision by which the settler is allowed to mortgage his Jand be- 
fore he acquires title to it. That is the worst part of this section. 

There is an investigation going on in the Land Office in regard to this 
matter, which ought to have been inaugurated before this. It is of 
the highest importance this House should be informed before they adopt 
that proviso. It is a matter of importance to the community in which 
I live. 

As I have already said, this land is not arid land. It is rich land and 
susceptible of the highest cultivation. Men are going there to settle 
upon these lands in large numbers; but they can not remain there un- 
less they put themselves under obligation to this syndicate which owns 
all the water. 
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Also, a bill 


A bill 
-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
10620 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. 
litical 
diciary. 


WISE: A 
disabilities of John H. 


bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the 


Parker 


y, the mortgagee gt 


filing may 


his tinal proof show 


is pro- 


mortgage 
States, and upon the per- 


ts 


e 


arried out and a certain portion 


1¢ 
The right the Govern 
On tl 


no 


al 


Do I understand that the mortgage would be inoperat 
It would be a question of the power of the ho 
patent 
of Missouri. Ob, yes; of course the office might « 
I understand that. But that not 


ANDEVER, 


pension 


granting a pension to Barbara Madden 


to the Committee on the. 


cht 


in from Missouri 
Ly 


United 


ile 


H. R. 10615) granting a pension to Salli: 
for the reliefof William Rol 
relief ¢ 
fo! 


Indian depredations—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredatior 


H. R. 10619) granting an increase of pen- 
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CONGRESSIONAL 








\ TE. 
1 4 { 12a 
Us DAY, Juilé Pa Ds 
I er by t Chaplain, R J. G. ButLer, D. D 
J } vesterday’s proceedings was r¢ ind ippl ved 
} TIVE COMMUNI 10 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commun 
tion from the Sec ary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
resolution of June 13, 1888, a statement showing the amount 


United States bonds offered for sale from April 23 to June 15, 1582; 
which, with the accompan 


table and be print 


He also laid ‘ enate a@ communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmittil . letter trom the Chief of Ordnance recommen 
ing a change in the provision of the sundry civil appropriation bill for 


powder depot at Dover, N. J.; which, with the accompanying pape 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


ying documents, was ordered to lie on the 


lie also lair 0 th scnate a mmunication from the Secretary 
of t Int r, transmitting a letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
\ffairs regarding the claim of the Presbyterian Mission Board for re- 
imbursement for improvements to the Albuquerque (N. Mex.) Indian 

hool gro whic with the accompanying papers, was referred to | 
the { I eon Appro tions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITION, 
Mr. EDM®NDS pz ited the petition of John Farrell, of Burling 





ton, Vt., praying to be allowed a pension; which 


BIL! INTRODUCED, 


‘ magia } eo 


Mr. REAGAN int a bill (8S. 3220) for improving Aransas 
lexas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


luced : 21) granting a pension to Isaa 
s ' a meme ee . the f ie end farre, } 
‘ins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to th: 





\MENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 
i BERRY and Mr. HARR 


py? ) iby 1 ! respectiv . 


ely to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allow- 


ice of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the 








submitted amendments intended to 


{ tate Army, as reported by the Court of Claims, under the 

| t a March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act 

\ e ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying re 

por 1e Court of Claims, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
MENT ) APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ] I off ndment intended to be proposed to the 
sun civil ro} ll, which I ask may be read, printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

Th RESIDENT prot The amendment will be read. 

I Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Add on page ), after line 

rm her hall be purchased for the use of the National Homes for 
D ed Volunteer rs any material or supplies which are the result 
‘ labe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo If there be no objection, the pro- 


posed amendment will be printed and referred to the Committee on 
R ROADS IN ENDIAN TERRITORY 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Jones, of Arkansas, as follows: 


y the Senate of the Uniled Slates (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested toreturn to the Senate the 





bill (8. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

I PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
morrow. 

rRANSFER OF COAST SURVEY. 

Mr Cc HANDLER. I move that Order of Business 1279, being the 
bill 1487) to transfer the survey of the coasts of the U nited States 
to the vy Department, and for other purposes, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 








Clerk, announced th a the House had passed the joint resolution (S. R. | 
26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at issue between the District of 
Columbia and ion | Strong. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 8989) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 


The resolution will lie over until to- | 


| 
| 
| 


RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 26 
’ 


for other purposes, insisted upon by the Senate; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CLEmMENtTs, Mr. FeEL1Ix CAMPBELL, 
and Mr. McCoMAS managers at the conference on its part. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 


ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 


follow- 








A bill (H. 3 to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
istrict of ¢ Dl 

A bill (H 32) authorizing the restoration to the Reform School 

boys who have been discharged on probation, and for other purposes; 

\ bill (H. R. 8308) to provide for the examination, and so forth, 


of certain manuscript volumes of the municipal laws of the District of 
Colun bia: 

A bill (H. R. 10053) making May 30 a holiday in the 
Columbia; ; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sale 

les of property in the District of ¢ lumbia for overdue taxes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
ol the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

bill (H. R. $56) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott; 

A bill (H. R. 1561) to incorporate the reform school for girls of the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1514) relating to record of wills in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

A bill (H. J 
lating to the D 


2. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 


ct of Columbia 





HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


hm Bild it 


The bill (H. R. 10540) making tions for sundry civil ex- 





penses of the Government for the fi ar ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes, was read twit ind referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
PUBLIC BUII NG AT WICHITA AN 

Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 

The iumiitee of confere: on the disa ‘ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the S te to the bill (FH. R. 1451) for the completion of a pu 
] l iiaing at Wichita cans ‘ x J t. after full and free nference ha 
agreed torecommend and dot yumend to their respective Houses as f 

it the House 1 le from its disag sment to the amendment of the Sen 

and agree to th time, 





os Oo, 
TUSTIN S. MORRILI 
A ? ep ; ; 4 fa 
MULL DIBBL 
D. JOHNSTON 
3, POST 
Ma yn the p f ithe House. 
The PRESIDENT pro fem) No further action is required by the 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 25th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 
lution: 

An act (S. 1507) providing for an additional associate justice of t 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes 

An act (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 
Purman; 

An act (S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarken; 

An act (S. 647) for the relief of W. . Lemasté r; 

An act (S. 303) granting a pension to > Mane Graziani, of Covingt 
Ky.; 

An act (8. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Wherry; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act e 
titled ‘‘An act ae » arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia, 
approved March 3, 1887 

‘The message also announced that the bill (S. 1299) granting a pen 
sion to George Park, having been pre sented to the President June 7 
1888, and not havi been returned by him to the Senate, in which it 
originated, within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, ha 
become a law without his approval. 








MESSAGE FROM THE HOU 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CL 


TY 


| Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 7647) : 
incorporate the 
rom the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | 


Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway C ompany ‘ 


the District of Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence of th 


| Senate. 


| 


i 


The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3829) granting 
sion to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter, agreed to the conference 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and h 
appointed Mr. CuipMAN, Mr. FRENCH, and Mr. MonRRILI 





Lac! 
asked by the 





. the manage 


| at the same on its part 


District of 


and for notice of 
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LEGISLATIV} APPROPRIATION BILL. 
: Mr. ALLISON. If there is no further rning buviness,I move that | ‘ 
the Senate proceed to ( s ym of the ve, execurive 
and judici ropriation 
The PRES ENT pro t tl » further morning busine ; 
. If there } that order is closed. The Senator from Iowa moves 
f that the § >] ed t ( on of a bill the title of w 





























. rhe ¢ CI i 77) 3 cing a 

: e } ex es of ti ‘ 
: the il year ending I ),, 1889 na r other ] 

’ [he PRESIDENT pro ¢ restion is on the motion t 

2 ke¢ » the bill. 

he motion was: eed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; —* l is l 
Committee of the Whole, and will read at | 

The bill was vorted from the Com t 1 Approprik 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask tha the P sses t 
ments of the Committee on priations 1 L¢ 1 

The PRESIDENT ; rh ri ling will 

4 nsed with, if there be no objection, and the an nts « 
nilttee on Appro at is Wl i upon as they a rea 1 
reading of the bill 

Mr. ALLISO And t til 
acted upon before other am« ents ye in ¢ 

Che PRESIDENT pro tem; t will be so o  i¢ ther 
objection P 

Mr. EDMUNDS hat nae) { ' 

: mend the d the « ttee, or L s¢ 
* mie nn 1s an el that } ileg ! to 1 
the ual « irs¢ I € tf yin t h i t to 
' ] ‘ 

Mr 

Th. L will 

My, od ; 

| in | 14 
page | sai é 
on of t 
Ii l 
s Ch 

Lr} I ol 
real j 4 j 
fore isert ‘‘t ( ; 

»asS to! { 

Three messengers, a ioo eper 4 ea 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in t 1m on page 5, line 1 

. the word ‘‘messengers,’’ to insert ‘‘ including one for the press galle 
» s to read 
4 l'wenty-seven messengers, includ o r the press gallery, at $1,44 
; | ie amendment was agre¢ 1 to. . 
‘ M ALLISON I ought to say that these changes are made in 
2 1ance of resolutions of the Senate, a resolution of the Senate hay 
i provided for an additional me rer as assistant doorkeeper, and 
a messenger for the press gallery. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of t! 
; Committee on Appropriations was,in the appropriations for the offi 
4 of the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, on page 5, li : 
z 8, after the words ‘‘ upholsterer and locksmith, $1,440,’ to insert: l 
: Two carpenters to assist him, at $960 each. A 
. Mr. ALLISON. These two carpenters do not increase the force 
3 all. They are now on the force, but paid out of another fund. We 
simply put them in here at the compensation they are now receivil 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, : 
page 5, line 18, before the word ‘* pages,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen”? : 
insert “‘sixteen;’’ and in line 19, after the words ‘‘ telephone | 
to insert ‘‘ and one page for the press gallery;’’ so as to read 

Sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, including one tel pag 1 PI} ; 
page for the press gallery, at the rate of $2.50 pez ay < 1@ the sess ri 
$4,537.50. 

9 he amendment was agreed to. 

; The next amendment was, on page 5, line 22, to in se the 1 
amount of the appropriatioz wr ‘‘ office of Sergeant-at-Ar ind Do« 
keeper of the Senate’’ from $88,009.90 to $92,030. 40 

The amendment was agreed to 

; The next amendment was, in the apy riations for the post-of 

the Senate, on page 6, line 5, after tl yvora } to 
t pa t supp!) 


3 stamys for saie to Senators, > 


othe 
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The next amendment was to strike out lines 22 and 23, on page 8, 


as follow 


The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 8, to insert: 
For indexing records, namely: One clerk of class 3, two clerks of class1; in 


: ‘ " ¢ 
For furniture and repairs of furniture, $8,000, all, $4,000. 


And insert The amendment was agreed to. 
For purchase of furniture, $1,000, | The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Depart- 
lor materials for farniture and repairs of same, exclusive of labor, $1,500. | ment,’’ in the clause making appropriations for ‘‘ division of loans and 


Se! ces it leaning anc arnishine f re. S34 oe 9 oe : ~ fee 4 ‘ a ae L 
“ eer ee i varnishing furniture, $390. currency,’’ on page 26, line 15, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike out 


‘six ’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: 
Eight clerks of class 4, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 3, to increase the appro- 


riation ‘‘for packing boxes’’ from $780 to $870. . 
= I ae _— | ‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Nhe amendment was agreed to. m ; . . , . 

Tee watt aeueniment wees te anes Os Mn. bn tnenennte ee : The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 18, before the 

; >) amen ; vas, 0 age v, 20, 1crease » g ; rl- | ‘i 9 : bs 5 . “wes ; - 

66 fe 1) : pas : , case tie appropri- | word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ soas to read: 
ation ‘‘for miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor,’’ from $15,000 to | : 
—— , | Four clerks of class 1. 
$25,000 } 

The amendment was agreed to. | The amendment was agreed to. nai, 

j The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 27, line 1, to 
to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause | increase the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘ division of loans 
read: | and currency ’’ from $61,319 to $67,319. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
‘*miscellaneous division,’’ on page 27, line 13, after the word *‘ three,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘two clerks’’ and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ after the words 
‘‘ class 1,’’ at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘one clerk, at $1,000;”’ 
and in line 15, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen thousand 
one’’ and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand seven;’’ so as to make the clause 


The next amendment was, on page 9, line 11, before the word ‘‘cents,’? | 


”? 


For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, including 
compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate as may be fixed by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, | 
but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Representa- 
tives,’’ on page 14, line 21, to increase the appropriation for compensa- 


tion of Doorkeeper from $3,000 to $3,500. read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 2 Miscellaneous division: For chief of division, $2,500; assistant chief of divis- 
rhe next amendment w as, in the same clause, on page 14, line 22, tO | ion, $2,000; one clerk of class4; two clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; one 
reduce the appropriation ‘‘for hire of horses, feed, repair of wagon and | clerk of class 1; one clerk, at $1,000; one clerk, at $900; one assistant messenger ; 
harness ’’ from $1,100 to $600. in all, $14,720. 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. ; a, ' 
Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘* dollars,’’ in line 22, I move to in- The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
re eae . r a a 66 Ass a2 7 ail a 5 ” ave 98 line 5. afte — 
sert ‘‘orso much thereof as may be necessary.” the ‘division of mail and files,”’ on page 28, line 5, after the word 
The amendment was agreed to. ts mail-messenger,’ to strike out ' eight hundred and forty’ me insert 
* , . e 26 . « > ~ oe, . > t 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say respecting these three amendments that | ,,0"° oes - 1D _ a = ig the rege = Eats, ae out 
they are inserted at the request of the House Committee on Appropri- Rhee ae ee a a fo “an and eighty a a twenty- 
ations, they having been omitted for some cause, and not inserted in | §* thousand one hundred and forty;”’ so as to make the clause read 
the House of Representatives. Division of mail and files: For chief of division, $2,500; one clerk of class 3 
; : = 7 P +7 : five clerks of class 2; twoclerks of class 1; six clerks, at $1,000 each; four clerks 
The reading of the bill w as resumed. ie 4 at $900 each ; one mail-messenger, $1,000; two assistant messengers; one laborer, 
rhe next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the | at $600; in all, $26,140. 
clause making appropriations for Official Reporters of the House of Rep- The amendment was agreed to. 
resentatives, on page 17, line 2, after the word ‘‘reporter,’’? to insert 
under the chief official reporter;’’ so as to read: 
One assistant official reporter, under the chief official reporter, $1,000. 





The next amendment was, on page 30, line 8, before the words ‘‘ clerks 
of class 4,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert ‘‘ nine;’’ and in line 11, afte: 
the words ‘‘in all,’”’ to strike out ‘‘ninety-one thousand seven’’ and 
9 ’ d 

rhe amendment was agreed to. insert ‘‘ eighty-nine thousand nine; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

’ ‘ > > « > > re waa ; mea 7? . a 

the next ame ndme¢ nt was, under the head of ** Library of Congre 8S,"" | _ Second Comptroller of the Treasury: For Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
on page 18, line 15, before the words ‘‘assistant librarians,’’ to strike | $5,000; deputy comptroller, $2,700; seven chiefs of division, at $2,100 each; nin 
“twee .five’’ and inse 66 tree y-eight:?? i ine 19. af , | clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class | 
out € are € an i in ert twenty eight; “< line 1 , after the twoclerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, at $900 each; one messenger; and three la 
word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out “‘seven”’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 23, | porers: in’all, $89,920. 
tan . 7 66, ” tohe. sé : rot me Rune 9) « oe ’ ° 
alter the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight thousand five’’ and The amendment was agreed to. 


. seg - 34 2Y 2) > : “ . + . ° ° ° 

insert “forty-two thousand seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: Mr. ALLISON. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted after 
ior compensation of Librarian, $4,000; and for twenty-eight assistant libra- li 21 ve 30: F 

rinns, two at $2,500 each, two at $1,800 each, two at $1,600 each, two at $1,440 each, | Ine «1, ON page ov: 

ten at $1,400 each, six at $1,200 each, one at $960, one at $720, and two at $600 each ; And provided further, That the Secretary of War shall prepare and submit t 

in all, $42,760, | Congress, through the Secretary of the Treasury, in the Book of Estimates for thie 
Thea ¢s > ant was acree fiscal year 1890, estimates in detail for the support and maintenance of the Sol 
‘The aihendment was agreed to. . on . | diers’ Home, and for all necessary expenses connected therewith for the fisca! 

rhe next amendment was, on page 18, line 25, to increase the appro- | year 1890, 


priation ‘* for purchase of books for the Library ’’ from $3,000 to $6,000. The amendment was agreed to. 


J he amendme nt was agreed to. hn : The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th: 
Che next amendment was, on page 19, line 10, to increase the total | Committee on Appropriations was, on page 33, line 5, before the werd 
amount of the appropriations for purchase of books, etc., for the Li- 


bag . . : “‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and in line 6 

neaty <5 Chagrels ee ome to $13,000. after the words ‘‘ one hundred and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ninety-one thou 

The amendment was agreed to. : 2 sand five hundred and thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ ninety thousand eight hun 
Che next amendment was, on page 19, line 20, after the word ‘‘thou- | 


aad Yi denehatin ‘three hundred dollars” and i and dred and seventy;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

cand,” tostrikeont ¢ oes — as = insert “‘an seventy- Third Auditor: For Third Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; seven chic!s 

three dollars and seventy-five cents;’’ in line 21, after the word ‘‘all,’ of divisions, at $2,000 each; six clerks of class 4; twenty-one clerks of class 3 

to strike out ‘‘$13,100”’ and insert ‘$12,873.75;’’ and in line 23, after | fifty-four clerks of class 2; twenty-nine clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1 00 

the word ‘‘cents.’’ to strike out: each; six clerks, at $900 each; one assistant messenger; and seven laborers 
Hs 7 . and one female laborer, at $480; in all, $190,870. 





Provided, That the wages of no day laborer shall be less than $2 per day. 
: } See pee, The amendment was agreed to. 
So as to make the clause read: 


Foe Botanic Garden: Wer enqastetandent, Gane: Gilead The next amendment was, on page 33, line 14, before the words 
or Botante Garden: For supe endent, 31, ; fo assis Cc 0rers, bf % . ” ‘ +}, if ” ° as a as 
under the direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress, $11,073.75; in ‘clerks, at $1,000 each,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert. ‘‘ two; 


all, $12,873.75. in line 16, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to insert ‘‘one messenger;’’ and in 
The amendment was agreed to. line 18, after the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ three hundred ani 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Executive,’’ on page | ninety’’ and insert ‘two hundred and thirty;’’ so as to make the clause 
20, line 8, after ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert ‘‘at the rate of;’’ and in | read: 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘per annum, $2,- Fourth Auditor : For the Fourth Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; three 
622.22.” so as to make the clause read: chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; two clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks of class 
—— oe : of " tie 8; eight clerks of class 2; nine clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; five 
Por compensation of the Vice-President of the United States, at the rate of clerks, at $900 each ; two clerks, at $800 each ; one messenger ; one assistant mes- 
$8,000 per annum, $2,622.22. senger; and two laborers; in all, $69,230. 


The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of State,”’ The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of 


on page 22, line 4, before the word ‘‘assistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ | ‘‘ Treasurer,’’ on page 35, line 22, to reduce the appropriation for sal- 
and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: ‘‘ Five assistant messengers;’’ and | ary of ‘‘one mail messenger’’ from $1,000 to $840; and on page 36, 
in line 7 to increase the total amount of the appropriation for the | line 3, to reduce the total amount of the appropriations for compen- 
compensation of the Secretary of State, Assistant Secretaries, and the | sation of the Treasurer and the clerks and employés in his office trom 


clerks and employs in the office from $115,350 to $117,510. $273,521.60 to $273,361.60. 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 39, line 1, in the clause making \ law has lately been passed providing for an additional 
. appropriations for ‘‘ Light-House Board,”’ after the words “‘ class two,”’ | that Territory. 
Pe to strike out ‘‘ who shail be a stenographer;’’ so as to read The ar t 
4 One clerk of class 2 M ALLISON f ‘ re 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendn iS, On page 3 
two,’’ to insert te 


» For the following additional employésin the office of the Light-Hous« rd Mn ne Le! I I 
g who shall be paid from the ay priations for the Light-House Establishmen t head Governn t t errit rations 
namely: One clerk of class 2, who shall be a stenographer, et« f the ‘* Territarv of Ut >? on 1 64 . t rd 








shall be a stent 














The amendment was agreed to. thousand, ”’ to strike out na 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of St: the clause re 
tistics,’ on page 41, line 9, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike o ; 
** seven’’ and insert ‘‘ eight; ’’ so as to make the clause read 3, | ’ f 
For the payment of the services of experts, and for other necessary expe: : . ; 
tures connected with the collection of facts relative to the internal and { oe 
commerce of the United States, $8,000 
¢ The amendment was agreed to. ; me ’ #e ; 
: The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘* Ofiice of t} - ne ; — : 
Director of the Mint,’’ on page 42, line 23, before the word ‘* hundred ; 7 uM : : 
to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to read: we 2 t nd insert = : 
One translator, $1,400 res to strik at © ol 
1 Se ‘ as to read 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 43, line 3, to wets sphssiecoty chime 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for compensation of the end! I to , 
Director of the Mint and the clerks and other employés in his offic xt amen ut 3, in the same claus 1 pa i 
from $28,740 to $28,940. aiter the word ** three,” to inset 


The amendment was agreed to. One clerk of class 3, or stenographer, for the Genera a 
The next amendment was, under the head of ** Independent Treas a : nograpnher, AS retired \ the 
ury,’’ in the appropriations for ‘‘ Office of assistant treasurer at New 
Orleans,’’ on page 50, line 6, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ on 


The amendment was agreed to 








= Pe . : o . 66-919 99 ; h ALLISON move to amend the | 
paying-teller, $2,000;’’ and in line 13, after the word “‘all,’’ to strilkx - Im ~ 
4 . es) : Tae 3) , 1 I oO ; t \ 1< 
i out ‘‘sixteen’’ and insert ‘* eighteen;’’ so as to make the clause read ; ™ 
: ' } 
I mo » strike out in t rent 1 ) l by the com 


Office of assistant treasurer at New Orleans: For assistant treasurer, $4,0 ; 
cashier, $2,250; receiving teller, $2,000; one paying-teller, $2,000; book-keeper he semicolon in line 5 and insert the word ‘‘ and So as to rea 
$1,500; one clerk, at $1,200; one coin and redemption clerk, $1,200; two clerks 


at $1,000 each; porter, $500; one day-watchman, at $720; one night-watchman, 











eee ame RE 


























at $720; in all, $18,090. ee — 
. | dment w ed io 
The amendment was agreed to. : lena ment \ — 
The anna an re 52. line 25. before the wot! | ndment ended was eed to 
1¢ next amendment was, on page 535, line 2o, before the wo! 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight’’ and insert ‘‘ nine;’’ so as to mak : ; a — a 11 cen ' 
the clause read: se, on p » in L i f 
For paper for interest, transfer, redemption, pension, and other cheeks a ’ ation for t pen 3 ' . at 
drafts for the use of the Treasurer of the United States, assistant treasurers, p< and employes in his ofiice f >lis 0 to $115,050 
sion agents, disbursing officers, and others, $9,000 Phe nendment was agreed 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. ALLISON. In the appropriations for ‘‘office of Adjutant-Gen- 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ United States mints | eraj.’’ on line 22 of nage 66 move to strike out ‘‘ fortv-five vnd 
I t amendment inder the head of ‘‘ United Stat ; line 22 of pag Im : ' ’ 
and assay oftices,’’ on page 54, line 5, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to in- | sert ‘‘ forty-four:’’ so as to re 
sert ‘‘assistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and assistant coins te a ad 
at $2,000 each;’’ in line 8,after the word ‘‘each,’’ to insert ‘‘ abstra Ba ‘ l to 
clerk, and register of deposits, at $1,800 each;’’ and in line 11, after Are AT.TISO. f a ol aan 
the word “‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘nineteen thousand nine’ and insert oS t of ty ; . 
&é . . ? 1 } ; 0 2D ol that i 
twenty-nine thousand five;’’ so as to make the clause read: ha PPPAINTNG TORR (Affe Dry , 7 
" I PRESIDING O| i L(M i) i 1 Ui l r}. i 
Mint at Carson, Nev.: Forsalary of superintendent, $3,000: f er, m¢ ‘ ‘ ‘ @ : 
and refiner, and coiner, at $2,500each; assistant assaye a ; ‘ 
finer, and assistant coiner, at $2,000 each: chief ek t $2.2 cashie I el hz oO e€ wa S ea 
ee keeper, and weigh clerk, at $2,900 each , and re r of depos ‘ ( t ( Annpropria } 
| at $1,800 each; assayer’s computation clerk, at $1,200; in all, § f+ oO tor-( 
' * i a) i i lit ) i ‘ i il t i etl r©CUl 
i The amendment was agreed to. 2 e 17. before the word “ cler! has ‘akeliea anh Ot4 
bs The next amendment was, on page 54, line 13, in the appropriatio: seul’ ** take. a tate thee 4 
' : for ‘‘mint at Carson, Nev.,’’ to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for wag« 
, . 922 . < L ‘ ; 
' of workmen and adjusters’’ from $20,000 to $60,000. 
mr LTY immuent wa acreed t 
q The amendment was agreed to. ; : at rg : a % 
i The next amendment was, on page 54, in the appropriations fo: re" pe ges eg ri ae 
f **mint at Carson, Nev.,’’ line 15, to increase the appropriations ‘‘ fo1 
. incidental and contingent expenses ’’ from $5,000 to $25,000. 
= The amendment was agreed to. ; = 
: The next amendment was, on page 56, after the words ‘‘ warrant | endment was 
clerk,’’ to insert ‘‘ at $2,200 each;’’ and on page 57, line 1,after the word she next enament , t 
*‘all,’”’ to strike out “‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-one;’’ soas to make the | Wort Jaborer! to strike oul 
clause read: ‘ engineer, $1,800; one ass 7 21.9 
% Mint at San Francisco, Cal.: For salary of superintendent, $4,500 ; ihe mendment was it 
melter and refiner, and coiner,at $3,000 each ; chief clerk and cashier, $2,5 ext iin wa 1 the ne < ) 1 
book-keepe r, abstract clerk, weigh clerk, and warrant clerk, at $2,200 1 oS ” 
sistantassayer, assistant melter and refiner, and assistant coiner, ai $2,000 « ar 9 . ‘ 
register of deposits, $2,000; cashier's clerk, $1,800; assayer’s computing cle: Oo sistant d rht uY | : f i 
assistant weigh clerk, and superintendent's computing clerk, at $1,600 each ‘ 
all, $41,900. The amendme is dt 
The amendment was agreed to. rhe next a ae : ; P 
The next amendment was, on page 57, line 18, in the appropriations | #™ountot ¢t or | 
; for ‘* Assay office at Boise, Idaho,’’ to increase the appropriation ‘‘for | OF te \ re &U . 
2 incidental and contingent expenses, including labor,’’ from $7,500 to i he rendt t was a 
$10,000. Che reading —— 
The amendment was agreed to. Ch m ppre ‘ 


The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the clause mak- | ‘ ul on pag 
ing appropriations for the Territory of Utah, on page 63, line 18. LLE 
Mr. ALLISON. In the appropriations for the Territory of Utah, in one” Veron 
line 15, on page 63, I move to strike out ‘‘two”’ and insert ‘‘ three; ’ 8 ar 
so as to read: Two ass 


> 


Chief-justice and three associate judges, at $3,000 each, j The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move we change the footing, in line 10, by add- | fice, on page 87, line 21, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty- 
ing $720, so as to make the total amount of the appropriation $42,760. | one’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy;’’ so as to read: 

The amendment was agreed to. Three hundred and seventy clerks of class 1. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
clause making appropriations for ‘‘ the oflice of the Surgeon-General,’’ 
on page 69, line 23, before the word ‘‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ”’ 
and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ and in line 24 to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations for ‘‘the clerks and employés in the office of the 
Surgeon-General’’ from $512,940 to $514,260, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Navy Department,’’ 
on page 75, line 8, before the word “‘ office,’’ to insert the word ‘‘for;’’ 
so as to read: 


And in line 22, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ tostrike out ‘‘two hun- 
dred’’ and insert ‘‘ two hundred and ten;’’ so as to read: 
Two hundred and ten clerks, at $1,000 each. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say in relation to these clerks that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions appeared before the committee and said that 
this addition was absolutely necessary to keep up the business of his 
oflice. He asked for a few more clerks and we gave them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for the Pension Office, on page 87, line 25, before the 
word ‘‘ messengers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
eight;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-eight messengers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 88, line 1, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ messenger-boys,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert 
“‘twenty-two;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-two messenger-boys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 838, line 5, be- 
fore the word ‘‘firemen,’’ to strike ont ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ 
so as to read: 


“ce 


For office of naval intelligence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 12, after the word ‘‘ for,’ 
to insert ‘‘ one clerk of class 2;’’ in line 14, to strike out ‘‘one copy- 
ist’’ and insert ‘‘ four copyists;’’ in line 15, after the word “dollars,’’ 
to insert ‘‘each;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘two thousand nine hundred and twenty,’’ and insert ‘‘six thou- 
sand four hundred and eighty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the compilation of the Nayal Records of the War of the Rebellion: For 


me clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; for one clerk, at $1,000, and four 


copyirts, at $720 each; in all, $6,480, 


, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Hydrographic 
Office, on page 78, line 6, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to insert ‘‘ including 
postage;’’ so as to read: 

Expert marine meteorological and other work in the preparation of the Pilot 
Chart and supplements, and the printing and mailing of the same, including 
} tno 


Four firemen, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 88, line 7, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for compensation of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, deputy commissioners, and the clerks and 
employés in the office from $1,808,750 to $1,833,590. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 9, after the word ‘‘ home,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘and traveling;’’ in line 10, after the words ‘‘ onduty,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ outside the District of Columbia;’’ and in line 15, after 
the word ‘‘ transportation,’’ to insert ‘‘ and assistance;’’ so as to make 
the clause read : 
ae ie ber 3 : | For per diem, when absent from home on duty, for special examiners, or 
rhe amendment was agreed to. : . other persons employed in the Pension Office detailed for the purpose of mak- 

The next amendment was, to strike cut the clause from line 16, on | ing special investigations pertaining to said office, in lieu of expenses for sub- 
page 78, to the end of line 3, on page 79, as follows: siste nee, not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual and necessary expenses for 

” transportation and assistance, $225,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 3, after the word “‘trans- 
portation,’’ to insert ‘‘and assistance;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For per diem in lieu of subsistence for one hundred and fifty additional spe- 
cial examiners above provided for, while traveling on duty, at a rate to be fixed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding $3 per day, and for ‘actual and 
necessary expenses for transportation and assistance, $190,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Patent Office, 
on page 91, after line 14, to insert: 

International protection of industrial property, Patent Office: For the share 
of the United States in the expense of conducting the International Bureau at 
Berne, Switzerland, for the years 1887, 1888, and 1889, $2,400; of which sum $1,600 
shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clauses from line 23, on 
page 92, to line 20, inclusive, on page 93, as follows: 

Bureau of Labor: For Commissioner of Labor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; two 
clerks of class 4, both to be statistical experts; two clerks of class3, one of whom 
may bea stenographer; twoclerks of class2; four clerks of class1, one of whom 
may be a translator and one of whom may be a stenographer; two clerks, at 
$1,000 each; two copyists; two copy-holders, at $720each ; one assistant messen- 
ger; one assistant messenger, at $600; one watchman; one skilled laborer, 
$600; two charwomen; eighteen special agents (at least two of whom shall be 
females), at $1,400 each; in all, $52,960. 

For books, periodicals, and newspapers for the library, $500. 

For per diem of special agents when away from home on duty, in lieu of ex- 
penses for subsistence, the rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
not to exceed $3 per day, and for their transportation, and for employment of 
experts and temporary assistance, and for traveling expenses of officers and 
employ és, $39,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 6, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘Sand for rent of buildings until not later-than 
December 1, 1888, for the following offices: For the;’’ in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘education,’’ to strike out ‘‘one thousand six hundred and 
sixty-seven ’’ and insert ‘‘four thousand;’’ in line 10, after the words 
**Tndian Office,’’ to strike out ‘‘two thousand two hundred and ninety- 
two’’ and insert ‘‘five thousand five hundred;’’ in line 11, after the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 78, line 14, after the word ‘‘rates,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and expense of removal;’’ and in the same line, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For rent of building, for printing-presses, draughtsmen, and engravers, stor- 


of copper-pls and materials used in the construction and printing of 


charts, and for repairs and heating of the same, and for gas, water, and tele- 
phone rates, and expense of removal, $6,500. 


r 





a 


For contingent expenses of branch offices, including furniture, fuel, lights, 
rent and care of offices, car-fare, and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, 
freight, express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses incurred in collect- 
ing the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other purposes for which 
the offices were established, at Boston $1,500, New York $5,000, Philadelphia 
$1,500, Baltimore $1,500, Norfolk $1,500, New Orleans $1,500, San Francisco $1,500. 
Portland, Oregon, $1,500; in all, $15,500, 

And to insert: 

For contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, Norfolk, New Orleans, San Francisco, and Portland, Oregon, inelud- 
ing furniture, fuel, lights, rent and care of offices, car-fare and ferriage in visit- 
ing merchant vessels, freight, express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses 
incurred in collecting the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other 
prrposes for which the offices were established, $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 13, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to insert ‘‘ two hundred;’’ in line 14, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ one thousand eight hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand;’’ 
in line 16, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ two computers, at $1,200 
each;’’ and in line 20, after the word ‘‘all,”’ tostrike ont ‘“‘ eighteen ’’ 
and insert ‘‘twenty-one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Naval Observatory : For pay of three assistant astronomers, one at $2,200 and 
twoat $2,000each; oneclerk of class 4; one instrument maker, $1,500; twocom- 
puters, at $1,200 each; four watchmen, including one for new Naval Observa- 


tory grounds; two skilled laborers, one at $1,009 and one at $720, and seven la- 
borers; in all, $21,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of the 
Interior,’’ on page 83, line 9, after the words ‘‘seven clerks of class 3,’’ 
to insert— 

One clerk of class 
Appeals. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 84, line 1, to 
strike out— 

Two carpenters, at $900 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 10, to reduce the total 
amount of the appropriations for the office of the Secretary of the In- ( 1 , 
terior from $185,490 to $185,290. word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Bureau of Labor, $1,000;’’ in line 12, 

The amendment was agreed to. after the word ‘‘land,’’ to strike out ‘‘office’’ and insert ‘‘offices;’’ 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 9, to reduce the appro- after ‘‘offices,’’ to strike out ‘seven hundred and fifty ’’ and insert 
priation ‘‘for connected and separate United States and other maps | © two thousand four hundred;’’ and in line 14, after the word ‘‘all,’’ 





8 to assist in preparation of work for the Board of Pension 


22 


prepared in the General Land Office” from $15,000 to $7,000. to strike out ‘sixteen thousand and sixty-seven’’ and insert ‘‘twenty- 
The amendment was agreed to. two thousand two hundred and sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Pension Of- For rent of buildings for the Interior Department, namely: For the Geolog- 
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scticipnieeisiliiapasniniiepinestbininiiarnne siinanmies — 
ical Survey, $10,000; for st ms ford nents. $ Bureau of Educa : i amendme was, und eh jua ’ in t ) 
$4,000; Indian Office, $5,500; railroad and ra 1 offices, $2,400; ir $22,2 foe 4 ‘ 4 - 2 
The amendment was agreed to. the word t = 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office Depart- | : we . ( 
ment,’’ on page 101, line 3, after the words “‘ chief clerk,”’ to strike out | 
‘to the Postmaster-General’’ and insert ‘‘of the Post-Office Depart | o re; 
ment;’’ so as to read: 4 . , 
Chief clerk of the Post-Off Department, $2,500 ' i amend W i 
The amendment was agreed to. i Che next ¢ was. < , 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the oflice of thé | Suethea nosehess of session laws 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, on page 102, line 2, before the word | ¢ ary of the Departme 
‘* clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read Che amendment was agreed t 
Eight clerks of class 2. i née } t 
The amendment was agreed to. i. id l 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 102, line | ‘‘ twenty ‘ 
before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-one’’ and insert | to make the 
“twenty-four; ’’ so as to read: | Office of the Solicitor of th 
Twenty-four clerks of class 1. i ereneas o4 a] es ae ‘ ” 
The amendment was agreed to. aad ; , eee ee ae 
The next amendment \ in the same clause, on page 102, line 5, | mendment * lf 
before the word “‘ labore » strike out en ’’ and insert it i ' ; end . ) 
so as to read: 
Eight laborers. : i 
The amendment was agreed to. BO s . 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 102, |] 6 - ; oars ? cd 
to increase the total amount of the appropriations for compensation of | . 3, at ‘ : 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General and the clerks a1 
his office from $112,340 to $118,000. rm 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the office « 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, on page 103, line 4, befor 
word ‘‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and, 
same line, to increase the total amount of the appropriations for com- | 
pensation of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General and the clerks and 
employés in his office from $117,850 to $118,510. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘* Dead I 
Office,’’ on page 103, line 13, before the words ‘‘ clerks at $900 each 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty-five ’’ and insert *‘ fifty-eight,’’ and in line 17 i 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for the Dead-Let 
Office from $116,630 to $119,330. ot 7 . 
The amendment was agreed to. a Adda 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the oflice of d une ‘Wo > “ : 
bursing clerk and superintendent of Post-Office Department build ee ce 
on page 105, line 22, after the word ‘‘charwomen’”’ to insert: ir, ALLISON. 4 re ue t 
And for force in the additional building for the use of the division « ost ct that on pages 9 and Yo ruck out ap I nt 
office supplies as follows: Two watchmen, one laborer, and one charwo the bureau oi Labo i for ¢ 
The amendment was agreed to. Estima nder the interior Vepa t At this 
The next amendment was, on page 106, line 1, to increase the tot ssed a Jaw creat 4 Vepartment Of J nd we nad 
amount of the appropriations for the office of disbursing clerk and | SUmate covering the exact 3 OF t t 
superintendent of Post-Office Department building from $52,120 LHe amenement as amen agreed 
$54, 460. rhe Chief Clerk resumed and concluded reading ol 
The amendment was agreed to. I ESIDENT prot le committec 
The next amendment was, on page 105, line 5, after the word \re there ; aments to be proposed by tne ‘ : 
‘Sixth Auditor’s office,’ to insert in small capitals ‘‘and the addi- | ™!ttee on Appropriations TF not, ¢ endl ‘¥ 
tional building for the use of the division of post-office supplies of the | ir, BLAIR. Dy mstruction ol UX : 
Post-Office Department;’’ so as to make the heading read: | Labor I move , in the list « f annual committee clerks, on page 4 
For contingent expenses of the Post-Office Department, including the addi- | “*'F the wore Forest to insert the words 
tional building occupied by the money-order division of the Sixth Auditor's of- | Clerk to the ¢ miitte 1 Edu 
fice, and the additional building for the use of the division of post-office sup- ry mend t t 
plies of the Post-Office Department, namely. | a , Saat Ww . = 
The amendment was agreed to. 7 : — a cas , 
The next amendment was, on page 106, line 13, to increase the ap- et a ‘ : , ' 
propriation ‘‘for fuel and for repairs to heating apparatus”? from $8,000 | “**™* to Me‘ 
to $8,500. i Mr. BECK. is tl any rep ol a co y at, « in 
The amendment was agreed to. | special need for the clerk to 1 uin her er the ¢ e on Ter- 
The next amendment was, on page 106, line 14, to increase the ap ies go away? Why should he remain | ring tl ‘ 
propriation for gas from $5,000 to $5,250. M ‘LATT. There is a good deal more re n for it than 
The amendment was agreed to. ler committees which have annual clerks. 
The next amendment was, on page 107, line 6, after the word “‘ dol- | Mr. BECK. But that doesnot answer the gq tion. Does tl] . 
lars,’’ to insert ‘‘ for rent of a suitable additional building for the u | mittee h F y the 1 S 
of the division of post-office supplies of the Post-Office Department, | Mr. i } i 
$3,000;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen cess 
and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ so as to make the clause read: | Mr. BECK. Then why pa < 
For rent of topographer’s office, $1,500; for rent of a suitable building or build- | Mr. PLATT. Nor do t I viL0 
ings for the use of the money-order office of the Post-Office Department | have annual clerks 
for rent of building for use of the mone y-order division of the Auditor of t | Mr. BECK Che ! 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department, $4,500; for rent of a suita ake ae , i len 
ditional building for the use of the division of post-office supplies of the Post- | an to pay cier Lo Aad : : I TeUu 10 ACiU 
Office Department, $3,000; in all, $17,000. Mr. PLATT. ft ' t put, I 
The amendment was agreed to. | draw the amei 
The next amendment was, on page 107, line 12, after the words| Mr. BECI ’ » strike t u 
‘eighteen thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred;’’ so asto make} Mr. PLAT it hi Committee on Tert 3 
the clause read: committee as apy in the Senate; it is as important tl 
For the publication of copies of the Official Postal Guide, including not ex of those which have annua KS; 1618 as ) ( 
ceeding 1,500 copies for use of the Executive Departments, $18,000, | tee on | ration : tJ ! hich |} i 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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why it should not receive the same treatment that other committees 
do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from the question of committee 
clerks I desire to make a statement. The amendments suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Connecticut were 
amendments in order, because they were reported from their respective 
committees and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH], mentioned to me before his departure (being neces- 
sarily absent for a week) that it was necessary that the clerk to the 
Committee on Rules should remain here during the vacation, that 
committee now having charge of the entire Senate wing; and he asked 
me to consider the question of inserting the clerk to that committee as 
an annual clerk. I did not say whether I would do so or not, though 
I called the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to the situa- 
tion. The committee concluded not to add to the number of annual 
clerks; but two such clerks having now been inserted, I ask unani- 
mous consent, with no authority from the Committee on Appropria- 





tions to do so, to move to insert the clerk of the Committee on Rules | 


alter the amendments just agreed to. 


Senator from Iowa will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, line 8, after the amendments al- | 


ready agreed to, insert the words: 

Clerk to Committee on Rules, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of this bill to 
inform the Senate how much money in the whole is appropriated by 
the bill for the rent of buildings, rooms, apartments, etc., in this city, 
for in two or three of the instances that my eye has fallen upon I find 
that very large sums of money are appropriated for the rent of build- 
ings in this District. 


appropriated, and when the attention of the Senate was called to the 
matter the Senate imposed some very stringent limitations and regula- 
tious in regard to the renting of buildings, which I believe became 
laws, with the view of preventing the expansion of the renting busi- 
ness in this District, where we have so many public buildings, and 
where, if we have not enough for the economical and proper adminis- 
tiation of the public business, we ought to build more rather than be 
paying rentals from year to year out of an abundant Treasury—abun- 
dant enough to build at a rate which, if private persons built their build- 
ings as cheaply even as the United States do, would be an enormous 
profit upon the investment. 

I see here that under the head of ‘‘ the Post-Office Department’’ there 


are $17,000 appropriated for the rent of outside rooms and buildings to | 


carry on three subheads or bureaus of the Post-Office Department: 
l‘irst, the money-order office; second, the money-order division of the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department; third, for the 
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rent of a building or room for post-office supplies, which I suppose | 


means buying paper and blanks and such things which are furnished. 
Those three together amount to $17,000, which at 5 per cent. would 
represent a pretty large capital. Certainly those three offices could 
find a place in the public buildings already erected here. One would 
suppose that the Auditor of the Treasury might stay in the Treasury 
Department. If it is unsafe to pnt him with the man who attends to 
the practical money-order business of the Treasury, certainly the Treas- 
ury Department building just finished ought to supply a place. 

But I did not rise to criticise mere individual instances. There are 
others. The sum total of it is that we are year by year spending very 
jarge sums of money for rents which make extremely profitable in- 
vestments for—I will not say the favorites of the heads of Departments, 
but for those fortunate business men who are able to persuade a Sec- 
retary or somebody that their particular building is the best on the 
whole and the most convenient, and they get a rent for it that I think 
is usually once and a half what they could get from any private in- 
dividual who had ever hired it before. That is perhaps natural to the 
publie business, but I should be glad to understand, if I may, how it 
is that we go on year after year, with money enough to build the 
structures that are necessary, knowing what ought to be done, and do 
not do it, or if we have structures enough, why we have to spread our- 
selves out and colonize everywhere in hiring places for the various 


. bureaus. Very likely the chairman of the committee can tell us all 


about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not made an exact footing of 
the amount of rent involved in this bill, but I should say in round 
numbers that it amounts to $4,800 for the Treasury Department, $9,- 
709 for the War Department, $4,000 for the Navy Department, $22,- 
260 for the Interior Department, $17,000 for the Post-Office Department, 
and $4,000 for the newly created Department of Labor, making alto- 
gether about $62,000 in round numbers. There is, in addition to that, 
paid for the Coast and Geodetic Survey Office $10,000 rent. There is 
also paid for the city post-office $5,000. The Committee on Appropria- 
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tions have tried two or three times to secure the purchase of the building 
which is now used for the Coast and Geodetic Survey, in order to save 
that rent, but whenever we have inserted such a clause in an appropri- 
ation bill we have been compelled finally to surrender by the other 
House. 

There is no doubt of the fact that every available space in this city 
owned by the Government is overcrowded withclerks. If the Senator 
will take observation of the report made by the Senator from Missouri 
[ Mr. CocKRELL] from the special committee on the mode of conduct- 
ing departmental business, at this session, he will find a statement there 
which discloses that there is not a single public building in the city of 
Washington that is not overcrowded by clerks. So the necessity for 
building additional structures must be apparent; but these various bu- 
reaus must be provided for until public buildings are erected, and there- 
fore these rents are inserted in this bill. 

As to the reasonableness of the rents, I think some of them are high, 
although they have been reduced gradually from year to year. We 
are now paying less rent for the same buildings than was paid at any 
time prior to this year. We have cut them down year by year in ap- 
propriation bills; but I think some of them are quite high now. Many 
of these buildings are inconvenient. 

Some two years ago, [ believe, we inserted in an appropriation bill a 


| provision that the Indian Bureau, the Bureau of Labor, the Railroad 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the | 


Bureau, ete., should be transferred to the Pension Office building, and 
in this bill as it came to us from the House the rent for buildings for 
these several bureaus is only provided for until next December with a 


| view of transferring three or four bureaus into the Pension Office build- 


ing. 

Following upon the heels of this bill the House of Representatives 
passed a provision in the sundry civil bill repealing the law of two years 
ago requiring these bureaus to be moved into the Pension building. To 
any one who examines the condition of the Pension Office it is perfectly 


; apparent that such removal can not be made unless they use the great 


open space there, and that is provided to be used by the Post-Office De- 


| partment in the sundry civil bill, which will come up later on. 
I remember that a few years ago there were considerable sums thus 


Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator whether that Pension build- 
ing was not examined at the instance of the Secretary of the Interior 
and pronounced to be unfitted to be occupied by the Indian Bureau ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would not be unfit to be occupied if there was 
space there for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; that portion of the building te which the 
bureau was assigned, the fourth story, was pronounced by the commis- 
sion as unfit for occupancy by the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. ALLISON. Anyone who will examine that fourth story will 
see that it can not be occupied by clerks. It is valuable for storage- 


| room and is so used, but the entire building is now practically in use 


by the Pension Office, and it is proposed in the sundry civil bill to re- 
peal all the provisions requiring other bureaus to be transferred there 
and to provide that the city post-office shall be put in that great cor- 
ridor or central court. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of the Pension Office? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of the Pension Office; and the Secretary of the In- 
terior has agreed to it by a letter which has been sent to the House com- 
mittee, I understand. That is the situation of this matter in this city. 
I agree with the Senator from Vermont that some provision should be 
made for the construction of new public buildings. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator wiil permit me I should like to add 
my testimony. It became my duty the other day to go into what is 
known as Marini’s Hall, I believe, occupied by the Sixth Auditor of 
the Treasury. It was on a hot summer day, it is true, but that place 
was so crowded by people as to be unfit to be occupied by human beings. 
Iam told that there are eighty-odd people on one floor there. It is 
cruel to require people to subject themselves to hazard the loss of their 
health by being crowded as those people are in that building. I think 
it is the Sixth Auditor’s office. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not only true, but a large force of the Sixth 
Auditor’s clerks are in the third story of the Post-Office building, which 
has no ventilation from the roof, and which has little circular windows 
a foot or two square, and such a building as that is entirely unfit for 
occupancy by clerks in the hot months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why do we go on year after year renting at ap- 
parently very heavy prices instead of building? I find that the sums 


| named by the Senator from Iowa amount to $72,000 a year of rents. 


That is 10 per cent. on $720,000. Calling it 5 per cent.—it is twice 
that—which is a fair rate of interest now, the buildings represent 
$1,440,000 of capital that the United States might invest and get 5 per 
cent. on and save money on these rentals, save half the money that is 
now paid, and contribute to the comfort of the people employed; but 
we do not do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can only answer the Senator’s question by saying 
that the Committee on Appropriations have not latterly taken jurisdic- 
tion of the question of public buildings. 

By a gradual process of exclusion, the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds have taken that question into their hands, even so 
far as not to allow the Committee on Appropriations to make revision 
of it. In other words, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
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have become a committee on appropriations as respects that particular 
subject, and therefore the Committee on Appropriations if it undertakes 
to suggest a public building in this city is regarded as usurping the 
functions of some other committee 

ago, we put on our appropriation bills provisions for public buildings, 


we were either turned out of doors by the House of Representatives | 


or by the other committees of this body. 

We agreed to an appropriation some years ago for what we regarded 
as a convenient fire-proof building well adapted to the public business 
in the construction of the Pension Office, and I think it has been ridi- 
culed from that day to this on this floor. 

That building, costing six or seven hundred thousand dollars, now 
the best ventilated and the best constructed building for public use in 
this city, and it is acheap public building. bButit seems that the Cor 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds find it necessary to erect her 
a building costing six or seven million dollars, consisting of corridors 
and walls and stairways as the State, War, and Navy Department buil 
ing is, a building that has cost the Government $12,000,000, and yet it 
has scarcely the capacity for clerks or very little more capacity than th 
Pension building on Judiciary Square. 

| believe with the Senator from Vermont that we ought this yea 
to commence the erection of a public building in the neighborhood of 
the Post-Office Departme.t, and that we ought to buy, if we can buy it 
it reasonable rates, or if we can not we ought to condemn the square 
vetween Eighth and Ninthstreets and between E and F streets. Some 
years ago an enterprising citizen of this city built a cheap building 
there; I do not know how he came to build it, but the Post-Office De 
partment straightway rented it ata rental of five or six thousand dol- 
lars; I do not remember the exact amount. 

[ think we ought to erect a building that can be used not only by the 
Post-Office Department and the Sixth Auditor’s Office, but that can be 
used by these outlying bureaus of the Interior Department; and if need 
be part of the Post-Oftice Department could be temporarily put in the 
Pension building, although I am not satisfied that that is a wise thing 
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to do; but certainly there ought to be a provision not only for the city 
post-office but for the overflow of the Post-Office Department, and of 
the Interior Department in that immediate neighborhood. 

Now, we are paying rents, as the Senator from South Carolina sa 
for Marini’s Hall, and the clerks are crowded in there at the rate 
seventy or eighty or ninety in asmall space. We have another build- 
ing rented for the Topographer of the Post-Office Department, and so 
all about the Post-Office and Interior Departments are buildings rented 
by the Government. The Topographer of the Post-Office Department 
occupies a building for his bureau at a rental of $3,000 or $3,500 a 
year 

The inquiry suggested by the Senator from Vermont is a proper in 
quiry, and one which ought to address itself to the attention of this 
body. The Committee on Appropriations have tried at various times 
to release the Government from the neccessity of renting buildings, 
but have failed to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to suggest to the chairman of 
the committee to prepare and move anamendment to this bill, which 
will provide for buildings under the direction of some one of the Se 
retaries, or all of them—I do not care how—and for taking the land to 
do it, and ask the House of Representatives to agree to it, and then it 
will be done. We have thissame kind of virtuous talk year after year, 
and find ourselves when the next bill comes around exactly where we 
stood before. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that I think the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations do intend to propose on the sundry civil bill 
a provision for a building in this city. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, on page 103, line 8, by strikingout 

‘$2,250’? and inserting ‘‘$2,500,’’ which is the compensation provided 
by law for the official there described. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inthe clause making appropriations for ‘‘ dead 
letter office,’’ on page 103, line8, it is proposed to strike out ‘' $2,250” 


ss K 


and insert ‘‘$2,500;’’ so as to read: 





For superintendent of dead letter office, $2,500. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that what the law now provides? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is what the law now provides. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The total of that item should be changed. 

Mr. PLATT. The total should be changed also on page 104. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These totals will be changed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to change the total of the para- 
graph so as to read *'$119,580.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to go to page 7, line 22, 
and insert ‘‘twenty-four’’ instead of ‘‘ twenty-seven ’’ before the word 
‘*clerks.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 


The CHIEFCLERK. Intheappropriations ‘‘ for theSenate’’ on page | 
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7, line 22, it is proposed to strike out ve fore 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-four so as tor 
I nt erks a e la . 

Che amendment was agreed to 

M ALLISON rhe tota us e changed in line t tor espond. 

rhe | ESIDENT ; fem) i ( i gieres ) sena- 
tor from lowa that it would be better to have the footings changed 
by the organ of the committee The clerks at the desk are hurried 
and can hardly find time to make the necessary changes 

Mr. ALLISON Of course I hay no obiect 1 to ts est n 
The clerk of the committee will see that the totals are cor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo Phe corrections will be d to 
t clerks at the desk before the close of the consideration « 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend on page 64 by striking out 
24, and 25, and to the word ‘“‘ thereafter’’ in line 26 rhe « 

tes to the appropriations ‘‘for I tive penses of thet 
ennial session of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory ot \ 

ton I move to strike out that part of the « 
nature of legislation and is legislation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo Will the Senator allow t | 0 
posed to be stricken out to be read 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 64, after the words ** Territory of 
ington,’’ at the end of line 22, it is proposed to strike out 

Which session is authorized to meet on the s M : 
t 12 o'clock, noon, and each s ec sess 1 sia 
aiver 

Mr. PLATT. It will be observe propose to yu 
the appropriation, but the question ther the « y 
the time of holding the session is one slature cou y 
make, and that question has been referred to the Committee on Ter 
tories by a resolution, and is under consideration by that committee. 
Without expressing any opinion on it o vay or t other n t 
seems to me that the consideration of the question ought not to be fore- 
stalled by a ratifying act incorporated in an appropriation bill. I do 
10t suppose that with these words stricken out l make any differ 
é ib the holding of the session, but it simply relieves the 

isty legislation which is proposed in this appropriation bill 

1e@ PRESIDENT pro tempo rhe question is on the amend it 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut to strike out the words which 
have been read. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isubmitted an amendment to the bill, increas nye 
the salary of the surveyor-general of Oregon from $1,800 to $2,500, 
wh was properly referred. It seems thatit was not acted on by the 
Committee on Appropriations, I now present it to the Senate, and 

e it will be adopted 

Che surveyors-general of the Territories of Idaho, Montana, and New 
Mexico receive $2,500, the salary as fixed by law The salary of the 

irveyor-general of Oregon is fixed by law at the same rate and he 
hould have it 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempo Will the Senator indicate the pag 

ine of the bill that he proposes to amend 

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 99, line 24, I move te strike out the 
words ‘‘ one thousand eight hundred’”’ and insert in lieu thereof tl 

‘two thousand five hundred.’’ 

ihe PRESIDEN Lr Pp » le mpore. Phe amendment of the sen 
Oregon will be reported from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 99, line 24, it is proposed to strike out 
‘one thousand eight hundred’’ and insert two thousand 
dred;’’ so as to read 

CHELI 1 that u t ently p d 
work I ¢ ‘ f Or yn 
t e Sé larg I tions ll ) 
1 under tha work: «¢ sur tie t 
3 assig 1 to th nera]l The e about ) ) ) 
surveyed te of O Phe 
‘ State ha as work under his suy 
surveyors-general of the Territories adjacent, and | I 
law at $2,500, but is cut down by the Appropriations ¢ - 
n hope it will be restored. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the salary that ! I 1 paid tot 
veyor-general of Oregon for the la twelve years 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ibeg pardon. The & t List It i 
the salary that has been paid to the surveyor-general of Oregon for the 
last two years, but prior to that he was paid $2,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken, but if I am this is an excep- 
tion. If we are to go back in this bill and insert everywhere the stat- 


utory salary it will require a revision of the entire bill. If there is 
any one thiag that the Committee on Appropriations have been pressed 
about more than another it is for the increase of salaries in the Depart- 
ments, indeed inevery Department of this Government. There is not 
aday in the Interior Department, in the Navy Department, in the War 
Department, in the Treasury Department, or in any place that the pres- 
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ent bureau officers and the Secretaries do not ask for an increase of com- 
pensation for the Democratic employ¢s. If we are to begin with Ore- 
gon I do not know where we are to end. I care nothing about it; a 
salary of $1,800 may not bea sufficient compensation, but it is the sal- 
ary allowed the surveyor-general in every State in the Union where 
we have such an officer. It is true that some of the Territorial sur- 
veyors-general receive a higher compensation, but 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The standing law, if the Senator will allow me, 
the old, regular, formal law put in the Revised Statutes, coming down 
from 1850, made a distinction between the Territories and the States 
of $500. Yor instance, the surveyor-general of Oregon by the Revised 
Statutes beginning with 1850 is to receive “at the rate of $2,500a year.”’ 
That was before Oregon was admitted, while she was a Territory. The 
surveyors-general of Colorado, New Mexico, Idaho, and the other Ter- 
ritories, naming them all, were to have $3,000a year. So the distinc- 
tion between the rate of the State surveyor-general and the Territorial 
one has always been kept up by a difference of $500. 





Mr. BECK. It is to be observed, too, Mr. President, that in this 
bill the surveyors-general of the States, beginning with Minnesota, re- 
ceive a salary of $1,800; the surveyor-general of Louisiana, $1,800; the 

urveyor-general of Nevada, $1,800; the surveyor-general of Oregon, 
$1 ); and the surveyor-general of each of the Territories receives 
~~) oo 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iadmit that is so; but does not the Senator from 

Kentucky know that there is more work to be done in Oregon than in 


Louisiana or Nevada by the surveyor-general? In Oregon there is as 
much work being done now under the direction of the surveyor-general 
as in any one of the Territories, 

Mr. BECK. [am not aware of the amount of the work done. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are 20,000,000 acres of unsurveyed land 
yet in Oregon. As a matter of simple justice, why not give this man 

fair compensation? It is not a general application to have the stat- 
utory amount restored. I do not think there is any application from 
any other State. There is a particular reason for this increase, if you 
may call it an inerease. The salary fixed by law is $2,500, but it has 
been reduced by appropriation bills to $1,800. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate about it, but I think it is 
a matter of simple justice. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken as to Oregon, for I remem- 
ber that in 1877 the rates of salary for governorsof Territories and sur- 
veyors-general were overhauled in the House and finally agreed upon 
at the sums generally inserted in this bill. So it has remained ever 
since. It may be that the Senator is right in saying that Oregon was 
fixed by the general law at the rate he suggests. 

Mr. DOLPH. The change was made, I think, two years ago—since 


amount allowed for the surveyor-general in Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiITcHELL]. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 
a 
iO ccaicel 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is a further count demanded ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. A further count would perhaps develop the want 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No further count being demanded, 
the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In reporting this bill the committee inserted ‘‘ For 
postage stamps for the office of the Secretary of the Senate,$100.’’ That 
was done under the impression that the opinions of the Supreme Court 
could be sent to Senators under frank, but I believe those opinions are 
not regarded as public documents in the sense that would allow them 
to go tree in the mails, and therefore it is necessary to increase the al- 
lowance for postage-stamps. I move, therefore, to add $50 in line 8, 
on page 8; soas to read: 

Yor postage-stamps for the office of the Secretary of the Senate, $150. 


That will necessitate changing the footing on line 10 of that page 
to e 250, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

‘The Cuter CLERK. On page 8, line 8, after the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

For postage-stamps for the office of the Secretary of the Senate, $150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now add $50 to the footing. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the same clause, in line 10, it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘two hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ two hundred and fifty; ’’ so 
as to read: 


In all, $250 


rhe amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the restoration to the reform school 
of boys who have been discharged on probation, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8308) to provide for the examination, and so forth, 
of certain manuscript volumes of the municipal laws of the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10053) making May 30 a holiday in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

FOREIGN AFFAIRS FOR 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied with 
selected correspondence relating to foreign affairs for the year 1887. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, June 26, 1888 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This communication is accompan'ed 
by a voluminous printed report. What disposition shall be made of 
the message and documents? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The ordinary number is printed as a matter of 
course, I believe, is it not? It should be, and the question of extra 
numbers should be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The document will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and printed. 

WIDOW OF JOHN A. TURLEY—VETO MESSAGE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 845 entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of John A. Turley.”’ 

The husband of this beneficiary belonged to a Kentucky regiment of volun- 
teers, and in 1863 having been in camp and on leave of absence he and others of 
the regiment embarked on a steam-boat in charge of a lieutenant to be taken to 
Louisville, whither they had been ordered. 

While on the steam-boat an altercation arose between two of the soldiers, and 
the deceased interfered to prevent, as is alleged,an affray. By so doing he was 


| pushed or struck by one of the parties quarreling and fell upon the deck of the 
| boat, striking his head against a plank, thus receiving a fatal injury. 
I have been in the Senate; and at the last session or the session before | 


It is quite clear to me that the death of this soldier was not the result of his 


an amendment offered by me was adopted in the Senate increasing the | military service. His presence on the boat was in the line of duty, but he had 


no charge of the rest of the men and was in no degree responsible for them ; 
and whether he should bein any way implicated in the dispute which occurred 
was a matter entirely within his own control and determined by his own voli- 


| tion. If he had refrained from interference he would have saved himself and 


| performed to the utmost his military duty, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 26, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall this bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, on the statement of the President him- 
self, without going to the report of the committee, this man is entitled 
under the law to a pension. He was there in the line of his duty, and 
if it is not a part of the duty of a soldier, without waiting for the order 
of his captain if he is downstairs drinking champagne or asleep, to try 
to stop an affray between his fellow-soldiers, I do not know what the 
duty of a soldier is. I should like to see the Senate vote on this mes- 
sage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 
As the Constitution requires the vote to be taken by yeas and nays, the 
roll will be called. 

Mr. BECK. Is it in order to refer the matter to the Committee on 
Pensions for investigation? It is evident thatthere is no quorum here, 
and perhaps we may have one by to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it stand; there is no use in referring it. I 
want to vote on the President’s message itself, but as there is probably 
not a quorum, I move that the Senate adjourn pending this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and bill will then lie 
upon the table and be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I want to leave the question as the unfinished 
business, just where it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senator from Vermont in- 
sists upon action on the question of the passage of the bill notwith- 
standing the objections of the President of the United States, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 27, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 
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Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, withthe accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. BELTZER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A. 
Beltzer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH A. DARLING. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7950) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Darling, widow of George S. Darling; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
com panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. FISHER. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (8. 2016) for the relief of Sarah A. Fisher; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. COL. M. W. BURNS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of the widow 
of Lieut. Col. M. W. Burns; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying | 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM DURYEE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7275) to give an increase of pension 
to Abram Duryee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | 
ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE CARROLL. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also; from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8511) for the relief of Catharine 
Carroll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 





JOHN DEAN. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9372) granting a pension 
to John Dean; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10623) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the Army of the United States, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF WILLIAM H, WILSON, ADMINISTRATOR, AND OTHERS, 
| 
| 


MISS JANE LINN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7621) for the relief of Miss Jane 
Linn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

ESTATE OF LUCIEN GOYAUX. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien 
Goyaux; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


HEIRS OF C, A. J. FLEMISTER. 

Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6055) for the relief of the heirs of 
Cc. A. J. Flemister; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. TRAMWELL. 

Mr. PENINGTON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of William T. 
Tramwell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LUCY A, HOPKINS. 

Mr. PENINGTON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Lucy A. Hopkins; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed» 


| the Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr. 


JUNE 26, : 
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NAVAL ASYLUM, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6671) to authorize the sale to the Schuy)kill 
River East Side Railroad Company of a lot of ground belonging to the 
United States Naval Asylum, in the city of Philadelphia, and provid- 
ing that the amount of moneys received shall be expended in the im- 
provement of the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of John C. Phillips; which 
was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- E 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10624) for the relief of John C. Fs: 
Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- yé 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the bee 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 2 

J. D. RYAN & CO, 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8916) for the relief of J. D. Ryan & 
Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying repert, ordered to be 
printed. 


Rs 


rh ae 


JACKSON BRISCOE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8968) for the relief of Jackson Briscoe; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FORT HALL AND LEMHI RESERVATION, IDAHO. 
Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 


| the bill (H. R. 5004) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by 
| the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi 


Reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; which 
was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, in the nature of a 
substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10625) to accept and ratify 


| the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters 
| of the Fort Hall and Lemhi Reservation, Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for i 


other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had, on the 22d instant, 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese Grulich; 

An act (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

An act (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

An act (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Keynolds; and Bs 

An act (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 


Peet rae 


The message also announced that the President had, on the 25th in- 
stant, approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of Salina 
A. Sims, widow of William S. Sims; and 

An act (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

The message also announced that bills of the following titles were 
presented to the President June 12, 1888, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of Congress in which they originated within the 
ten days prescribed by the Constitution, they had become laws with- 
out his approval: 

An act (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

An act (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linnzus W. Risley; 

An act (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

An act (H. Rt. 5812) granting a pension to Catherine Tierney; 

An act (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Miss Carrie A. Luey; 

An act (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 

An act (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; and 

An act (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is now the consideration of re- 
ports. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that can be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not unfinished business have priority ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does not, until the time for 
the unfinished business of the House arrives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the hour for the cote 
sideration of bills reported from committees may be dispensed with, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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1888. 


AMENDMENTS TO LAND LAWS 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the unfinished busi 


ne 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

‘J Clerk read as follows 

A bill (H. R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands adapted to agri- 
culture, to protect th ests on the public domain, and for other purposes 


! SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the pending section. 
Mr. VANDEVER Mr. Speake r. before we proceed with the bi 
ire to move a reconsideration of the amendment to section 20 that 
offered last evening. 
The SPEAKER. Was the amendment agreed to or rejected ? 
Mr. VANDEVER. Itwas rejected. It was the last business of the 
evening. 
[ke SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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Strike out the proviso to section 20, as follows 

‘Provided, That any actual settier on any tract of desert land entered under 
the provisions hereof may mortgage not exceeding one-half of his claim to pro 
cure the means necessary for the re 


mortgage shall be subject to the 










amation thereof as aforesaid, but that said 


hts of the United States as reserved or de- 
fined in this act, or by other acts, and shall be dependent in all particulars, as 
far as the United States are concerned, upon the performance of the 


to be performed by said settlers 


acts required 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California | M1 
VANDEVER] offered an amendment which was rejected. The ques 
tion now is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that motion I 
desire to have read a communication addressed to the Secretary of the 
Interior by the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The communication was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFIC? 
Washington, D. C., Apru 20, 1 

Sir: Iam in receipt, by your reference for a report in the matter, of a letter 
from Hon. WILLIAM VANDEVER, of the 16th ultimo, in which he asks to be in- 
formed of the status of the application pending in this Department for confirma 
tion of assignments of desert land located in the Visalia land district of Califor- 
nia, and whether any Congressional action is required or expected in regard to 
the desert-land act, to locations or assignments under it 

The act providing for the sale of desert lands in certain States and Territories 
was approved March 3, 1877. 

On the 12th of March, 1877, this office issued instructions (copy herewith) under 
said act showing the manner of proceeding to obtain title to desert lands 

On the 28th of September, 1877, this office, in pursuance of the directions of 
the honorable Secretary of this Department of September 12, 1877, suspended a}! 
entries made upto that date under the desert-land act at the Visalia land office 
and issued instructions to the register and receiver of said office for a hearing to 
determine the character of the land embraced in said entries. 

Under the directions of the Secretary of October 29, 1877, instructions addi 
tional te the above were issued by this office November 2, 1877, to the register 
and receiver to inquire particularly at the hearing whether the applicant knew 
from personal observation anything about the character of the tract entered b« 
fore making the entry; if so, over how long a period his knowledge extended 
whether he paid the first installment required by law to be made at the time of 
making said entry, or whether the money so paid was advanced by other par 
ties; ifso, by whom; whether he has assigned or mortgaged, or agreed to as 
sign, convey, or mortgage his interest, present or future, in the tract or tracts 
so entered; if so, to whom, when, and upon what consideration: and where a 
conveyance, assignment, or mortgage, or an agreement to convey, assign, o1 
mortgage the tracts entered had been made by the applicant, to require 
original instructions, or a certified copy of the same, to be furnished a 
a part of the testimony in each case. 

A hearing was accordingly had, and, in pursuance of the Secretary's instruc 
tions in the matter, the Commissioner, on the 26th of October, 1878, forwarded 
to him the evidence submitted at the hearing, with his opinion that the entries 
ought not to be canceled, 

On the question of the assignment of the claims, the Commissioner says 

* It seems that in this case money has been loaned by one of the parties (Hag 
gin) toothers, and a contract made which is set forth in the evidence purport 
ing to give him a lien therefor on the land. 

‘In case the certificates are not assignable or the claims inalienable before 
patent issues, then the contract for a lien on the land is simply void. I think 
that question is not properly before us in the case.”’ 

It will be observed that the record in this matter is now and has been before 
the Department since October, 1878, and I have the honor to state that I am not 
aware that an application for confirmation of assignments in these cases is pend 
ing before the Department, and that there is no evidence of record in this office 
that Congressional action is required ‘or expected in relation to locations or as- 
signments under the desert-land act. The letter herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 























T. J. ANDERSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. W. F. Viias, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I introduce that communication 
from the General Land Office to show what has been the effect of a 
practice in the Land Office in the Interior Department of allowing as- 


signments to desert-land locations. In the district I represent, accord- | 


ing to that communication, under the act of March 3, 1877, desert-land 
locations from No. 1 up to three hundred and some odd were made. 
Assignments of them were made to a syndicate of persons, who now 
hold and control under those assignments some three or four hundrei 
thousand acres of land in that district which they are holding from 
homestead settlement. The entries have never been perfected to this 
flay, but the land is held up there, and the Commissioner in this com 
munication says that he sees no reason for Congressional action at this 
time; meaning, I suppose, action to confirm these assignments. Now 
the bill under consideration proposes to depart from the policy which 
has been followed by the Government in regard to these desert lands 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr Speaker, I am opposed to the amendment of the 
tleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. J AcKs« 
briefly on it and this section. My friend means well. but h too 
far from any vacant land to fully understand or thorougly apy ite t 
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public land. 

Chis is neither the spirit nor letter of tl ginal homestead act. It 

has, I think, been misconstrued a st the interest of the settlers, and 


my friend accepts that bad construction as the real meaning of the law 

I think I understand something of the land law and know some 
thing of its workings in the public-land States, and I am satisfied tl 

| there can be nothing more just than this section, I have labored both 
| in this and the last Congress to get this and the next section of the bill 
| enacted into law. They were both favorably reported to the Forty- 















































































































ed 2 / ay 7 4 r 4 “YT i rrowT, e 
DISH CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 26, { 
( I f ! le l h i ly bei 
Lh I I prt ( l ri s, ub 
i ) ui t } ' pi cla | 
ia pio d i ) ‘ 1 : 
i ] i y 1 ( up I ) 
y* . . , . , to ' 1tol »t 
t { i ind y i ) th who] 
! u t ) ( + 
tt { 13 t { of the cou 
t “ 
not ¢ ent d ( to sustain h f 
opene I oO co ilry, lore 
yin <« el I » 7 | ‘ ing empl 5 
0 { rs and { i l ’ : 
ina ‘ 1 wo en ; Bg s pernbaps ¢ z = 
I no co I »> the Government ce it st retains titie ‘ Cr n l la ple 
] t 1 i I iestead ilt Ww rovid i een } é int pl t 
j i ild ) t] me enti 1 ( Oo LSS] é ( ti ! l rigi ] ( 
} 1 u! ee titie to ) 1 i ‘ he ¢ nent, for whi h ve he com] 
ection 1 lt i ill the law I t wl tv d »< t l 
his « i ! icient t y any ¢ that Cong vy [ war ) to \ i ecu rhaps, but n L¢ 
itend t tt ‘ 5 enti but to bt r uy nti d who ft 
i j I i haw oO e qt r-sect ! l i iorced ft i ul ou ant K &@ nome ewhere l 
co wn SA { d I pe it i ta ( l I at es ’ 4 . irs t has b Cli ‘ 
tha | ea ury v i estop the he ( I Se me nd deve op is and Owing agricuitur 
ta lie land \ y la ! Ly ‘ He « | n the r the second or third 
Cong! I fof } vho f 1 to st ‘ 10 Ye i the gross 1njust 
‘ Ul tl linent I o | eelh already out upon 
onties s attempted to se for hi lf a home, has been 
h } | ( ( OV V he had o contro] perl 
Pau OSS] rhs i or ip onol i i d the c¢ hpe ition Vy l 
peo} 1e unl lL « n of it country, ol ym $15 to 0 fron 
é man who would have contested his claim. But he pays him this sum 
: or the final receipt from the Government in order to avoid all contests 
ne r can go upon the land and complete his entry. 
1 grant i | mmer fell ; F 
ygardl; L N. Ia it debate on this proposition be now clos 
our gifts to the settlers, wh 1 th Ir, PEE] I would like to have a few moments on this mys« ' 
outskirts of civilization, away { d Mr. HOLMAN. I think the amendment is one that will be vot F 
made for us a civilization that cl d owh any way. 
elegant civiliz 1 of the Kast Ir. PEEL. I am opposed to the amendment altogether. 
been kept in the front of the mar here, Mr. Speaker during the discussion upon this amet t 
tore they acquired title; and 1 iched | I understand it is a motion to amend ; ion of the bill w 
the Pacific Ocean and must take uy e Say rsons who have failedto complete title under the 
to these honest old men, who must n¢ ugh | law to take a second homest 
landless they can have no m l it [have always been of the opinion that the spirit of the law wa 
first selection made? I hope not. There is no Western or Southern llow each citizen of the country not only to file his plication for 1 
Representative here who know that coun 1 the hardships oO acres ol land, but to make his proof and obtain a nplete title ind : 
such a life who would favor such a policy as th itleman proy ome for hi f, and that there was nothing in the law to preven 
I hope the amendment will not be adopted. that 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I certainly am very strong]; [t is perfect nonsense to say that a man can not geta fall title f 
opposed to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- | piece of the public land because some time or other in the past he 1 
vania. There seems to be a very serious misapprehension on the part | dertook to make a claim which was not completed, or that some mat 
of some of our Eastern friends in relation to the development of th ter had interposed which prevented the completion of his title, and 
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you are insured a bountiful return. This is absolutely As I have always believed that it was the spirit of the law, notwit] 
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Kansas and Nebraska the ground before it \ 

country developed is no more capable of yi ng agricultural produ 
tions than is the greatest desert in the world. The sod which cover 
that country is absolutely impervious to water. Dig down whereve1 
you please from 3 to 4 inches, and you have to break the ground with | 














apick. But after the sod is broken up and the wat allowed to 
ettle into the earth, the land seems to ilize itself, and after th: 
ol é ven years you can depend uj hat ground for yielding 
agricultural productions. These are the facts. It takes from five to 
even years and in many cases even ten years to reclaim the land ther 
so as to make it possible to depend upon obtaining from it agricultural | 
productions, 

You have all heard of the droughty frontier. I have stated tl i 
son for the conditions prevailing there. The state of things I des« 


has prevailed continually from the Missouri westward. There has 


been a constant development of the country by breaking up its entire 
od. 

a great many persons who go upon the frontier are evidently 
men of limited means. They go out there and build their houses; th 





up <vU, <o, OI 





break 30 acres of that sod. At first itis absolutely i 
capable of production to any reasonable degree, and so it continues the | 
next year. The settler finds that for perhaps the first time in his life 
has been obliged to purchase everything at the store. The country 
is new; there is no soil for agricultural productions. The consequence | 
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sustained by the decision of a judge in some one of the Western Ter: 
which one I do not now remember, which settled the legal pri 
party had made a homestead 
entry and was indicted for perjury under the following conditions: Th 
evidence disclosed the fact that in some State he had filed an application 
under the homestead law and had failed for some reason to complete th 
title. Hewent West and filed an additional application on the ground 
t he never had the benefit I Upon filing the second appli- 
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ion he was indicted for perjury, but it was held by the court that he 
had not committed perjury, the spirit the law being that he was 
entitled to the full completion of the title, and that he had not been 
n possession of the benefits arising under the act. He swore that h 
had not received the benefit of the act, and the court held that he had 
not received it by not having a complete title. I know many perso 
i own State and section in the early days of the homestead | 





who in good faith made application and filed their application in the 
local land office, but some circumstances arose by which it became 
necessary that the party should change the location and thereby dis- 
pose of the little homes that they had already established and seek a 
home elsewhere. Surely it can not be contended that when a man : 
lls his improvements only he gets anything from the Government. 
he disposes of his homestead after improving it to some extent, he 
it sells the product of his own labor, and thereby does not deprive 
the Government of a single cent or in any manner interfere with its 
operations under the homestead law. He abandons the homestead f 
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additional land not to exceed in all 160 aeres as an adjoining farm 
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entry. Why, then, should the same person be denied an additional | 


entry because he has acquired his title to this less quantity from the 
Government under the homestead law ? 

Absurd as it may appear that is the constructionand practice of the 
Department, and is, in effect, favored by my friend who offered the 
pending amendment. In some cases, such as within the limits of rail- 
road grants referred to by my friend from Pennsylvania, the discrimi- 
nations have been removed by special act. Let us now wipe them all 
out 


‘They all ought to be treated alike. The homestead law was passed 


during the late civil war and was not extended to the five public land | 


States of the South then in rebellion, but by virtue of the first section 
of the act of June 21, 1866, its benetits were extended to those States 
with the settlers restricted to 80 acres for two years. The homeless 
emancipated slaves and other people were only allowed one-half the 
quantity allowed in the northern States, although the lands of the 
southern States were of lessvalue. In this two years there were 11,629 
entries made in those States, averaging 67.69 acres for each. There 
were 5,665 of these entries in my own State. Other settlers after- 
wards notso restricted, acting under the feeling and belief that they did 
not require as much as a quarter section, took less. As their families 
and necessities increased they have found that they should have more 
and now want it. I say, give it to them. 


JUNE 26 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. What difference does it make if the wit- 
ness does live in Maine, provided he knows the facts ? 

Mr. BIGGS. And states the truth. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, withdrew the printed amendment and of- 


| fered as a substitute the following: 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friends will bear in mind that this is a | 
principle of universal application. It is not designed to operate in one | 


section of the country more than another. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly it is universal in its application; but the 
principle involved and justice proposed is forcibly demonstrated and 
shown by calling attention to this class of citizens who were thus 
wronged and who will be relieved by this act. There are many others 
in all sections ofthe Union. I hope the amendment will not be adopted 

The amendment of Mr. JACKSON was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 24. That section 2291 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read: 

* Sec, 2291. Each person making such entry shall, within three months there- 
after, establish his or her actual personal residence in a house habitable at all 
seasons of the year upon the land applied for, and shall actually and continu- 
ously reside thereon untilthe expiration of five years from the date of such en 
try, and shall clear and place in cultivation at least 10 acres thereof within said 
period. And if atthe expiration of such time, or at any time within two years 
thereafter, the person making such entry, Or if he be dead his widow, or in case 


Amend section 24, in line 15, by inserting after the word “ houscholders,” the 
words “of the neighborhood.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to section 24, submitted by 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: 

Amend section 24 by striking out the word “five,”’ 
serting the word ‘‘three.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to section 24, submitted by 
Mr. DorsEy: 

Add to section 24: 

“It is further provided, That after proof is made before the register and re- 
ceiver of the district in which the land is situated, and a certificate is issued to 
the entrymen, said certificate shall be considered prima facie evidence of own- 
ership, and the burden of proof to vacate said entry shall rest upon the Gov- 
ernment.” 

Amend section 2, in line 4, by striking out ‘‘ three” and iaserting “ six.”’ 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is so obviously 
proper that I think the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands 
will not interpose any objection to its adoption. This section of the 
bill proposes that the settler shall, within three months after making 
his entry, establish his residence in a house habitable at all seasons of 
the year upon the land applied for, etc. Now, I respectfully submit 
to the gentleman that it is absolutely impossible for the poor man to 
enter upon a tract of land and build his house so as to make it a hab- 
itable dwelling within a period of ninety days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iagreetothat. Let us first take a vote upon the 


in lines 7 and 17, and in- 


| other part of the amendment, the proviso. 


of her death his heirs or devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry, her | 


heir or devisee in case of her death, proves by two credible witnesses, who are 
householders, that he, she, or they have so continuously resided upon the same 


for the term of five years immediately succeeding the time of making theentry, | 


and that he, she, or they have cleared and cultivated at least 10 acres of such 
land, and makes affidavit that no part of such land has been alienated, except 
as provided in this act, and that he, she, or they will bear true allegiance to the 
Government of the United States, then, in such cases, he, she, or they, if at that 
time citizens of the United States, shall be entitled to a patent as in other cases 
provided by law.” 

The Clerk read also the following amendment, proposed by Mr. LAIRD, 
to section 24: 

Amend section 24 by adding, after the proviso offered by way of amendment 
thereto by Mr. Dorsry, these words: 

“And no settler on the public domain, under the provisions of this act, shall 
be deprived of his title to any land based upon a receiver's final receipt, except 
upon an open and public trial under and according to the forms of law relating 
to contest cases.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to section 24, proposed by 
Mr. Smiru, of Wisconsin: 

Amend section 24, in line 15, by inserting, after the word “‘ householders,”’ the 
words * residing within a radius of 10 miles.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is no objection to that amendment. 





Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I think it can be improved by insert- | 


ing the word “‘ neighboring’’ before the word ‘‘ householders.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it read ‘‘ householders of the neighborhood.’’ 
That is the more common expression. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I will accept that suggestion. 


The proviso was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the second part 
of the amendment, which is to amend section 24 in line 4, by striking 
out ‘“‘three’’ and inserting ‘‘six.’’ 

Mr. HERMANN. I move the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr.GAY. Imovetoamendthe amendment by striking out ‘‘three’’ 
and inserting ‘‘nine.’’ 

Mr. HERMANN. Nine months is too long. 

Mr. GAY. Ifsix months is deemed a sufficient time, I will with- 
draw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendment of the gentleman from 
Louisiana is withdrawn. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Dorsry]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment by Mr. PETERS to section 
24: 


Add to section 24 the following: 

** Provided, That in all cases wherein a homestead entryman or pre-emption 
claimant, lawfully in possession of Government lands under acts of Congress 
which require residence, shall have been elected or appointed to any official posi- 


| tion the acceptance of which requires his absence from said land in the discharge 
| of his official duties, but who, nevertheless, shall have kept up his improvements 


on said land in good faith throughout such necessary absence, he shal! be deemed 
to have complied with the laws relating to residence upon such land, and no ad- 
vantage shall be taken of such necessary absence by any adverse claimant or by 
the United States, but such claimant shall be entitled toall rights and privileges 
which would attach to actual and continuous residence covering such period of 
necessary absence.”’ 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 7, noes 28. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 25. That section 2204 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read: 

‘Sec, 2294. In any case in which the applicant for the benefit of the home- 
stead or desert-land law is prevented, by reason of distance, bodily infirmity, 


or other good cause, from personal attendance at the district land office, he or 
she may make the affidavit required by law, before any commissioner of the 


| United States circuit court or the clerk of a court of record for the county in 


which the land is situated, and transmitthe same, with the fee and commis- 


| sions, tothe register and receiver.” 


seteearans - ; : | 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the only serious trouble 


that could arise from the adoption of that amendment would be this: 
At times settlement has been made away out upon the prairies, and 
later the neighborhood has been abandoned by all except one settler, 
whom we will suppose to be the one who desires to make proof. Now, 
in order to make his proof he must have witnesses who know exactly 
the time he settled his claim, and who know his continuous residence 
there for five years; and it is within my personal knowledge that in 
many cases it has been found absolutely necessary to go or to send to 
some other section of the country in order to secure witnesses to make 
such proof. 

Mr. MACDONALD. What substitute would the gentleman sug- 
gest? 

Mr, TURNER, of Kansas. I would leave it just asit is, because the 
rules of the Land Office which govern the register and receiver con- 
trol all that. 

Mr. MACDONALD. But this section speaks merely of ‘‘ household- 
ers,’’ and in any case the householder required as a witness might live 
in Maine. 


The following amendment (proposed by Mr. DoRSEY) was read: 


Amend section 25 by adding: 

** It is further provided, That in all cases where notice by publication of inten- 
tion to make final proof upon any land taken under the provisions of this ac: is 
required the entrymen shall be allowed ten days following the day named in 
the advertisement in which to complete proof and present witnesses.”’ 


The amendment was rejected. 
The following amendment (also offered by Mr. DoRSEY) was read: 


Add as a new section after section 25 the following: 

‘Sec. —. That any person who may make a homestead entry upon any of the 
agricultural lands of the United States under the provisions of this act, and who 
shall erect a dwelling-house thereupon worth at least $300,and shall put into 
cultivation 20 acres of said land, shall, after one year’s residence thereon, have 
the right to commute said entry under such rules as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe, and upon the payment of $1.25 per acre shall be entitled to 
receive a patent for said land.” 


The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 26. That the proof of settlement, residence, occupation, cultivation, irri- 
gation, or reclamation, the affidavit of non-alienation, and the oath of allegiance 


required to be made under the homestead and desert land laws, may be made 
belere any commissioner of the United States circuit court. or before the judge 
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or clerk of any court of record of the county or parish in which the lands are i this whole section in this respect Che vision whi 

situated ; and the proof, affidavit, and oath, when so made and duly subscribed id would more properly come in before the word ‘* provided 
shall have the same force and effect as if made bef the register and receive! ae a ; I .- , : 

when transmitted to them, with the fee and commissions allowed and required | that would have been a better a ng rh t sense is mn 
by law; and the register and receiver shall be entitled to the same fees for ex cha da particle. rhe ol ct of the proviso which the tieman 
amining and approving said testimony as are now allowed by law for taking | , 2 tn le, t is to s ; , ; 

the same. That if witness making such proof, or any applicant mak ; ; a a ee , , 

such affidavit or oath shall knowingly, willfully, and corruptly swear false! not intended to be repea : 

any material matter contained in said proofs, afl its, or oaths, he s ] ] the I ls 








ble to the same pains and penalty 





deemed guilty of perjury, and shall be li 
if he had sworn falsely before the register 
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Sec. 27. That it shall be unlawful to cut, cause, or to procure to be cut, « Ir. HERBERT ‘ 














wantonly destroy, any timber growing on any | fth nited States, or t the law leaving out th 
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set fire to any tree or timber or underbrush on any timbe inds of the 4 
ire any tr r nber or : : same efter 
States and willfully or negligently leave the fire burning thereon, or ‘ . ; ars \ " ; 
cause to be removed any timber from said public lands, or to knowi: A HOLMA! i hie la I 
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facture any lumber from timber so cut or removed. And no owner, master, 01 Mr. HERBERT. Let me state m it I 
consignee of any vessel, or owner, director, or agents, agent of any 
shall knowingly transport the same, or any lumber manufactured th 














and any person violating the provisions of this section shall be guilty of iis- | Carry aw t e Hake a 
demeanor, and, on conviction, shall be fined, for every such offer im t t » b I r the circumstan é 
exceeding $1,000: Provided, however, That nothing herein contain ; ; r ’ 
the right of any person who shall purchase timber on public lan = P : ae aes ; 
provisions of this act, from cutting and removing the same, or i thint proper ¢ en pr 
; miner or agriculturist from clearing his land in the ordinary working of 3 ly dr I do no } ers l 
mining claim or preparing his farm for tillage, or from taking the timber n eanons = : . 
essary to make and support his improvements, or selling timber felled in the | *~7?" ’ , . . , ; 
necessary clearing of the homestead, or the taking of timber for the use of the | & Homestead. I thir l ( ela t I ‘ 
ig United States, and all moneys collected under this act shall be covered into th I 1 for makin yt t d i g 
; Treasury of the United States. But this section shall not be construed as re by saving that he ox 1ed ; : 
pealing any provision of law touching or concerning the protection of timber | io _o ; , 
‘ on the publiclands in any State or Territory of the United States, or as affecting | Of JAW touching tHe | no ‘ , 
. in any wise penalties connected therewith. lands in any Sta of the | i 


Mr. HERBERT. I move to amend by striking out the last clause | any wise penalties connected therewith. 
in the section just read. The language I propose to strike outis in Mr. HOLMAN. This statement of my friend shows 1 




















these words: misapprehends this section. This p sion has beer lied ( 
; But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law ra thorough examina L ¢ xisting 
; touching or concerning the protection of timber on the public lands to an; 1D tr le with th an this 
; State or Territory of the United States, or as affecting in any wise penalties comé sin proper!\ 
connected therewtth. Mr. H , g aT “s a een oa, oe nt tn 
‘ It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, the result of this clause would be to Mr. He \LMAN. RP easay ns spaniinglinrennseee ete catteste OO 
: nullify largely the very carefully drawn and properly considered pro- can oan te ae eae a ee ee ee 
visions which precede it in the same section. A member of the com- | P@& : Pe ee ee ee 
¥ mittee who sits beside me tells me that the effect of striking out this | *°** NO OWner, Master, OF consignee on any vest 
% clause would be to discontinue prosecutions which have already been | I wish to state right here that this I ul ud refere : 
commenced. Of course the purpose of my amendment is not to put a | nally to the exportation of ti cut iro ve rests of tl 
; stop to any pending prosecutions, or to affect them in any manner; | South, and hence the necessity ot provision 
and it seems to me there can very readily be inserted a proviso that | And or ¢ sel, ¢ 
a ‘nothing herein contained shall affect prosecutions now pending.’’ I | *5°"'s ee Ans} a — 
offer the amendment in that shape to strike out from the word ‘* but”’ | section euilty of a misdemean nd.o 
2 in line 24 to the end of the section and to insert in lieu thereof, ‘‘Pro- | every such offense, a sum not e2 
3 vided, That nothing herein contained shall affect prosecutions now | Mr. : Right ther 
i pending.”’ | Mr. Let me proceed. Now, right there we trans 
A Mr. HOLMAN. Lhope my friend will not press this amendment. | pose, commencing with the word “‘ but,’’ in the last sentence o e 


ist itence of tl 
There are two or three acts, passed several years ago (one in regard to | section, so as to insert it before the word “‘ provided” and after the 
the live-oak timber), the provisions of which, it seems to me, ought to | word 
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s ‘‘one thousand dollars.’’ Then immediately after ‘‘ not exceec 


be continued in force, otherwise the provisions incorporated in this bill ing one thousand dollars’’ insert: 











3 should be broader than they are. 1 do not thirk it would be safe to But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of lav 
' adopt the provisions embraced in this bill without at the same time | ing or concerning the protection of timber on the public is in any State « 
keeping in force the provisions of former laws. It can not possibly do | Territory of the United States, or as affecting in any wise penalties « — 
any harm to continue those penalties; there can not be too many safe- | ~ \ “i ee - . 
guards thrown around the timber lands of the United States. I hope Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I can make the prop 
my friend will not press his amendment. what clear. ind a > ie ‘ 
Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman tell us the effect of the pre- M MACD = ALD. a a a SIRS TS GAR NSMAN MRSRERES 1. 
: ceding part of the section if the latter clause, which I propose tostrike | Mr. HERBERT. [have the floor. understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
; out, be allowed to stand ? gentlemen of the committee are perfectly willing this proviso shall 
? Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. The existing penalties would remain | Pe adopted. I do not understand any gentleman has opposed my 
: in force, and the provisions of this bill would be, as they are intended | 2™endment, or is unwilling the words of the proviso I have read sha 
to be, cumulative. The wholesystem of laws on the subject would be | be omitted. So I suggest, inst« ad of the amendment as sent up, these 
perfectly consistent with each other. Our former laws have been the | Words be inserted in line 25; so it will read 
result of considerable experience, and we wish toretain them. Theim-| This section, except as to the proviso, she ea emmape 
portant feature, after all, of these amendatory provisions is that in re- | Oy ee eee een ow of the United States, or as affect , wise 
gard to unlawfully permitting fires on the public lands. | penalties connected therewith. 
That it shall be unlawful to cut, cause, or to procure to be cut, or wantonly That will have this effect. This is simply cumulative. Pas r it 
destroy, any timber growing on any lands of the United States, or to set fire to | 4. Se nek oftnk ome tater on the ebetute:) re k in reference to the pro 
any tree or timber or underbrush on any timber lands of the United States and | G@O€S NOt abect any law 2 : as ® — 


willfully or negligently leave the fire burning thereon. tection of timber, and I am perfectly willing the proviso shall become 
This provision is, in my opinion, the most important addition to the | law if those words are inserted. 

present law. Mr. HOLMAN. The section is right asitis. Thatis the fact about 
Mr. HERBERT. That would not be at all affected by my amend | it. It has been most carefully studied. If the gentleman prefers those 


ment. words inserted I am willing to transpose it in that way, although I do 
Mr. HOLMAN. That may be; still, all these provisions are in- | not like to do it. 

tended to be cumulative; and unless my friend from Alabama can Mr. MACDONALD. I think I can make it clear that the gentleman 

point out some reason why the existing law should be repealed, I think | from Alabama is laboring under a 1 pprehension. Gentlemen will 

the penalties now in force should be continued. bear in mind it is a fundamental prin« wherein a new law is en- 
Mr. HERBERT. Under my amendment it is intended that this pro- | acted fixing penalties for crime unless there be a ing clause it oper- 

viso in the bill shall become law: j | ates to exempt parties committing « es prev ly. This provision 


Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall impair the right of any | ¢ flaw is intended to prevent maxing it a crime for parties to start a 
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Mr. HERBERT. As I understand it, the gentleman is willing to 
transpose that last sentence of the section so it shall come in before the 
word ‘ provided.’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to make that transposition. 

Mr. HERBERT, 
ginning with the words in the twenty-fourth line ‘‘ but this section 
shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law,’’ etc., and 
continuing down to the end of line 28, to transpose theentire paragraph 
to the fourteenth line, so that it will come in after the word ‘‘ dolla1 
in that line. 

That is where it properly belongs, in my opinion. 


= eS 
w, J understand the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 


Lh 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1 
j 
| 
| 





JUNE 26, 


And right there after the word ‘‘ United States”’ that language oucht 


| to come in. 


My proposition is to transpose the sentence be- | 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It does not make a particular differ 
ence where it comes in in the paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will otherwise divide the se 
instead of two. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have no objection to inserting it in 
line 24, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ as suggested by the gentle- 


tion into three parts 


| nan. 


from Indiana, consents to that transposition, and it will effect the ob- | 


ject I have in view. Hesees no objection to it. Ido not believe any 
other member of the committee except the gentleman from Minnesota 
objects to it. I therefore ask a vote upon the transposition. 

Mr. HERMANN. Your original amendment was suflicient. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; but I put this in lieu of the other in order 
to put myself in harmony with the majority of the committee. I be- 
lieve the whole committee, excepting the gentleman from Minnesota, 
are willing to accept 

Mr. MACDONALD. I do not so understand it. This is the first 
time that I ever heard of a sentence qualifying a section of abill put in 
the middle of the section. It is always placed at the end ef it, just 
where this is, and properly. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Isaid to my friend from Alabama rather than have 
the time consumed I would consent to the transposition, but I am sat- 
isfied the more he will consider the section the more convinced he will 
become that it is now in its proper position; and I hope he will not 
insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT, 
ing the change that I offer the amendment. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to insert the words 
which I think will make this perfectly clear. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the twenty-seventh line, after the words “ United States,” insert ‘“ not in 


conflict with it,’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
it is 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the amendment just 
ofiered by the gentleman from Arkansas would come in more properly 
after the word ‘*‘law,’’ in the twenty-fifth line, and I offer it there; 
s0 that this section will read: 


I hope my friend will let the section stand just as 


But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law not 


in conflict with it, 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after the last word in section 27, as follows: 


Provided always, That it shall be lawful for any settler on any subdivision 
of is in the United States to remove, use, or sell any dead or fallen timber 
found thereon.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think he has that right now as it is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will say to the learned chairman of 
the Committee on the Public Lands thatif he will look at this very bill 
itself he will find that it is prohibited by this very section. For in 
stance: 

Sec. 27. That it shall be unlawful to cut, cause or to procure to be cut, or wan- 
tonly destroy any timber growing on any lands of the United States, or to set 
fire to any tree or timber or underbrush on any timber lands of the United 
States and willfully or negligently leave the fire burning thereon, or remove or 
rause to be removed any timber from said public lands, or to knowingly manu- 
facture any lumber from timber so cut or removed. 

I call the gentleman’s attention to the words: 


To remove or cause to be removed any timber from said public lands, 


I offer a further amendment. 


+ It is not only for the interest of the person who resides upon the land 
that he shall have the benefit of such dead timber, but it is for the 
benefit of the lands themselves to remove the dead or fallen timber. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think the gentleman is correct in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the location of the proposed amendment, it 
will be noticed that I am trying to avoid, as shown by my colloquy 
with my friend from Alabama, any conflict between the two provisions 
of this section. The last clause of it refers to the provision embodied 
in the first clause, and it was an important matter which should be 
made clear and distinct. It seems to me that this amendment should 
come in after the word ‘‘ United States ’’ in this connection: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall impair the right of 
any person who shall purchase timber on public land, under the provisions of 
this act, from cutting and removing the same, or prevent any miner or agricult- 
urist from clearing his land in the ordinary working of his mining claim or 
preparing his farm for tillage, or from taking the timber necessary to make and 
support his improvements, or selling timber felled in the necessary clearing of 
the homestead, or the taking of timber for the use of the United States; and all 


moneys coliected under this act shall be covered into the Treasury of the United 
States, 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I offer the amendmentI send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 27 add 


* Provided, however, That timber not of commercial value, as sawed or hew*« 
timber, growing on public lands wholly unfit for cultivation shall be free for tl 


| domestic use of any bona fide resident ef the Territory in which said timberon 


Iam so much impressed with the necessity of mak- | 


such land is found.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the end of the section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done. This section is re- 
garded as one of the most important sections in the bill, and if so 
amended it will be confused to an extent to make its interpretation 
almost impossible. That provision ought to come in as an independent 
proposition, if at all. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It is already in the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘There was an amendment offered that was identic 
with this. 

My. WHITE, of Indiana. This amendment applies to a different 
class of land. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That provision is already in the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. But it applies to a different class of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isin almost the same words. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. If it will cover this section too, well and 
good. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language is almost identical. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The gentleman insists upon his amend- 
ment. The Chair will put the question. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I believe we are still on section 27, are we 
not ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. COBB. I move to strike out the last word in order to call at- 
tention to what I conceive to be a serious defect in this section, and to 
which I invite the attention of the chairman of the committee. Sec- 
tion 27 contains a penal statute. At the close of the section are these 
words: 


I do not understand where it is proposed to insert 


That this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law 
touching or concerning the protection of timber, 

That is to say you enact a penal statute, and as a part of the statute 
itself you say it shall not affect any existinglaw. Now, suppose there 
be a penal law in existence in conflict with this section. How would 
the courts construe it? ‘There are penal enactments now in existence 
touching the protection of the timber in the United States. Here is 

other law making it a penalty to do certain things upon the public 
iand of the United States. In this last section you incorporate the pro- 
vision that none of the existing laws shall be affected by this section at 
all. Ifit should happen that any of the existing statutes are in con- 
flict with this section, you have a serious situation about which the 


| courts of the country would have difficulty in their construction. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Can my friend say there is any provision of law 
that will come in conflict with the penal provision ? 

Mr. COBB. I asked that question of one of the members of your 
committee, and he told me he did not know whether there was or was 
not. Ido not know. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This isnot a subject in regard to which any mem- 
ber would study all the statutes for the purpose of enabling him to 
draw up a section. 

Mr. COBB. Iask the chairman of the committee whether he can or 
can not tell us whether there is any law now in existence in conflict 
with the section as it is framed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will say that I drew up this section with all the 
penal statutes on the subject before me. I incorporated this section 
simply out of abundant caution; nothing more. 

Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Speaker, it fs perfectly evident if there is any 
law now in existence in conflict with this section itis intended that this 
section shall repeal it, otherwise it would be useless legislation altogether, 
or very singular legislation. If you have an actin conflict with existing 
law and say at the same time that both shall stand, you have a system 
of legislation singular indeed and leading to serious complications. 
Now, I take it for granted that it was the intention of the committee 
to have all laws which are in conflict with this section repealed by it. 
If so, this latter clause ought to have inserted in it the words which I 
proposed just now as an amendment. Those words are: 

But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law not 
in conflict herewith, 
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Clerk’s desk, tocome in immediately after the provision providing for 
laying off roads 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 29. Andalong all water-courses and on each side thereof immediately 
adjoining low-water mark there shall be reserved to the United States for pub- 
lic use alternate strips of land, 100 feet wide and 1,000 feet long, lying parallel 
to said streams and following the meanderthereof. Like reservations shall be 
made slong all lake and sea shores where they adjoin the public lands of the 


United States, All patents for lands disposed of after the passage of this act 
shall expressly recite this reservation. 


Mr. WEAVER. I should like to have the attention of the commit- 
tee for a short time while I explain the necessity for this amendment. 
I regard it asanimportantone. It was offered last evening, but passed 
over by consent. It should be inserted as partof section 28, where res- 
ervation for highways is made. That provides for highways in getting 
to water and returning therefrom. Itis an important provision, and 
there should be the further provision which is contained in my amend- 
ment to make it complete, so that when they go over the highway they 
may have access freely to the water. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly, asit is my desire that the amendment 
shall be perfectly understood. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HERBERT. LIhope this amendment will not be adopted. If 
gentlemen will think for a moment they will see its consequences are 
far-reaching. If along all thepublic streams flowing through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States there shall be these reservations it would 
constitute a very large portion of the public domain. Timber scat- 
tered along the streams would furnish a constant temptation to depre- 
dators. Inmy judgment, Mr. Speaker, the United States ought not to 
reserve any public lands anywhere in small quantities. The policy ot 
doing so, it seems to me, would bea badone. In many sections we have 
trouble growing out of the fact that there are numerous suits brought 
against persons where the United States is charged with depredating 
upon the timber lands. In the first place, it would be difficult to find 
them out in the case of these reservations. There would have to be a 
survey of every one of them. The lands would have to be marked so 
distinctly that every person should be warned that if they attempted 
to go beyond the fixed line and cut timber they would be trespassers 
under this very act, and punishable by a fine of $1,000 and by impris- 
onment also. 

It seems to me the Government ought not to have any land reserved 
anywhere. Certainly it ought not to have reservations of lands which 
would be a constant temptation to evil men, and a constant source of 
trouble to honest men. What is the use of it? What is its purpose? 

Mr. WEAVER. There can not be any difficulty about it, and cer- 
tainly there can be no inconvenience. The Government owns it and 
dedicates it tothe public use forever. Itis to prevent mischief. Every 
one on the frontier knows parties of settlers take up the water-front on 
a stream, perhaps the only stream in the surrounding country. Twenty 
or thirty men may enter the whole front of a stream, and on the side 
of it. They will thereby cut off all others from access to that water. 
They may cut off their water along the stream for many miles in either 
direction. Now, that is agreat hardship. But such is often the situa- 
tion in the West. There can be no harm, therefore, in making a reser- 
vation of this land. As we have provided for highways, for ingress to 
the water and egress therefrom, we ought to provide these reservations 
so the settlers may obtain the water afterthey get tothestream. They 
can thus obtain water for their stock without having a man with a re- 
volver standing across the highway and backed up by cow-boys to drive 
them off. No injury can arise from carrying out this amendment I 
have proposed, but, on the contrary, it is for the purpose of benefiting 
the settlers on the public lands. 

Mr. McADoo was recognized. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the more you 
think of this the more the difiiculties multiply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Alabama de- 
sires to address himself to the amendment, the Chair will recognize him 
later on. 

Mr. McADOO. I think this is one of the most important amend- 
ments to the bill. Some two or three years agoit was my good fortune 
to pass over the Northern Pacific Railroad, and while so doing I had a 
conversation with one of the largest capitalists of New York City, as 
well as the owner of the greatest cattle herd in that whole Western 
region. 

I studied the question while in that country as best I could and the 
position of the case as far as the disposal of the public land was con- 
cerned. From personal observation I became convinced that the man 
who owned the water owned the land virtually. The Western coun- 
try, that portion that needs irrigation, presents this condition of 
things: That the man who controls the right to a living stream of water 
is virtually the lord of the territory as far back as he chooses to go; 
and in a cattle country where the cattle were dying for want of water, 
and he commanded the right of way to it, he was virtually the owner 
of the surrounding land. 

[ stated that in my opinion the United States ought, under the right 
of eminent domain, if in no other way, to condemn the right of way 
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for the smallest cattle-owner to take his herd of cattle to the living 
stream of water; and this gentleman admitted that in his opinion that 
was the solution of the whole problem—getting the small cattle herds 
in such a position that they might afford to live, as against the tremen- 
dous companies that control the cattle trade of that region. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not imagine a more important amendment for 
the great Western country than the one offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa, and that of the gentleman from Wisconsin, now pending. 

If you want to make it possible for the poor man to graze his cattle 


| on those lands at all, and obtain the use of the land for that purpose, 


you have got to give him the right of way through or over the public 
highway to the living stream of water in that country. Why, takean 
illustration: Here is a little river ora little spring anda powerful com- 
pany, or a rich man goes out there and the first thing it or he does is to 
secure the land immediately bordering upon this water. There may be 
no water nearer to that point than 40, 50, or 100 miles, and every living 
creature, man and beast, is absolutely at the mercy of the individual 
who owns the land around this stream of water. Now, I say that it is 
a bad policy for the United States Government to give up an acre of 
these lands around a living stream of water in a country that is rain- 
less for six, seven, or nine months of the year. We are deluding the 
people of the East when we ask them to go out and take up these lands 
which have no water upon them, and upon which there is no rainfall for 


| nine months of the year. 


It is an injustice to a man to give up his home in the East and ask 
him to go out there and take up a homestead, only to find that condi- 
tion of things prevailing, to find that there is no water, that his neigh- 
bor across the way owns the river, or the creek, or the lake, or the spring, 
or that it belongs to the tremendous cattle syndicates, and who hold it 
with such a tight grip in the hands of these powerful monopolies that 
a thirsty dog traversing the prairie dare not stop to lap the flowing water 
toslake his thirst without paying tribute if he could to the powerful 
combination. The water should be as free as the air we breathe. It 
was but a few years ago, as you all remember, that a riot was almost 
precipitated out in that region by the fencing in of the springsof water 
by some of the cattle syndicates. Valuable herds of cattle were stag- 
gering around on the prairies absolutely dying from thirst. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, was recognized and yielded his time to 
Mr. McApoo. 

Mr. McADOO. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important measure now before the House. 
I do not know of a more important bill in this Congress than the bill 
reported by the Committee on the Public Lands now pending before 
us; and I think that the masses of the people in this country will con- 
sider it when it is passed as one of the most important bills ever en- 
acted in any Congress. 

But, sir, I want, when it is perfected, that this vital thing of water 
shall be preserved tothe people of this country. We have land monopo- 
lies here now which are controlling principalities in extent. We have 
land and industrial monopolies, but still at least we have as yet no 
water monopoly. But it was only recently in one of our oldest States 
that a powerful syndicate started out for the purpose of controlling the 
watersheds which supply the great cities, and if this condition of things 
goes on long enough, we will have not alone monopolies of lands, but we 
will have water monopolies, and the time may come, if science shall 
furnish the invention, when we will have a monopoly of the air we 
breathe, and will not be permitted to use it without paying tribute to 
somebody. 

Confederation, combination, and conspiracy, inspired by greed and 
corporate and individual rapacity, threaten the welfare and very ex- 
istence of our people. Let us check and avert them here and now. 

Now, sir, thisamendment is eminently practicable. Wherever there 
yet remains an acre of the public domain near living water, save it— 
save it for the people who are going to settle upon the surrounding ter- 
ritory. Save it asa common highway by which the poor man may 
drive his steer to water, or where his family may go to get water nec- 
essary for their existence, and not let it be stolen by the ‘‘dummy”’ 
entryman, by the first man on the ground, by the pioneer capitalist, 
who foresaw that if he once got possession of the water he would get 
the land, and having gotten the lands around the water has shut off 
all other people. I say it is time for the United States to step in and 
protect what we have remaining, ay, far more important asa duty than 
the preservation of the great national pleasure park for English lords 
and dukes and our privileged and indolent classes to hunt stags and 
deer in. Preserve these lands in the immediate vicinity of the water, 
without which your public domain is but a snare and a delusion to 
tempt the honest settler who goes into the West to build up your coun- 
try in good faith. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this will not cost a great deal of money, because 
wherever condemnation is necessary under an honest Secretary of the 
Interior, or an honest valuation, valuing the land for what it is worth 
as land, not allowing the right to add to the value of the land what 
has been obtained by trick and chicanery, to wit, the absorption and 
monopoly of the water, you will be able for a comparatively small sum 
to thus preserve to your people a priceless heritage; and the Congress 
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which ingratts this resolution in the bill will be held in grateful re- 
membrance by every honest man on the public domain and by every 
good citizen in the United States. Water, and air, and land are God’s 
great gifts to our race, and while private property is always to be re- 
spected, let usin this great continent of freemen stifle and crush out in 
its inception all monopolies in these essentials to existence. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I desire to address the House in favor 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER 
We have reserved in this bill a 4-rod roadway between the altern: ite 
sections or the section lines. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa proposes to give us a body of land 100 feet wide and a thousand 
feet long along the streams, lakes, and seashore. To my mind that 
seems to bea very wiseprovision. Thesettlers back from these streams 
lakes, and so forth, if they wish to get water, can combine and put up 
pumping works and lead the water on their lands by means of piping 
They can thereby inaugurate a system of irrigation cheaply. I knov 
of no other way of succeeding in irrigating some of these lands, if the 
Government does not enter into it, than by the combination of s ttler 
and in order to give them a chance to get to the water we should r 
serve some land for that purpose. Four rods of width is not enough to 
put up pumping works and permit stock, and so forth, to be driven to 
these waters. We should not occupy the highway for this purpose 
We should put the pumping works alongside of the water. 
the amendment is well put and should be a lopted. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, if this question related simply to 
land in the West which had to be irrigated for purposes of cultivation 
or to those portions of the country where water is very scarce, thei 
might be something in this objection; and there is now, but this is 
not the proper mode of meeting the objection. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] says there ought to be a right in the 
United States to condemn a way to the water for persons owning 
stock. Now, a provision might very well be inserted here reserving 
to all cattle owners a right of way to streams when they would fences 
both sides of the way; some provision of that kind. But if you apply 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] to those 
portions of the country like Alabama, Mississippi, or any portions of 
this country where streams are very frequent, you will in the first 
place prevent the settler from using the bank of the stream as his 
fence. You will compel him to build a fence between himself and the 
water. You will compel him to fence himself out from the water. 
Why should you do that? Isit necessary in order to reach the dif 
ficulty sugge sted by the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. McApoo } 
that you should de prive every owner of the right to clear immediately 
up to the stream; of the right to take the stream into his field if he 
wants to? 

The convenience to himself for watering his stock renders it very es 
sential, it seems to me, that he should have the right to cross the stream 
with his fences, or certainly to build up to the stream. I therefore 
think this amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. What would be the result in this case, so far 
the guaranty of a right of way to the stream is concerned ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Nothing in the world. They are not guarantied 
the right of way now. Suppose this amendment is passed. Here is 
an alternate section 1,000 feet long and 100 feet wide, surrounded on 
three sides by the land of private individuals. This gives no right ot 
way atall. How are you going to get to the strip of land? 

Mr. WEAVER. By the public highway. 

Mr. HERBERT. It would be better to present an amendment giv- 
ing the right of way to any person who was a stockholder, or who de- 
sired to get to the water, upon building the necessary fences, so as to 
protect the riparian property. That sort of amendment would be very 
well, but this amendment is too ill-digested and does not reach the 
difficulty the gentleman has in view. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then let the gentleman draw up a better amend 
ment. 

Mr. HERBERT. Anybody can do that. 

Mr. WEAVER. Doit. Do not talk about it; 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAIRD was recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want tosay a word about this pr 
osition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gent! 
man from Nebraska. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Indiana hereafter. 

Mr. LAIRD. I wish to say a word’ about this proposition. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, probably any man who has 
ever traveled west of the one hundredth meridian in this country hi iS 
had a considerable amount of amusement buta larger amountof m 
fication from the light which has been cast upon this subject by gent 
men like the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. It is a con- 
venient thing to say that the settler, the man who stands on the ground, 
is a thief, to the end that he n iay be prejudiced in the minds of gen- 
tlemen w ‘ho know nothing about it; and so accordingly upon that string 
all the thousands of those who sing the song of reform are forever play- 
ing. 
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but do it. 


So, then, the man who stands at the bottom and has nothing far- | 

















nished him but the pluck of a human being, andt 1 
ter which God ; s to all of us, is a thie i > 
comes in for the condemnation of the gentle erse 
Mr. McApoo) and others like him, who know nm they 
» talking about, is the ‘‘ cattle monopolist,’’ and el in 
e West isthe ‘ — ate,’’ whatever that mav be So that here we are 
crucified like the thieves upon the cioss, only there is one more than tra- 
dition fells ws ther were on that occasion. They us up to igno- 
be > the world, t tleman f il Mr. W 
= Ol e \W t y 
cle rie F é 
La el 
; rig] ' . 
l me 
Mr. WEAVER W hat is tl natte th I ‘ 
Mr. I AIRD Not y l lia 0 ‘ I 10 
b labeled a thief by every dema ogue that 1 stakes notoriet I 
tation. These gentlemen talk about thecattle-men 
on this floor who is ignorant of t fact that it ta A ac 
land, which you are talking of splitting up into rods, feet 
to graze one steer forayear? Gent talk ab catt 
tering into a conspiracy to get 1: h to raise thousa ud 
ittle on. Why, everybody wh ws anything about it k 
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it 
mounts to ir ility 
gentlemen talk about fences, and draw a fancy picture with 


ch to harrow up the fears of those who are ignorant of the wl« 





itter. I have been inside those inclosures, and what have I founs it 
the verdict of the homesteader? He says, ‘*Great God! let tl 
fences alone. They furnish me a sure pasturage for my little b ach of 


ittle so that I know where they are, but if the fences are torn down 
I shall not know where they range, and I can not afford to herd them.’’ 
Misfortune has in many cases robbed the cattle men of 75 per cent. of 
their herds, and at least half of that loss is due to the fact that they 
have dammed up the flight of the cattle toward the south when the cold 
blasts of the north come down upon them, by wire fences. Run a 20- 
mile fence across a trail so as to cut off the flight of the cattle, and 
vhat happens? They die and are piled up by the thousand at the bar- 


rier. And long before the proclamation of the Executive the ittle men 
were willing to take down the fences and get rid of them. 
Now, as to the question pre sented by the amendment, if there is 


nything to be done, let it be the rese rvation of every permanent water 
course, and not the proposition of the gentleman from lowa | Mr. WEA- 
rR}. bee 1use that iS entire ly usele ss, 
rhe SPEAKER pro in pH . Che time of the gentleman has « <pired. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the Clerk to read the sixteenth section of 
this bill. 


Che Clerk read as follows 








16. That the right to the use « pers r pers nducte 
1 t Same onorto any tract of « ate i sh ley l upon 
1a fide appropriation, and such rig exceed the amount of water 
wtuall ppropriated and necessar purpose of irrigation and 
re 1 1, and all surplus wate ~ i 1al appropriation 
ind use, together with the water of ¢ und other sources of water 
supply upon the public lands and n« gable, shall remain and be held free 
rt appropr I ise of tl for irrigation, mining, and manus 
turing purposes exist s 





Mr. HOLMAN. That, of course, ‘s only to lands in the desert 
portions of the United States; but this legislation is of more impor- 
t e there than in any other part of the country. In studying this 
subject it seems to be almost impossible to legislate so as to secure for 
all persons settling upon the public lands in the drier portions of the 
country the use of the water. The subject is a very embarrassing one, 
but I think the provision which has been read in section 16, with per- 
haps some enlargement, goes as far as we can successfully go in that 
direction. I should be very glad indeed if we could adopt something 
broader, more comprehensive, and more certain to furnish security 

cainst the monopoly of water: and I think that any suggestion made 
to thatend ought to be acc: ptable, but I do not think the proposition 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is practical. 
tions to it have been pointed out, and there are others; and I do not 
see that we can hope to accomplish much beyond what is provided in 
section 16. I suggest that for the present we pass over this amend- 
ment, and that the gentleman study the sixteenth section of the bill 
to see whether he can not accomplis sh his ol ybjec some degree at least, 
by a modification of that section. 
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Mr. HER I wish to suggest a difficulty in regard to thi 
amendmen Che amendment applies to all water courses; that means 
water courses of any size; it would include a branch; and under this 
amendment the settler would be deprived of any right to fence in a | 
branch upon his land, if it were capable of being used as a stream for 
watering cattle. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I drew up a proposition which I 


submitted to the Committee on Public Lands, providing in effect that 


in all cases of sales of public lands bordering upon rivers or other 


1 . 
} bands, 


bodies of water the water should be subject to such legislation as | 


Congress, or, after the formation of State and Territorial governments, 
those governments, might deem necessary for the protection of the in- 
terests of all persons purchasing lands in the vicinity of those water 
sections. I am aware that this is substantially the law now in at least 
a portion of the United States. Whether it could be extended further 
I have great doubt. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I agree with what has been said by the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. HOLMAN]. I think the adoption of 
this amendment would be dangerous. Section 16, it seems to me, pro- 
vides about all the remedy for the evil complained of which can be 
provided by Congress. If any more can be given it ought to be in the 
form of an amendment to that section. Certainly portions of country 
like Arkansas, Louisiana, and Mississippi ought not to be subjected to 
such a provision as that proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. On 


many of the farms in my State there are creeks and branches run- | 
ning through, coursing in the manner represented on this diagram | 





[illustrating]. Now, under the gentleman’s amendment, in order to 
permit the stock of a man who owns land back here away from the 
stream, [illustrating] to get to water over here, the man who owns the 
land must build a crooked lane and fence himself off from the stream 
and lead his own stock to water, although he may have homesteaded 
the land. Is that what my friend wants? 

Mr. WEAVER. Not at all. 

Mr. McRAE. Then your amendment does not mean what it says. 
Now, we have provided for a road upon every section line, so that these 
streams will be accessible at every place they cross such lines. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The reservation of a width of 2 rods on each side 
of every section line for public highways is far-reaching in its bene- 
ficial effects. Of course it is impossible to monopolize completely the 
water in any section of the country. 

Mr. McRAE. If it ruas across one section of land into another it is. 

Mr. WEAVER. Gentlemen will, however, observe that the reserva- 
tion for public highways does not take effect until action has been had 
by the State or Territorial Legislature. Now, the cattle men get into the 
new portions of the country, get control of the local government, and 
exclude other settlers from the water. There may not be atime within 
twenty years when you can get a highway opened up so that the body 
of the people can reach that water. These highways, although the 
land is expressly dedicated for them, may be closed up. 

Mr. McRAE. The condition of affairs described by the gentleman 
may exist in some sections of the country, but not in Arkansas. There 
is no danger of any ‘‘ cattle syndicate’’ or any other kind of syndicate 
getting possession of the streams in the country I come from. They 
can neither be bought nor stolen. We can certainly trust the State 
and Territorial legislatures and county courts to provide public roads. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is true. 

Mr. McRAE. Ifany such legislation as that proposed in the gen- 


tleman’s amendment is to be adopted, I shall insist that my section of 


the country at least be exempted from it. My people can not afford 
to go into the business of fencing branches, creeks, and everything of 
that kind. The rivers are already reserved for the purposes of com- 
merce; we have public roads, and under the right of eminent domain 
may Open more across sections as well as upon sectional lines. It is 
useless to say that the people of this country can not protect them- 
selves against the troubles which gentlemen apprehend. When those 
difficulties arise, we will meet them. This is not the way to meet 
them. lam willing to trust these matters to the States. In California 
and other desert land States, where it has been necessary to irrigate 
the land, State laws have been enacted for the purpose of regulating it, 
So far as the Territories are concerned, if we want to adopt a system 
of irrigation, we have the power and can do so later. But this is not 
the time nor the place for entering upon that subject. This bill should 
not be weighted with this provision, in my judgment, with regard to any 
part of the country; certainly such a provision should not be general 
ini ts application. 

Mr. WEAVER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds, I ask unanimous 
consent that debate on this amendment be limited to ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, the central ideaof my amendment is 
to preserve access to water for the poor people settling in the Territorics. 
We afl understand that the abuse at which the amendment strikes act- 
ually exists. It is a very easy matter for the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to stand up here and criticise this amendment, though for some rea- 
son he appears not to be able to offer a better one himself. 
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The criticism would destroy it entirely. Why do we not provide for 
the safety of the public domain through safeguards round the land it- 
self to prevent fraud being practiced by designing and dishonest men 
to deprive settlers of the right and title to their lands? There isa dis- 
position on the part of corporations to prevent them acquiring the pub- 

ain in order that they may be able to acquire it for themselves. 
Now, one convenient method by which they are enabled to acquire 
these public lands is, in the first place they acquire the water-front, 
and then all the public lands as far as you can ride soon fall into their 
It is one of their methods to cut the people off from water, so 
that thev can neither irrigate their lands nor water their stock. That 
is one of the evils which I desire to remove. 

I concede the difficulty of draughting a measure that will be withou 
hardships, but the difficulty of the situation ought not to deter us from 
doing the very best we can to secure the settlers against injury by 
avoidance of evils to which I have referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Will not that meet your purpose? Every mile 
will be opened. 

Mr. WEAVER. 

1 


x 


The difficulty in the section is just this: Under 
the language of the section contained in the bill, the setiler on the 
public domain is entitled to fence it until the public need it. Now let 
a company or cattle syndicate enter into a county and fence it so as 
to exclude the public from the water, you will have no highways. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is an extreme case 

Mr. WEAVER. No, it is not; it is a case which exists in various 
counties in the West. It is a widespread evil in the West. 

{ will not say if that section in regard to public highways is so 
amended as that the purchaser of the soil is allowed to fence it up, 
but so as to leave the highways all open in order the settlers may get 
to the public road in order to get to water, very well. By special pro- 
vision they may be allowed to fence it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Until the public need it. 

Mr. McRAE. Why not allow this matter to remain under the con- 
trol of the local Legislature ? 

Mr. WEAVER. They cut off the settlers from access to the water, 
and then they acquire for themselves all the adjoining property. 

Mr. MCRAE. Some of the settlers may want the highway on one 
side, and some on the other. They do not want a road every mile, but 
they do want it wherever it may be necessary. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the road is too rough to ride, then it is too rough 
a country to live in. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, my experience in reference to irriga- 
tion and water rights satisfies me that no general law can be passed 
and meet the requirements of all, for the reason that the conditions 
under which it would act are so different in different States and Ter- 
ritories and sections of the same. They differ so largely there is no 
general rule by which Congress can arrive at or do justice as be- 
tween the parties. What would benefit one locality would ruin the 
other. 

In my own State we require one kind of law in the northern and an- 
other for thesouthern partof the State. In the arid deserts to be found 
in parts of the Western States and Territories the land is utterly worth- 
less, impossible to inhabit in its natural state; but by the aid of irri- 
gation the face of nature is changed and made not only habitable, but 
remunerative and profitable. 

In some places the expense Of furnishing water for irrigation of smal] 
tracts is not large, yet in others, and the majority of cases, it is only at- 
tainable by large expenditure of capital and time to furnish an ade- 
quate quantity of water; in others such are the surrounding circum- 
stances as to make it desirable to leave the water undisturbed in its 
natural channels, and the common law doctrine of riparian rights is in- 
voked for this purpose. 

It would therefore seem to be a part of wisdom to leave the adjudi- 
cation of this question to what might be called home rule. Let the 
States and Territories attend to it, each for itself. There is no danger 
of the settlers being ridden over by a lot of cattle kings or cow boys. 
They outnumber them numerically and politically. The settlers can 
take care of themselves and protect themselves when necessary. Only 
leave them free to act. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There are objections to this amendment 
in this respect. The fear of cattle kings of which we hear so much 
amounts to nothing in our country. Neither syndicates nor indeed 
anybody else can fence in a live stream. It is impossible for any one to 
fence in a stream from the use of the settlers who require the water to 
irrigate their fields and to water their flocks. 

The cattle baron and the cattle king of course by his larger herds 
has more need of water than anybody else. His herds in going toand 
coming from the water trample the grass all around it on both sides, 
and the small herder seeks a smaller stream or spring at some other 
point. 

But eventually all of this water course will be used for purposes of 
irrigation; and there would have to be a right granted by Congress 
to runacanal across these lands for the purpose of using it in that way. 
The springs are only used by the cattle for the present, for eventually 
they will all be taken up for irrigation purposes. The cattle king can 
not prevent that from being done; and, as has been said by the gentle- 
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purchase. This matter has heen brought to the attention of the Com- | 


missioner of the General Land Office, and in his last annual: report he | 
Says: 

Complaints and protests continue to be received at this office against the sale 
at public auction of lands embraced in relinquished military reservations. | 
These reservations embrace some of the choicest remaining agricultural lands 
of the United States, and are needed for settlement purposes. It is impossible 


for settlers to compete with capitalists at public sales, and if sold in that man- | 
ner the lands are certain to pass into the hands of large proprietors, from whom 
the farmer hereafter can purchase, if it all, only at greatly enhanced rates. The 

general situation and the condition public feeling in respect to the manner of | 
disposing of these reservations is shown in the following letter from the regis- | 
ter and receiver at Bozeman, Mont. 


The register and receiver write with special reference to the Fort 
Ellis military reservation, which has been abandoned, and which con- | 
tains 34,000 acres of land and is unoccupied at this time. They say 
in their letter: 


UnNiITep STatTes LAND OFFICE, 
Bozeman, Mont., February 14,1887. | 

Sir: We, in response to public request and from our own convictions in the 
premises, respectfully call your attention to the matter of the disposal of the 
Fort Ellis military reservation, that having been determined and placed in the 
hands of the Interior Department. 

We believe that the best interests of the Government and of our people would 
be met, not by its sale in large or small bodies, but by its relegation to the pub- | 
lic lands and its disposal under the land laws of the United States. 

‘This reserve contains over 32,000acres, and consists of agricultural, grass, tim- 
ber, stone, coal,and’mineral lands. Itcommandsavailable irrigating water, and 
is one of the best locations in this Territory and the best on many accounts now 
remaining unsettled in this land office district. 

It would be rapidly taken up by bona fide settlers and locators, and should it | 
be sold, as seems now intended, the result in our opinion would be damaging to 
public interest and a great disappointment to our people. Already we hear of 
syndicates formed to attempt its purchasein abody. This we and all good citi- 
zens would deplore, as such disposal would not only prevent its general settle- 
ment, and consequent general improvement, materially depriving the country 
of tax-paying property and added population, but it would establish almost 
within our little city, and between us and the Yellowstone, a monopoly of lands 
which it is rightly the policy of the Government and the Department and the 
people to discourage. 

The available lands of this district are not so great in extent that this country 
and Territory can afford to quietly witness such disposal of this extensive and | 
valuable area, and we feel that, under the circumstances, we can consistently ad- 
dress you upon the subject. 

A petition has gone forward asking the donation of a small area, with the 
buildings thereon, of this reserve to the Territory for insane asylum purposes. 
This we have had the honor to indorse, and we feel that our present recom- 
mendation regarding the remainder of this land covers a duty we owe to all 
concerned in the matter. We therefore respectfully submit the matter, feeling 
that you will consider our motives, and,if possible, take steps to secure the ob- 
ject in view. 

Respectfully, 








GEO. W. MONROE, Register. 
WM. A. IMES, Receiver. 
Hon. CoMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C, 


The amendment which I have suggested provides that these lands 
shall be taken up only under the homestead laws of the United States; 
and in that respect it comports with the object and purpose of the bill 
introduced by the Committee on the Public Lands. I therefore hope 
the House will adopt this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Thequestion ofhow the military reservations should 
be disposed of is quitean interesting one. Itis very clear that the princi- 
ple of the homestead law should be applied to those abandoned reser- 
vations where it can be properly applied, and up to this time I think 
Congress has uniformly, by special acts applicable to particular reser- 
vations, provided for the disposal of such lands in that way. 

Mr. TOOLE. There is a general law, passed in 1884, providing for 
the sale of the military reservations at public auction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that; but I say I think that Congress has 
generally or uniformly provided, by special acts, the manner in which 
those lands should be disposed of, always securing to actual settlers 
the benefit of the provisionsof the homestead law. But, Mr. Speaker, 
there isa class of cases for which it is difficult to legislate in that general 
way. I refer to cases where the lands have been rendered especially 
valuable by the settlement of the surrounding country. 

Take, for instance, the case referred to by the gentleman from Mon- 
tana—the Bozeman reservation. That comprises a fine body of land 
amounting to some thirty or forty thousand acres. It isin a settled 
country. These lands have been rendered valuable by the improvement 
of the surrounding country, and the principle of the homestead act does 
not seem to apply in such a case. The object of the homestead law is 
to create the largest possible number of homesteads, of freeholds, but 
to create them out of lands that are public—lands to which people from 
all sections of the country can go and make settlements; but where 
there is already a large settlement surrounding a reservation it is easy 
to see that whether you dispose of the lands by public sale or under the 
homestead law a few persons will obtain the benefit of them, and those 
will be generally persons who have settled upon the lands without any 
regard to the question of whether they were reservations or not. Now, 
if the lands have been increased greatly in value by the common labor 
of the whole people, it would seem that the benefit of the increase should 
go to the Government. ° 

On the other hand, where the value has been increased in that man- 
ner, the land certainly ought to be disposed of under the homestead 
law. For instance, take the case of Fort Wallace; it is very clear that 
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the provisions of the homestead law should apply to that reservation, 
and undoubtedly they should apply in all cases where there are no 
special reasons or circumstances against it, as there are in cases where 
the value of the lands have been greatly increased by surrounding set- 
tlement. The act of 1884 simply provides that the lands shall be sold 
to the highest bidder. I believe in limited tracts; but this bill itself 
provides that these reservations shall be disposed of only under acts of 
Congress specially applicable thereto. 

Where lands are very valuable it seems to me that to give one citi- 


| zen or one class of citizens priority over others would be very unjust, 
| and certainly it would be unjust to give to one citizen a quarter-sec- 
| tion of land which had been rendered very valuable by the improve- 
| ment of the surrounding country while others taking under the same 


law obtained lands of very inferior value. Therefore in the cases of 
these reservations, where the lands have been improved in value by 
settlement of the surrounding country, if you are going to apply the 


| principle of the homestead law at all, I think you ought to reduce the 
; amount of land that can be taken in each case. On the whole it seems 


to me well to let the matter rest where it does now. In proper cases 


| the Interior Department will act under the law of 1884, and this bill 


contains provisions that these reservations shall be disposed of under 


| special acts. While I fully sympathize with the spirit of my friend’s 


amendment, and would go to the outer edge to secure the benefit of 
these lands to homestead settlers, it seems to me that this is a matter 
as to which we can not properly adopt a general rule. 

Mr. TOOLE. I would like to know what the gentleman from Indi- 
ana would haveusdo. Here is a tractof land embracing 30,000 acres— 
capable of furnishing homes for eight hundred homesteaders, which is 
under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, with a guard in pos- 
session so that no man is permitted to go upon it and originate an 
entry—30,000 acres, embracing some of the best agricultural lands in 
the county of Gallatin, lying idle, producing nothing, contributing 
nothing to the support of the Government; and the question is, is that 
land to be permitted to lie there indefinitely, or what would the gentle- 
man have us do with it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, my friend himself has a bill pending to dis- 
pose of that reservation. 

Mr. TOOLE. And it is identical in its provisions with this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that bill, I think, ought to be amended. I be- 
lieve there is a special report upon the subject from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office; at least I have talked fully with him on 
the subject. I think that bill ought to be passed, but with some mod- 
ification. Some of those lands are immensely valuable as compared 
with the lands generally taken up under the homestead laws, and I 
think the homesteads granted should be limited to a certain portion of 
the reservation, and I believe my friend holds that view himself. I 
think the bill should be amended so as to permit some portions of the 
land to be sold and the balance to be taken under the homestead law, 
reducing the amount, however, from 160 acres to 80 acres. 

A MEMBER. Let us pass this amendment making the amount 80 
acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will not do either, because in some parts of 
the reservation no improvements have been made, and in those portions 
of it I think the full amount of 160 acres should be allowed for a home- 
stead. It seems to me, in view of all the circumstances, that it is bet- 
ter to pass special laws from time to time applicable to particular cases 
as they arise, just as we have done heretofore, than to attempt to adopt 
any general principle to govern all cases. I know that a portion of the 
Bozeman reservation ought to come under the provisions of the home- 
stead law, a portion under this bill, and another portion, not a large 
one, ought to be sold. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Toole, it was 
rejected. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. VANDEVER) was read: 


Add the following proviso to the last line of the bill: 

** Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to legalize assignments 
heretofore made by claimants under the desert-land act of the rights acquired 
by them as locators on these lands. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thatisright. While I do not think there is any- 
thing in the bill which could have the effect against which the amend- 
ment proposes to guard, yet if there is anything of that sort the amend- 
ment is very proper. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I modify the amendment by adding to it the 
words ‘‘ prior to making improvement thereon.”’ 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the next amendment, when 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, said: Mr. Speaker, I rose for the purpose 
of addressing myself to the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. VANDEVER]. I would like the Clerk to read that amend- 
ment again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment has been adopted; 
but by unanimous consent it will be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. VANDEVER as adopted was read. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
that amendment was adopted. To the amendment as printed in the 
list of amendments I have no objection whatever; but the gentleman 
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from California has just added to it these words, ‘‘ prior to making im- 
provement thereon.”’ 

Now, it is a fact—at least it is alleged to be a fact, and the statement 
has been repeated over and over again in the reports of the Commis 
sioner of the General Land Office—that vast frauds have been commit- 
ted in the assignment of those desert-land entries. The matter 1s now 
being investigated by special agents; and a great many of those entries 
stand suspended during suchinvestigation. Itis probable, Mr. Speaker, 
that the amendment as now adopted would, if any improvements have 
been made, have the effect of confirming in the assignees the assign- 
ments of thousands of those entries which are now being investigated 
by the Land Department. I think, therefore, the amendment in the 
form in which it has been adopted is a dangerous proposition. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam willing that the words which I added to my 
amendment a few moments ago may be stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not aware that any addition had been made 
to the amendment as printed. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If those words be stricken out, there is 
no objection to the amendment. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The words “‘ prior to making improve- | 


ments thereon ’’ will be stricken out, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. WicKHAM) was read 

Add as follows 

‘Sec. 30. Nothing in this act contained shall in any manner interfere with or 
curtail the right of soldiers, sailors, marines, or officers in the Army or Nav y 
of the United States to make and perfect entries of land for homestead put 
poses, in the manner and to the extent now provided by law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, of course there would be no objection 
to this amendment but for the fact that its provisions are already a 
part of the law. Gentlemen will observe that in this bill we simply 
adopt the homestead law in terms, with the commutation clause stricken 
out. The homestead law contains these provisions in favor of the 
soldier. Under the terms of this bill every right of the soldier is 
guarded exactly as it has been héretofore. As to thisamendment, I 


suggest that it presents an ambiguity. While it will do the soldier no | 


good, it may, as suggested to me by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAVER], have the effect of restoring the commutation clause as to 
the soldier; and certainly no gentleman intends that. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. LIND) was read 

Add as an additional section the following: 

SEC, Phat in all actions brought by any land-grant company, or by any 
person claiming title under or through such company, against any actual set 
tler occupying not to exceed 160 acres of land which he in good faith entered 
upon, intending to claim the same under any of the public-land laws of the 
United States, such settler may raise and interpose as a defense in such action 


any mistake, error, or mistaken construction of an act of Congress by the In- | 


terior cr Exeeutive Department, or any officer thereof, which may have r« 
sulted in an erroneous certification or patent of such land to such land-grant 


company or to a State for its benefit; and such settler may also raise and inter 


pose as a defense in such action any question which the United States might by 


its Attorney-General raise by a bill in equity to set aside such patent or certifi 
cate, and such defense shall be given the same effect asif the questions so pre- 
sented had been so raised by the Attorney-General in such suit.” 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, one word probably is all that is neces 
sary in reference to this matter. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Ne 
braska [Mr. LAIRD] a modification of the amendment, which I think 
would improve it. I suggest the amendment should include a provis 
ion that if the court should find that a patent has been fraudulently o1 
improperly issued it may cancel the same. 

Mr. LAIRD. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. OATES. In the absence of such a provision, the suit for cancel- 
lation would have to be a direct one. I suggest that the language ot 
the amendment be made broad enough to accomplish the purpose I have 
suggested. 


Mr. PAYSON. Perhaps an amendment in the form proposed by the | 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] would go a little too far. Th« 
cancellation of a patent is a matter in which the Government of the 
United States is directly interested. For the purpose of the litigation 
contemplated in the amendmentoffered by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, it would be suflicient if the court should find for the settler 
without making any judgment which would affect the United States. 
I think the amendmentof the gentleman from Minnesota would be im- 
proved by an addition which I shall offer a little later, providing in 
substance that the judgment of the court in these cases shall not bind 
the United States unless the United States be a party. Ifthe United 
States were a party, then the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Alabama would he eminently proper. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman would improve his amendment by 
adding to it a provision ‘‘ that in the State where the patent was ad- 
judged to be illegal, or to have been illegally and improperly issued, 
that the court trying the case may cancel it.’’ 

Mr. PAYSON. It can not be done unless the Government of the 
United States is a party to the proceedings. 

Mr. OATES. Under existing law a patent can not be canceled or 
annulled except in a direct proceeding in the nameof the United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is not necessary for the purpose sought to be ac- 
complished by this amendment. 
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Mr. OATES. Iagree with the gentleman from Llinois in what he 
has stated 
‘ LAIRD I el et om 
e SPEAKER ; The ge m s entitled to tlo 
LAIRD. It will be reme t tint l y-ninth Con- 
| gress a case aros which Congres propriate : 1000 to make 
vod t oss sus ed b é n sé ‘ Ne ka and Kansas DY 
reason e failure of the p of the LSt which patent 
iiled by reason of nt m ra Ll <¢ ) h was or 
to it, and after the settlers had been in possessi ) i for ten ox 
\ ve years, and t nds | to be given upto pa eing 
cided b the co rat the ( ers eld tl titie t {or 
the benetit of the road These settlers afterwards came to (¢ ress 
| for relief, and Congress gave it to the lt cost us $250,000 
ood th troub ( if the failure o title held 
settlers It afterwards transpired on investigation that under t 
grant made to this railway company they had received more lane 
| than they were entitled to. Now, could the settlers in that litigation 
have plead that fact, the action of the railroad company would have 
| been defeated, and the settlers would have saved their lands and the 
| Government ull the trouble and expense which resulted. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore Che gentleman’s time has expired 
i Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman uses the word * company two 
| or three places, and I suggest that he use instead the word ‘‘ corpor 
tion. 
Mr. LAIRD. Certainly. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be modified in 


that particular. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me this isa fair provision It on 
gives to the actual settler on the land the benefit. 

Mr. RYAN. It should be adopted. 

The SPE AK ER pro tempore. 
gestion of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. PAYson ]. 

Mr. LAIRD. Ido 

Mr. PAYSON. I movethe following amendment, to come in at t 
end of the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows 


Does the gentleman accept the sug- 


Add to the amendment 





ithe judgment of the court shall not ithe ted States unless it shall 


€ a party to the lit 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed t 
Che question recurred on Mr. LIND’s amendment as amended 
| Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I move in line 3, page 18, after the word 
' 9 . : 
j ympany,’’ to insert: 
| Or any person holding a grant from any for 


Mr. RYAN. Ido not think the gentleman is offering an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, sir; it comes in that amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. I have not the bill before me, but the gentleman 
be right. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I have the printed copy. 

Mr. RYAN. Let the amendment be read. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Arizona will pre- 
pare his amendment and send it up. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona I move the following amendment to t 
amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. LIND]. 


The Clerk read as follows 


he 


| After the word “ company,”’ in line 3, insert 
} Or any person holding a grant from any foreign government 
Mr. PAYSON. Where does it come in? 
| Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. After the word ‘‘company,”’ in line 3, 
|} page 18. So it will read: 
Phat in all actions brought by any land-grant I } pe n hold- 
| ig a grant fromany foreign governmen 
Mr. RYAN. That is all right. 
| The amendment was agreed to: and Mr. LIND’s amendment ag 
mended was then adopted 
Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 


ee 

| Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, my colleague is quite right, if this bill 
| does not require a reclassification of lands and the character of lands 
under existing law designated as mineral lands in Alabama. I know 
a good deal about the trouble the smaller settlers upon this land have 
who went in and took it under the homestead law. 
| lost their land when it was ascertained that only a very small portion, 
sometimes only one or two acres, of a homestead was mineral. In the 
Forty-eighth Congress there was a law being executed under which all 
the mineral lands had been advertised for sale. There was so much 
objection to that law that one of my colleagues, Mr. Hewitt, intro- 
duced a bill for the purpose of suspending the order and preventing 
the sale. I prepared a substitute, or an elaborate amendment, which I 
offered, and which was adopted in the House, providing for the disposal 
of all those lands under the homestead law. To that amendment 
was added the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Flor- 
ida. It passed the House, but failed in the Senate. Again in the 
last Congress a single bill was introduced here and favorably re- 
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ported, and but it passed also. The true character of 
t} ' early eve 160 acres that can be found ther 
j il jandand some mineral land. All through 
that t ‘ all mountains or hills and valleys, and in t) 
valle homesteaders can find valuable agricultural land; but when 
rveyed it out almost invariably that they take in some portio 
of the hil neal of which contain valuable mineral. Now, unde 
the provisi bill, if these lands are to be reclassified under the 
clau hat if they are more valuable for mineral than 
ricultural } then they are to be disposed of only as min 
lands, but if more valuable for agricultural purposes then they are to 
be disp Lo icultural lands—if that is contemplated, if that 
to done, then amendment of my colleague is useless. But 
is not to be don to belong postponed, his amendment is a proper 
Oo ind | ou e to see it adopted. 
Mr. Speaker, gentlemen at one glance will see that there is much 
difficulty in the classification of these lands where minerals are, in 
ich small quantities, interspersed throughout that whole section ot! 
country Che mineral lands can be bought now and are offered at pri- 
vate sale at from $3 to $10 an acre. f these lands are set apart as min 
ul to be disposed of under this bill, the Government will not 
OOU acres in f vears, in all probability. 
HERMAN Does not the gentleman understand that accord- 
to section 2 h classification will be made? 
Ir. OATI | am not sure I put that question to the chairman 


Public Land Committee having the bill in chaz 
ier that is their construction; whether it is the purpose of this pro- 
ll that there shall bea reclassification of all these lands’ 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 26 


’ 


When the Land Office tells us that these 


period of sixty years past. 
lands are of a character that they can not be disposed of as miner 


lands, and we know that they are of a character which will justi! 





people going onto them and making homes, how can Congress hesitate. 

after giving three years for their disposal, to say that at the end of that 

time the poor laboring man shall be permitted to go upon those land 

and make himself a home. And, Mr. Chairman, I will state to the 
entiemen 1 


ipon the other side of the House that this bill will benefit 


most the people of a locality in my State which sent 2,591 soldiers to 





the Federal Army. They are not in my district. Iam not appealin 

for my district. Iam appealing for the district represented by my 

colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD]. Butthe men who do live in that locality 
who appeal to Congress to pass this law are the men, or the sons 


rs to the Federal Army. 
not this law give those men that privilege? 
It gives it to them alter they have spent five times 


of men, who furnished nearly 2,600 solk 
Mr. HERMANN. Does 
Mr. WHEELER. 





the value of the land in contesting for it. Lawyers’ fees and land-of- 
fice fees will make it impossible for them to acquire land, unless you 
et this amendment come in and give them the unrestricted right of 





making entries under the homestead law, after the Government has 


had three years and has failed to sell this land under any other law. 


Mr. HERMANN. If I understand properly the effect of this bill 
will classify as agricultural Jands such lands as the gentleman refe: 
o, and will make them subject to the provisions of the homestead 


law. 

Mr. WHEELER. It may or it may not do that. All these land 
of which I speak have, I admit, some tincture of mineral about them 
but not enough to make them so valuable as to be bought for mineral] 
lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. But under this biil, if they are at all fit for cul- 
tivation, however valuable they may be as mineral lands, they ar 
subject tothe homestead law. 

Mr. WHEELER. No. Ifthe greater part of a tract of 160 acres is 


| fit for cultivation, it can be entered under the homestead law, but if 
| the greater part is not fit for cultivation, this can not be done. Hence 


i to say one word more, and that is that if such is the contem- 
p it pose of the bill it seems to me that the machinery 
that purpose is very defective. 
Mr. HERMANN, Asa matter of information, may I ask the gen- 
in W is the preponderating character of those lands, I mean as | 
agricultural or their mineral value ? 
OATES. Well, on 160 acres of land you would find perhaps 
two or three acres of mineral, and the question whether the land 
\ more valuable for agriculture or for minerals would depend ot | 
on the character and richness of the mineral found. 
HERMANN. Then I understand the gentleman is in doubt as | 
» whether these lands would be classified as mineral or agricultural ? 
OATES. I presume that some parts of them would be classified 
the reclassification mineral land and other parts as agricult- 
but I think the majority, perhaps two-thirds or three- 
fied as agricultur 
[ERMANN. Then do you agree with your colleague who pre- 
- ceded you [Mr. WHEELER] that should they be classified more dis- 
tinctively as mineral than as agricultural, they should be subject to | 


posal under the homestead law ? 

Mr. OATES. My own opinion is and has been all the time that 
th mineral lands so classified could be disposed of with most ad- 
vantage to the Government, and particularly to the State of Alabama, 

being classified as agricultural lands and disposed of to homestead- 


ers, because when the poor homesteader settles upon his 160 acres of | 


land, most of which is valley and good agricultural land, if there are a 
upon it that are valuable for minerals, 1 would much rather 
i have the benefit of it rather than give it to monopolists to 
lock it up, and keep it out of the market in that way. 
Mr. HERMANN. ‘The gentleman will find that under a liberal con- 
t ion of section 2 of this bill, although a tract of land may be more 
valuable for mineral than for agricultural purposes, it still can not be 
classified as mineral if it be atall fit for cultivation. In other words, 
it must be unfit for cultivation to enable it to be classified as mineral 


w acres 


} nl 


Ir. OATES. The gentleman’s construction of the provision may be 
t, but where is the machinery provided in this bill for any imme- 
diate or early classification? I do not see it, and therefore I favor t 

nendment of my colleagu h 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope we shall havea vote now upon the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken on the am 
it was rejected—ayes 19, noes 32. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to offer an amendment to section 2, which has 
been passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
was an agreement to recur to it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I offer an amendment to the pending section, 
which I send to the desk. ” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Upon and after the Ist day of January, 1891, the public lands in the State of 
Alabama which may then be vacant or unoccupied shall be held subject to entry 
and settlement under the homestead laws, 


Mr. WHEELER. 


1dment of Mr. WHEELER, and 


The section has been passed, but there 


This is similar to the amendment that I offered 


before, except that it extends the time one year more, giving nearly 
three years for these lands to be sold under the provisions of this act. 
Now, sir, [say that for Congress to refuse to adopt this amendment is 
to refuse to follow the expressions upon this subject of all parties for a 





| 


| 


| 
i 


} 


there arises a question and a contest. The object of this amendment 
is to relieve the people from the necessity of any such contest. I ap 
peal to gentlemen on this side of the House to do justice to honest 
good men; and I appeal to all members of this House who represent 
States of the North to listen to the appealsof men who listened to their 
appeals twenty-five years ago. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is the Alabama delegation united on this prop- 
osition ? 

Mr. WHEELER. 
House. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I will vote for it. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this para 
graph be closed in ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me if gentlemen of the 
House will take the pains to look into this proposition of my colleague 
for a moment it will present itself to their minds as a perfectly fair 
one. It is true that this bill provides for a classification of these lands 
into mineral and agricultural; but it provides that lands which are 
chiefly valuable for mineral deposits shall not be subject to homestead 
entry, but shall be held, as under existing law, subject to sale as min- 
eral land. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman does not quote quite accurately the 
provision of the bill. Of course he desires to be accurate. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do. 

Mr. PAYSON. In addition to the requirement that the land must 
be chiefly valuable for mineral deposits, the proposition is that the 
greater part of it must be unfit for cultivation. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; the greater part of it must be unfit for culti 
vation. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is a very essential qualification. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, the proposition is, that a tract of land em- 
bracing, say, 160 acres, chiefly valuable for mineral deposits, and the 
greater part of which (say 100 acres) is unfit for cultivation, shall not 
be subject to homestead entry, but shall be reserved, as now, for sale 
only as mineral land. Now, suppose there is a subdivision of 160 
acres, fairly classified, 60 acres of which are fit for agricultural pur- 
poses, but which tract as a whole the officers who classify the land re- 


They are united on it in the Senate and in the 


| gard as more valuable for mineral deposits than for agricultural pur- 


Such a tract is, of course, withdrawn from entry under the 
homestead law. 

Now, according to the proposition of my colleage, if for three years 
the Government fails to sell that land as mineral land at present prices 
then it shall be subject to homestead entry. Why not? If the Gov- 
ernment is unable to sell it as mineral land at the prices fixed, why 
should not the land be homesteaded? In the case supposed, 60 acres are 
agricultural land; the remaining 100acres may be valuable as timber, as 
accessory to and a part of a farm. If 60 acres only are fit for agricult- 
ural purposes, the remaining 100 acres would be very useful in fur- 
nishing timber for necessary purposes about a farm. 
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Ow, we propo I 
have been objections raisec 
I insist if it be well to have it genera 
why, ifother Representatives from other States 
have it as applying to the State of 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
The SPEAKER pro 
amendments thereto has been closed by order of the H 

Che question bein J ypti n 

Mr. WHEELER, the House divided and there were—aves 
So the amendment was ; 
Mr. WHEELER. 
The Clerk read as fi 
After the Ist day of 


or not disposed of, shall 


the homestead 













this paragray 


rejected. 


I offer a further amendment. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
The SPEAK] 


House. 





I wish to be } 







Mr. WHEELER. 






ceed for one minute. 
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located. The existing law does not fix the amount of fees to be charged 
in such cases; but where the proof is taken before the district land 
office the fees are limited. The charges usually in such cases before 
the clerk of the district court and county clerk are from two to five 
dollars, and are in excess of the amount allowed where the proofs are 


taken before the register or receiver. An imposition is being practiced | 


all through the West on homesteaders making their final proofs from 
the fact that even at the exorbitant price charged by those officers it 
is cheaper than to pay railroad fare in many cases 75 or 100 miles to 
the district office. I hope the committee will accept this amendment. 
It is only to guard against the imposition of the officers in the different 
counties. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I agree to the amendment as far as it 
goes, but it does not go far enough. Under the bill affidavits for mak- 
ing entries may be made before the same officers. We ought to pre- 





scribe fees for making these entries as well as for making the proof. If | 


we undertake to legislate upon this subject at all, let us cover the whole 
ground, Instead of saying ‘‘not to exceed $3,’’ we ought to say exactly 
what the fees shall be; so much for each affidavit and so much for tak- 
ing such deposition; so that the man will know exactly what he is going 
to be charged. If I could have a little time I would like to draught a 
substitute for this amendment. My attention has not been called to 
the matter before 

Mr. McSHANE. It isa private bargain between the homesteader 
and the officer. 

Mr. McRAE 
can be mace in the other case. 

Mr. McSHANE. The fees are fixed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman offer a substi- 
tute? 


Sois the other. The argument you make in one case | 


Mr. McRAE. I ask unanimous consent that this amendment be | 


Jaid aside. There are some other amendments to be introduced. We 
ean take up this amendment immediately after the others are disposed 
of, and then I will submit the substitute. 

There was no objection. 

The SVEAKER pro tempore. This completes the amendments that 
have been printed. 

Mr. TOOLE. I desire to offer an amendment I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is in his discretion hereby, au- 
thorized to have the lands embraced within abandoned military reservations 
regularly surveyed by an extension of the public surveys thereon, and when so 
surveyed shall,up 
become a part of the public domain, subject to entry and settlement under the 
homestead laws of the United States and not otherwise. 

Mr. McRAE. I think that amendment ought to be adopted. I sug- 
gest that by unanimous consent, instead of being made an independent 
section, it be added as a proviso in section 11. 

Mr, TOOLE. ‘That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to that. Mr. Speaker, this 
amendment is not consistent with the general features of the bill, but 
I do not oppose it. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in at the end 
of the bil! as an independent section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no alien or person who is nota citizen of the United States shall after 
the approval of this act acquire title to or own a greater interest than a lease- 
hold for five years in any lands anywhere within the United States of America 
and their jurisdiction; and deedsor other conveyances of land acquired after 
the approval of this act by any alien or unnaturalized foreigner, or by any com- 
pany, firm, or corporation composed of such, shall be void: Provided, That for- 
eign governments and their representatives may acquire and own lands or lots 
sufficient in quantity fur ministerial and legation purposes to be approved by 
the Secretary of State: Provided further, That any alien may for valuable con- 
sideration take, hold, and assign, foreclose and sell under any mortgage or 
deed of trust any land within the United States and their jurisdiction, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is a portion of that proposition which 
is not germane to this bill, the portion of it in regard to ministerial 
residences, etc., and as to so much of the amendment as is not germane 
to the bill I make the point of order. 






The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman indicate the por- | 


tion of the amendment upon which he makes the point of order? 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve the point of order upon the whole | 


amendment until the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has been 
heard. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it may be admitted that the provisos in 
the amendment standing alone may not be germane to the bill before 
the House. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the gentleman? 
Debate has been closed on this paragraph. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama proposes 
to add this as a new paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is simply an amendment to the last section 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that the 
close of debate upon the previous paragraph of the bill would neces- 
sarily close debate upon an amendment offered as a separate paragraph. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I beg the Chair’s pardon, but I feel quite confident 
that where the debate has closed on the last paragraph of a bill, inasmuch 
as everything else that comes after that is an amendment to that para- 
graph, all debate is cut off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will look into the question. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order I was proceeding 
to say that the question before the House is the disposition of lands 
belonging to the United States. The amendment which I have offered 
relates to the capacity of aliens to take and hold lands within the 
United States. If one proposition is not germane to the other, I must 
confess that I do not understand very well the signification of that 
word. Iam aware that the point taken against a part of the amend- 
ment, as not being germane, is to a very large extent an appeal to the 
discretion of the Chair. It depends altogether upon what the Chair 


| thinks is germane, and it is a question which can not be settled or gov- 
| £ 1 


erned by precedents. Ido not know that I can say anything more on 
the point of order than that the amendment relates to the disposition 
of lands of the United States and the capacity of persons who acquire 
title to those lands. 

Mr. KERR. By what provision of the Constitution does Congress 
have the power to regulate the control of titles to lands in the several 
States ? 

Mr. OATES. When we pass beyond the point of order and come to 
the discussion of the merits of the proposition, I will answer you, and 
on authority. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do I understand my friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES] to propose to incorporate into this bill a provision 
that a man shall not be permitted to acquire title to a piece of land in 
this country until he has been here at least five years? 

Mr. OATES. Why, certainly; but my friend will excuse me. We 
are not now discussing the merits of the proposition, and his question 
goes to the merits. As soon as the Chair overrules the point of orler 
{ shall be prepared to discuss the merits. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to reserve the point of order and agree 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] might go on to discuss 


| the merits. 


1 approval of such surveys by the Secretary of the Interior, | 


Mr. OATES. I did not understand that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] is recognized on the merits of the proposition, pending the de- 
cision of the point of order. 

Mr. OATES. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask to have read from the 
Clerk’s desk the portions which I have marked of a report which I 


| made upon this bill at the present session of Congress, because it is as 


concise a statement of the leading purposes of this amendment as I 
can possibly make. There are additional arguments to be offered and 
a good many of them, but I ask that this be first read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Your committee haye ascertained with reasonable certainty that certain no- 
blemen of Europe—principally Englishmen—have acquired and now own,in 
the aggregate, about 21,000,000 acres of land within the United States. Wehave 
not sufficient information to state the quantity owned by the untitled aliens, 
nor is it so important, as it is generally held in smaller bodies. This alien non- 
resident ownership will, in the course of time, lead to a system of landlordism 
incompatible with the best interests and free institutions of the United States. 
The foundation for such a system is being laid broadly in the Western States 
and Territories. A considerable number of the emigrants annually arriving in 
this country are to become tenants and herdsmen on the vast possessions of 
these foreign lords under contracts made and entered into before they sail for 
our shores. 

The avarice and enterprise of European capitalists have caused them to in- 
vest many millions in American railroad and land bonds, covering perhaps 
100,000,000 acres, the greatér part of which under foreclosure sales will most 
likely before many years become the property of these foreign bondholders in 
addition to their present princely possessions. It is thus manifest that if the 
present large alien ownership is an evil, of which we have no doubt, the proba- 
bilities of the near future still more imperatively demand legislation for its pre- 


| vention. Thisaggressive foreign capital is not confined to lands it has purchased, 





but, overleaping its boundaries, has caused hundreds of miles of the public do- 
main to be fenced up for the grazing of vast herds of cattle and set at defiance 
the rights of the honest but humble settler. 

The policy of the Government heretofore toward aliens has been characterized 
by great liberality, and the different States of the Union, each acting for itself, 
have gone still further, upon the idea of the desirability of a rapid increase of 
population and wealth, and by their legislation have conferred upon aliens 
rights far beyond those they enjoyed by treaty stipulations, the common law, 
or the law of nations. 

In England the people are divided into natives, or such as are born within the 
protection of the Crown; denizens, or such as are foreign-born, but who have 
obtained letters patent to make them English subjects ; and aliens, or such as 
are born outside of the dominions of the Crown and have not taken such let- 
ters. 

In this country a similar division is observable. Natives are those who are 
born under the protection of the flag of the United States and owe allegiance 


| thereto in return for its protection. A denizen is one who was born without 
| the jurisdiction and allegiance of the United States, but who has legally de- 


clared his intention to become a citizen thereof ; and an alien is one who was 
foreign-born and does not owe allegiance to the United States, but to some other 
sovereignty. 

The bill proposes to place the latter class of people under the disabilities of 
the civil law as to all future attempts to acquire lands inthis country. In other 
words, the bill is a declaration against alien absentee landlordism. 

The bill is simple and of easy comprehension. It declares all foreign-born 
persons who have not been naturalized incapable of taking the title to lands 
anywhere within the United States except a leasehold for not exceeding five 
years, and it has no retroactive, but a prospective operation. It places all per- 
sons alien to our Government under the disability to take real estate or immovy- 
ables which the civil law imposed. By that law deeds of conveyance of im- 
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if an alien, to take or hold the land 

rhe bill proposes, as a part of the foreign policy of this country, to operat 
only prospectively, and therefore not harshly to prevent absolutely the citizens 
or subjects of other nations, so long as they adhere to and retain their allegi- 





g the ownership of American soil within the 
We maintain that American soil should be 

owned exclusively by American citizens 

Perhaps objection may be made to the bill on the ground that its t 
will be to drive foreign capital from this country,which we do no} admit i 
right to be a mortgagee or beneficiary in a deed of trust pertains to an alien 
pendently of an enabling act, but an amendment is proposed to give assur 
ance on this point The mortgages and land bonds held by alice ns would no 
be materially impaired by the law proposed. They are deeds of trust, and can 
be foreclosed and the lands sold in default of payment by an alien holder as 
well as by a citizen. Neither can, according to law, buy at his own sale 
cause of the conflict of interest with duty, unless it is so stipulated in the con 
tract; and this being known, can have no other effect upon future foreigr 
vestors in this class of securities than to make them a little more caref 
not to rely upon the prospect of ultimate ownership of the land 


ance to other powers, from ac 
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The bill does not stop at State lines, but under authority of that cla of t! 
Constitution which confers upon Congress the sole and exclusive ri ‘ 
tablish a uniform rule of naturalization throughout the United Stat ‘ 
laps them, and would, if enacted into a law, prevent any more such abuses a 
that of Mr. Scully, who residesin En id and is a subject of Queen, bu 
owns 90,000 acres in the State of II is, occupied by hundreds of t s 
mostly ignorant foreigners, from whom he receive $200,000 per ar m 
and expends itin Europe. The Scheuley estate, c r of about 2,000 acres, 
within the city limit f Pittsburgh and Allegheny, from the rents of which th 

ieuleys, who are subjects of the British Queen, draw annually not less than 






s others 


0,000, is another instance of alien landlordism in America. Numero 
uld be cited. The Tenth Census shows that the United States has 570,000 ter 
ant farmers, the largest number possessed by any nation in the world, notwith 
standing our policy of giving homes to all natiy und foreigners who have d« 


clared their intention to become citizens, but reside upon the land 
for f 


live years, 

With the natural increase in population, and the five hundred thousa 
eigners who flock to our shores annually, and by competition are reduci 
wages of labor, making the battle of life harder to win, how, a few years | 
to provide homes for our poor people is a problem for the American statesman 
te The multiplication of the owners of the soil is a corresponding en 


s0:ive 
largement of the number of patriots, and every land-owner in this country should 


owe allegiance to the United States, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bama [Mr. OATES] has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall have some 
agreement as to limiting debate on this bill; otherwise we shali not finish 
the bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
gest? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. OATES 
favor of his bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] merely tosuggest a time when the debate 
shall close. 

Mr. HOLMAN (to Mr. OATES). How much time do you want? 

Mr. OATES. Seven or eight minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will fifteen minutes be sufficient? 

Mr, WHEELER. Does that mean on the whole bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On this proposition. I shall then seek to call the 
previous question on the bill and the pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion of the gé 
from Indiana? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
minutes, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
to pass without discussion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There i 
cussion. 

Mr. McADOO. 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 1, line 2, by adding 
who 







ves 





if they will 









+} 


time of the l 


The gentleman from Ala- 


What limit does the gentleman sug- 


I suggest ten minutes. 
I hope the gentleman will not cut me off. 





Iam in 


ntien 





I ask unanimous consent that debate close in fifteen 


I object. This amendment ought not 


s notany danger of its passing without dis 


Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the amend 


rafter the word ‘“‘St > these “or 


10t a resident of the United States and who h: 
is intention to become a citizen.” 

Mr. McADOO. Iam substantially in favor of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. I had the honor 
of introducing a like measure in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

I do not think we realize in the United States the fall meaning of 
land ownership—the full meaning of the term ‘‘landlord.’’ In olden 
times the man who was lord of the land was, by virtue of his lordsh 
the war lord; by virtue of owning and controlling the land he had his 
hand upon the destinies of the people. 

Iam utterly opposed to permitting men from foreign lands who are 
not in sympathy with our institutions, who are opposed, heart and soul, 
to republican government, to come here and acquire that which is the 
foundation of all our national prosperity—the land; for the men who 
own and control the land will, of necessity, direct the political destinies 
of the country whose land they own. 

AsI understand, the younger sons of English lords, eut off under the 
law of primogeniture from inheritance in the lands of their own country, 
have come here with small fortunes and acquired vast tracts of land in 
the West, especially in Colorado and some of the new Territories. Th« 
gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATes] has incorporated in his report 
the startling exhibit which has been read, showing that these noblemen 


ates words 


as not in proper form de- 





clared h 
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could take title to lands, but as he had no inheritable blood the title, if 
it we llowed to remain by the sovereign power, died withhim. His 
could not 


heirs inherit it. 

‘Thesovereign power, as decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States many years ago in a case arising in the State of Virginia, has 
the right to denounce and forfeit a title which an alien acquires to 


wma 

The difference between the common law and the civil law in this re- 
spect is that the civil law renders an alien incapable of taking and 
holding lands. Under that law if an alien were to attempt to acquire 
land in this country the title he got would be null and void. This 
proposes to enact the civil law. The amendment proposes to put the 
United Stat pect in line with the other nations of the world, 
because except by treaty or special enactment for a particular case no- 
where can ir citizens under any other Government acquire 
and own real ¢ 

Thisamendment allows aliens a leasehold of not exceeding five years. 

t allows them to hold property for legation and ministerial purposes. 
It also permits, in accordance with the common law, aliens to advance 
capital and secure debts by mortgage and deedsof trust in this country, 
and it gives them the right to foreclose and sell, but it does not give 
them the right to acquire title—a thing which they can not do under 
existing law, except by contract with the mortgagor. 

Gentlemen, when you look into the indebtedness of these great rail- 
road corporations, and especially the Pacific railroad companies, you 
will find that nearly all the mortgages are owned in Europe by aliens. 
If those mortgages are foreclosed and millions of acres are sold, the 
result will be that these lands will pass into the hands of these alien 
holders of the mortgages. I would not deprive them of any of their 
rights, but 1 certainly would not like to see these lands pass into the 
hands of aliens. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, rose. 

Mr. OATES. I merely want to finish my sentence, and then I will 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Minnesota. I would not deprive 
these aliens of a single one of their rights, but at the same time if 
they should foreclose their mortgages and sell these millions of acres 
and become the purchasers, I do not wish to see them bring out here 
their ignorant hordes from Europe to settle upon these lands as their 
tenants, to the disadvantage and injury of our own people. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with the 
gentleman from Alabama who has just taken his seat; and I hope this 
House will not overlook the purpose and effect of this amendment. 
{;m notin favor, Mr. Speaker, of aiding or permitting any foreign 


inthis re 


any of o 


tate. 


syndicates or any syndicates to obtain extensive tracts of land in this 
country. Butthis proposition will touch severely aclass of immigrants 
in whose welfare I hope we all feel an interest, and who have added 


much to the prosperity of this country. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
OATES] denies to any foreigner landing on our shores the right to ob- 
tain title to or any interest in any real estate—except a lease for a 
term not exceeding five years—before he has become a citizen of the 
United States. And he can not become a citizen before he has been 
five years a resident in thiscountry. I do not think that the country 
whose development has so largely depended on this class of people—a 
eountry that has taken so much pains to invite and encourage immi- 
gration—should adopt such a policy. It is best for this country and 
for them that those immigrants intending to become citizens of the 
United States and who have on oath declared their intention to be- 
come citizens, should become owners of real estate. Nothing so surely 
attaches any one to the institutions of a country, or so certainly inter- 
ests him in its laws and in the preservation of good order, as the 
ownership of real property. 

I agree to the amendment to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersev—that it shall be a condition precedent to the 
acquisition of real property that they shall on oath declare their in- 
tention to become citizens; but beyond that I am not willing to go. 

There came to this country from Europe last year nearly 500,000 
people. They had reason to feel that they would be welcomed by us. 
This amendment would deny them the right for five years at least to 
even purchase a home to shelter themselves or their families, or the 
right to initiate proceedings to acquire title to that part of the public 
domain on which we invite them to settle. I think such a proposi- 
tion, while it may, d by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
Oates], correspond to the precedents of European countries, is not 
American, 

Iam opposed, sir, utterly opposed, tosuchaproposition. The Western 
part of our country at the present time, and the same was true of the 
Eastern part of the country when it was newer, has a large percentage 
of its population who are foreign born and of many different national- 
ities, and no more peaceable, no more industrious, no better citizens 
are found among us. It would be to them an indignity and a wrong 
to show such distrust of their patriotism or intelligence as is implied 
by this amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, when war broke out in this country, and I take every 

he settlement of the colonies until this time, there were no 
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more gallant soldiers that marched under the banner of the Republic 
than our foreign-born citizens. i may safely say, and it is only due 


| to them to say it, they have been as patriotic, as brave, and as gallant 





in all of our struggles as our own native-born citizens. 

I remember well, sir, for history records it, that some entertaining 
the same feelings that this amendment would have us indorse have 
always been found in this country. I might instance the case of 
Thomas Addis Emmet. Driven from his own country for attempting 
to free it from the yoke of England, he fled to the United States, the 
hope and asylum of every lover of liberty. But, strange to say, he 
found here not only individuals, but a party that strove to deny him 
the right to earn a living by the practice of his profession before he had 
become a citizen of the United States. But they failed. 

These natives of other countries who come here attracted by our free 
institutions and with the purpose of becoming American citizens have 
in peace and in war reflected credit on themselves and added to the 
greatness and wealth of this country. The few anarchists who have 
fled from their own country are not of this class, nor are they of the class 
who wish to acquire real estate or homes in this country. To show 
distrust of that liberty-loving, law-abiding class who have done so 
much for our country because a few outlaws have landed on our shores 
would, I submit, Mr. Speaker, not be worthy of us or creditable to u 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I hope my friend from Indiana will allow me to oc- 
cupy five minutes additional time, as I perceive this amendment and 
my remarks have both been entirely misunderstood. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will ask unanimous consent that the 
debate close in five minutes. 

Mr. KERR. I object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imovethat all debate upon the pending paragraph 
close in five minutes, 

Mr. KERR. It seems to me that such an important matter ought 
not to be settled in a five-minutes’ debate. It is revolutionizing the 
entire policy of the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KERR. Ionly want two or three minutes myself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the time is getting late, and I will ask 
sent to close the debate in eight minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I shall make a motion to cl 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s remedy is to move 
the previous question upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I give notice that I will in eight minute 
time make a motion to close the debate. 

Mr. WHEELER. On this paragraph and the amendments. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I was apprehensive at the outset that 
the gentleman from Minnesota and others would misapprehend the 
character, nature, and scope, or, in other words, the extent and purpose 
to be accomplished by this amendment. My friend from Minnesota 
supposes that this is aimed at the foreigners, or is hostile to those who 
come from abroad to our shores. 

No one, sir, has greater sympathy than myself for the crowded popu- 
lations of the Old World, who flee to this country because of the difli- 
culty of maintaining an existence and founding happy homes in their 
own native land. But, sir, however broad and philanthropic we may 
be, the time is coming when it will not do to legislate and act upon 
mere sympathy. The time is rapidly approaching when a further in- 
crease of population beyond that which arises from the natural growth 
of our own people will not be desirable. 

Sir, whenever the time comes that it will be against the interests of 
the American people for the vast hordes of foreigners who are coming 
here year after year to be admitted into our country, you will find Con- 
gress enacting laws to restrict that immigration. 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question here? 

Mr. OATES. I. will. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to know if under your amendment an alien who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States can 
make an entry upon the public lands? 

Mr. OATES. I understand the amendment to be strictly in har- 
mony with this bill which you are about to pass. It, I believe, pro- 
vides that the patent can issue only to a citizen; and the law requires 
a residence of five years on the land before a patent can issue; indeed, 
before he can prove up his compliance with the requirements of the 
law which gives him a title. He can have no title until this is done. 

Mr. RYAN. That is the bill in the absence of your amendment. 

Mr. OATES. The homesteader does not acquire title until he has 
resided upon the lands five years; and there is nothing in this amend- 
ment which would prevent an alien who has declared his intention to 
become a citizen from entering upon a homestead and occupying it for 
five years, at which time he could perfect his naturalization and home- 
stead proof; and having become a citizen he could take the title to his 
homestead. This bill permits aliens who have legally declared their 
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intention to become naturalized to euter upon a homestead, but with- 
holds the patent until citizenship is perfected. 
therefore, in harmony with the bill. 


The amendment is, 
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the amendment is not in order. It would be competent, in the opinion 
of the Chair, to adopt a proviso of the kind suggested, applicable only 
to the public lands and their disposition; but waiving altogether the 
question of the power of Congress—a matter with which the Chair would 
have nothing to do—the Chair thinks it is not germane in a bill of this 
kind, dealing only with the public domain, to attempt to incorporate 
any provision not bearing distinctly upon the public lands and their dis- 
position. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Imovetoamend by inserting, afterthe word ‘“‘law,”’ 
in line 26 of section 27, the words ‘‘ not in conflict with it;’’ so as to 
read: 


This section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law not in 
conflict with it, touching or concerning the protection of timber, ete. 


[ think this amendment hardly necessary, but I move it as a matter 
of abundant caution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The concluding language of this bill is: 


All provisions of law in relation to swamp lands and other grants made by 
Congress to States and Territories shall remain in full force. 


‘The word “ grants’’ has relation to forfeited land grants and the like. 
I desire to offer, as a matter of precaution, though I think it hardly 
necessary, the following amendment to come in at the end of the bill: 

The term “‘grants’’ in the foregoing sections shall not be construed as ap- 
p!ying to grants to States to aid in the construction of railroads, wagon-roads, 
and canals, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAIRD. I desire to move an amendment to come in as an ad- 
ditional section. 

Mr. McRAE, I would like to call up a section which was passed a 
moment ago, as I desire to move an amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. McRAE. Asa substitute for the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perers], I offer the following amend- 
ment, to be added to section 26: 

That the fees for entries and for final proof, when made before any other offi- 
rer than the register and receiver, shall be as follows: 

For each affidavit, 25 cents. 

For each deposition of claimant or witness, when not prepared by the officer, 
25 cents. 

For each deposition of claimant or witness, prepared by the officer, $1. 

Any officer demanding or receiving a greater sum for such service shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished for each offense by a fine not 
exceeding $100. 

Mr. RYAN. The original proposition limited the fee in cases of 
final proof to $3. I think it should not exceed that sum, as it may do 
under the gentleman’s amendment, I believe. 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir; the fee in such cases would not exceed $3. 
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There would be the affidavits of two witnesses and the claimant; and | 


$1 for each would make just $3. 

I submit that the people ought to know just what they are required 
to pay in matters of this kind; and the officers ought to be controlled 
by a fixed rule so that there may be no dickering between the claimant 
and the officers. If the deposition is prepared by the officer, a fee of 
$1 is reasonable; if prepared by the attorney, a charge of 25 cents is fair 
and usual. 

Mr. WEAVER. I suggest that the gentleman insert in his amend- 
ment, before the words ‘‘shall be punished,’ the words ‘*upon con- 
viction.”’ 

Mr. McRAE. Very well; I modify my amendment in that manner. 

The question recurred on Mr. PETERS’s amendment as modified; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I offer the following amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding another section: 

“That all persons who have heretofore settled upon the public land within 
the limits of forfeited railroad land grants whereon the railroad has not been 
constructed, and who have paid to the United States a sum in excess of the prices 
hereinbefore set out, shall have refunded to them such excess so paid, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to pay to the order of such persons such 
excess on the certificate of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, It is fownd by an examination of the bill, 
page 10, line 9, it is provided 

Nor shall any payment be required therefor, except the payment of 25 cents 
per acre, to be paid when the application is filed. 

And then we find on page 20: 


And at the uniform price of $1.25 per acre when payment is required by law. 


Throughout my country and New Mexico there are settlers who were 
compelled to pay because of the grant to the Texas Pacific Railroad 
$2.25 per acre for their lands. They were compelled to pay that price 
in consideration of the benefit they were to derive from the construction 
of the railroad. But no railroad has been constructed, and it seems to 
me only fair and just they should have their money returned to them 
to the extent at least of what was overpaid in view of the construction 
of the Texas Pacific Railroad. Many of these settlers are located far 
avay from any railroad. These men, in the hope of receiving benefit 
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from the railroad, paid $2.25 per acre, and my amendment will have 
the effect to return to them the amount which they have overpaid on 
account of the Texas and Pacific Railroad grant. 

I know the objection will be raised to the adoption of any such pro- 
vision in this bill that those who are in favor of the passage of the bill 
do not want to put as a brake upon it any such amendment as the one 
I have proposed. It is feared it may have some tendency to defeat the 
bill. It must be appareut to everybody that the object I have in view 
is merely to do justice to these men. I have been trying to get upa 
bill for their relief but have always failed todoso. It is now here, and 
I hope members of the House will adopt it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I regret the amendment isoffered. It was subject 
to the point of order, if the point of order had been made in time. It 
has nothing to do with the public-lands system at all. It is a mere 
question whether this money should be refunded to these people or 
not. These men are in the same condition with hundreds and thou- 
sands of others in the Western country. 

I have no right now to make the point of order against it, but I in- 
sist that the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall not press it too far. 
We have propositions in this bill which I do not think belong to it. 


| They were put upon the bill against my judgment. I hope we will 


not add this amendment to the others. Iask gentlemen to confine 
themselves to the question of the public lands, and not go into these 
other matters. 

The amendment of Mr. Smiru, of Arizona, was disagreed to. 

Mr. LAIRD. I move the following amendment to come in as an ad- 
ditional section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 33. That after proof is made before the register and receiver of any land 


district in which land is situated, and a certificate is issued to tlhe entryman, 
said certificate shall be considered prima facie evidence of ownership, and the 


| burden of prvof to vacate said entry shall rest upon the Government. 


And no settler or his grantee or assignec on the public domain under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be deprived of his title to any land based upon a re- 
ceiver’s final receipt, except upon an open and public trial under and accord- 
ing to the forms of law relating to contest cases, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that amendment. 
We have already voted on this proposition, and I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon it. 

Mr. LAIRD. I must insist upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has already been voted upon. 

Mr. LAIRD. I beg pardon; it is somewhat changed from the way 
it was presented before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is thesame practically. This bill is not to pro- 
vide for the administration of the land system. 

Mr. LAIRD. This is no more administrative than the amendment 
offered by myself and adopted here a few moments ago with the con- 
currence of the committee, and which relates to the administration of 
the Land Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, let us have a vote. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in explanation of 
this amendment. 

It is notorious that a system has prevailed in the General Land Of- 
fice during the greater part of the last three years under which, after 
the granting of a final receipt to land by the United States local land 
officers, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, without notice 
or citation to the settler or his grantee or assignee, cancels such settler’s 
final receipt. And this was commonly done by the Commissioner on 
the confidential report of a special agent, access to which was refused to 
the settler. He was condemned on private and privileged information 
without hearing, without a day in court. 

A final receipt, in law, is title, and in the absence of fraud in its ac- 
quisition (shown affirmatively by the Government) the Government is 
estopped from going behind such receipt. 

The trouble with the General Land Office is that they assume the 
fact to be proved, namely, the fraud, and punish the settler by de- 
priving him of his vested right in the land acquired by compliance 
with the laws of the United States, thus violating the presumption of 
innocence running with every legal transaction, and also violating the 
Constitution of the United States, which provides that no man shall 
be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 

In the absence of fraud, which can not be presumed or assumed, 
this final receipt is absolute title the same as a patent, and itis the 
duty of this Congrese and this House to pass this amendment and pro- 
tect honest settlers from this illegal invasion of their rights. 

I ask that these gentlemen in the Land Office, if they want to wipe 
out the vested rights of my constituents and of the settlers of the 
West, shall first cite these men to a hearingand give them a legal day 
in court. 

Mr. RYAN. That is but right. 

Mr. LAIRD. It is only an act of justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not care to discuss the subject, and ask a vote. 
We have already voted it down once. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 27, noea 
36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 











nd 


trae 


Noy ees 


a 
Fay 
ee 
a 





























1888. 





Mr. HOLMAN. There are two sections of this bill which have been | Mr. HOLMAN. 


reserved—the amendment of the gentleman from California [ Mr. Brees] 
in regard to the desert-land act, and also the feature in regard to coal, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.SmitH]. Iask 
to go back now to these two provisions. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
this paragraph of the bill. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Very well. 

The amendment of Mr. WHEELER was read, as follows: 

Add as a new section: 

“Sec, —. That after the Ist day of January, 1890, all the public lands of th 
United States which have not otherwise been disposed of prior to that date 


shall be subject to homestead entry and occupation under the provisions and 
limitations of the homestead laws.”’ 


Mr. WHEELER. That amendment makes the provision general. 
The intimation from severa] gentlemen that they would favor it if it 
was made general encourages me to offer the amendment in this form. 
When it was proposed to limit it to Alabama alone it had been sug- 
gested by one or more gentlemen that they did not desire its applica- 
tion to extend so as to include their States in its operation. I think 
this amendment should be adopted. 


I think that after a certain period of years these lands that have | 


not been disposed of ought to be so placed that the homesteader can 
go upon the lands and by an honest residence there acquire title and 
secure it for his home. The only objection urged is that frauds might 
be perpetrated. I say that it isin the power of the Government and 
of the officials of the Government to prevent fraud. The frauds which 


have been perpetrated heretofore have taught our officials the proper | 


method of preventing them; and I believe if the amendment is adopted 
it will result in giving homes to many men who otherwise could not 


obtain them; and with the provisions now against fraud, Idonotbelieve | , 
; , | Alabama from the operation of the laws in relation to mineral lands,’ shal! re 


there will be any fraud under the homestead law. 


I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, to be persistent in this matter, but I do | 


hope the House will adopt this amendment, so that after this period 
of three years our citizens may go to any part of our public domain in 
this broad land and obtain homes for themselves and families wher- 
ever these lands are to be found, and notwithstanding the lands they 
choose to select may have been classified as lands chiefly valuable for 
timber or mineral. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


' 


I have an amendment to offer before we leave | 
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When my friend has read the bill he will not make 
Not having read the bill at all, my friend reaches a 
conclusion and makes a discovery that nobody else has reached or made. 
All that I insist on is that my friend shall read the bill 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will state to my colleague from Indiana 
that I have read the bill, and I will read it to him to convince him that 
he has that classification in it if he wants to hear it. 

Mr.HOLMAN. This bill is explicitly and wholly a homestead law. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


any such speech. 


1 


Have not you $10 an acre on that land ? 
Under that ten-dollar provision a 


| nr nhlie | le 
Lour pudilic lands 


| are now subject to be sold and the cash turned into the Tre asury. Che 





If the land they select is fit for a home, I say let any honest citizen | 
of our country take it and make a home, and if there happens to be | 
mineral under the soil let the man who has complied with the provis- | 


ions of the homestead law have the benefit of it. 
valuable, let the profit accrue to him. 
Government. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
from Alabama is a very proper one. 


If it proves to be 
It will not hurt this great 


I think the amendment of the gentleman | 1993 it can do no harm for us to plainly make that declaration. I do 
His first amendment, which ap- | 


plied simply to Alabama, I did not feel it proper to support, for the | 


reason that it made an exception; but the present amendment em- 
braces all the country, every State and Territory, and it seems to be 
quite appropriate to be adopted on a bill of this character. 


manner which rules against the poor man, the very men whom you 
pretend to favor. They pretend to say that they are to have the lands 
in preference to other people, that they are held for the benefit of the 
people, when in truth, if you examine the merits of the bill, you will 


see that the plan adopted rules against the poor and in favor of the | 


rich man. 

Why should these lands be reserved and classified as mineral lands 
any more than the agricultural lands? I can tell you that in my own 
State where there are agricultural lands there is a difference between 


them of from $5 to $10 and even to $15 an acre, according to the soil | 


and location; and if it is true that it is right for the Government to 


classify the public lands into mineral and agricultural, then I hold | 


that they should make the additional classification of the agricultural 
lands, if it is the business of the country to make money out of the 
public. Whyshould the Government begrudge you or me or any other 
man who goes West and has the fortune to locate upon a piece of land 
that happens, as afterwards ascertained, to have coal or mineral de- 
posits in it? Surely, if we are fortunate enough to make a good selec- 
tion the Government loses nothing. The whole purport of the bill we 
are told is intended for the benefit of poor people, but by the method 
adopted the poor man can not buy these lands, and can not locate upon 
mineral lands; and the result is that he is deprived of the opportunity 
of purchasing because the price is beyond hisreach. The effect of such 
a provision as this is that the capitalist and the monopolist get pos- 
session of the mineral lands; and this same principle has brought about 
the monopolies of iron and coal about which we hear so much. The 
lands are practically reserved for them. If those lands are thrown 
open to the people to locate upon, then we will have less oppression 
from monopoly. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a single word before 
asking for a vote. I have a very kindly feeling for my colleague, and 
yet I must insist that before he makes another speech heshall read the 
bill under consideration. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I have read it, but I will read it again. 


| integrity, a whole quarter-section in a rich mining district. 


object of this bill is to secure the public lands to actual settlers. You 
can not apply the homestead principle to mountains and forests where 
there is no land to cultivate. You can not give toa rich miner, suagh 
as I would suppose my friend to be representing if I did not know his 
My triend 
must read the bill. I disclaim any such purpose as he mentions. 
Every acre of land adapted for agricultural purposes is secured for the 
benefit of the actual settlers. 

The question was put on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER, and the 
Chair was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and thereupon there were 

So the amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House carry out 
its engagement and go back to the former section. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have an amendment to submit to section 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the act of March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to exempt the pubiie lands in 


ayes 11, noes 44. 


main in full force and effect. 

Mr. WHEELER. In1883a law was passed which exempted the min- 
eral lands of Alabama from the operation of the mineral-land laws. It 
may be a question whether that law is repealed by this act or not, and I 
would like to get an expression upon this subject. I would like to have 
a direct declaration that the law of 1883 is not repealed. I simply ask 
that we remain whereCongress has putus. Let the law stand in regard 
to Alabama as it was enacted on the 3d of March, 1883. If it was wise 
to exempt the lands of Alabama from the operation of the mineral laws 
in 1883 the same wisdom dictates that it should be done to-day. The 
lands are the same, and any change in the condition of that section of 
our country is a change which has increased and not diminished the 
necessity for the provision adopted then and asked for now. If, assome 
contend, the bill being considered does not repeal the law of March 3, 
not wish to detain the House. I do not wish to obstruct the passage 
of the bill. I want to have it passed, but I want to have it passed in 
such a way as to do the most good possible. I hope the House will let 
a declaration be made that the law of March 3, 1883, is not repealed by 


: ; ; < : | this act. 
The present bill, with all respect to the committee, is framed in a | The 


The question was put on the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that the amendment submitted by the 
gentieman from Wisconsin in regard to coal lands may be read. 
- The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 2 by striking out all of said section after the word “ provided,” 
in the seventh line, and insert: 
‘* Provided, however, That all the deposits of coal or iron on the lands of t 


United States are hereby reserved to the United States, and no fut 
patent from the United States shall be held to include such de 








That nothing herein contained shall prevent the owner of any land a tired 
subject to the exceptions and reservations of this section from using such de- 
posits for his own private use: Provided further, That neither the right of the 
Government of the United States to control and regulate the disposition of sach 


| deposits and working therein, nor the right of said Government to enter upon 


the land containing such deposits, either by its officers, agents, or lessees, shall 
ever be questioned; and the provisions of this section shall be expressed in all 
grants and patents for land hereafter disposed of by the United States, 

To which the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Coss] proposes the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

After the words ‘‘ United States,”’ in the second line, insert the following 

‘* Except on the land sold as coal or iron land 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to submit a proposition tothe House, and I 
do it with a good deal of diffidence. I feel very anxious that our coal 
lands shall, if possible, not be subject to any form of monopoly; yet 
certainly we can accomplish that purpose by legislation which will be 
in harmony with our land system and our practice heretofore in regard 
to the public domain. I wish to submit as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. SMirH] the proposition 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That as to all lands hereafter sold the United States expressly reserves from 
sale all coal deposits therein; but, notwithstanding this express reservation, 
the purchaser of any such lands, his heirs, lessees, and assigns may mine and 
dispose of coal in any such land until such time as Congress in its discretion 
shall determine that the public good requires further legislation in relation 
thereto, and shall by general laws take the contro! of any such coal deposits for 
the purpose only of protecting the same from monopoly and securing the prod- 
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uct thereof at reasonable prices to the people, and such reservation shall be ex- 
pressed in all patents issued for land hereafter disposed of under the provisions 
of this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not wish to discuss this proposition; and as 
time is becoming very precious to us, I ask unanimous consent that a 
vote be taken upon it as a substitute for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, and that the vote be taken without debate, be- 
cause both sides of the House fully understand both propositions. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, as a part of my remarks I 
wish to have the Clerk read what I send to the desk, merely saying by 
way of preface that I am inclined to prefer the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin to the substitute proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HonMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following to the amendment of Mr. Smiru, of Wisconsin, printed on 
e 5 of amendments: 

** Provided, That the Government of the United States shall pay to the owner 
of the lands such damages as he may sustain on account of any use that may be 
made of his lands in operating any coal mines thereon; said damages to be as- 
certained and assessed under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, with the approval of the President; and the Secretary of | 
the Interior shall report to Congress at each session thereof all proceedings and 
findings done and had under the provisions of this section for such action as it | 
may see proper to take thereon, and no claim or award under the provisions of | 
this act shall be paid until Congress shall make an appropriation hevcthe. | 

‘Sec, —. That whenever any deposits of coal are discovered in any lands here- | 
after disposed of by the United States, which deposits are by this act reserved 
to the United States, the Secmtary of the Interior, under rules and regulations | 
to be prescribed by him, with the approval of the President, may license any | 
person or association of persons, citizens of the United States, to open up, de- | 
velop, mine, remove, and dispose of any such coal: Provided, That no license | 
shall continue for a period longer than six years, but the same may be renewed 
upon like conditions: And provided further, Thatno railroad or canal company 
or corporation, or other person, company, or corporation engaged in the busi- 
ness of common carriers, sha!l receive any license to mine such coal, or be per- 
mitted to have any interest, directly or indirectly, in the operation, conduct, or 
ownership of any coal mines under the provisions of this act: And provided 
further, That no person or association of persons shall receive a license, or be 
authorized to hold or operate, or be interested, directiy or indirectly, in the 
holding or operation of more than 80 acres of such coal Landis atany one time: | 
And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may at any time re- 
voke and annul any license granted under the provisions of this act, for any 
violation of law or of the rules and regulations of the Department, by any li- | 
censee or those claiming under him.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask for the previous question on the billand | 
pending amendments. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Speaker, I have not very much to say 
about these amendments or about this bill, but I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that all things in relation to all men 
can not be limited and regulated in a public land bill. Weare told in 
this bi)l that each individual] shall be allowed to take 160 acres of land 
and each association 320 acres. No lawyer that I have ever seen, no | 
lawyer who had ten clients proposing to go into an association would | 
permit them to do so in order to take lands under this bill. 

Any lawyer of common sense having ten clients who wished to form 
an association in the ownership of coal lands would first get 160 acres | 
of land for each, and then having obtained the individual patents would 
form the association. Thus, those ten men, instead of owning 320 
acres, would own 1,600 acres. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendments just now offered are in the same line 
of foolishness. What boots it to insert in the bill provisos that patents 
shall not be granted for land having coal underneath it when the bill 
in its very terms provides that the surveyors and geologists shall classify 
this Jand, and that the agricultural land shall first be sold at $1.25 an 
acre? Ifsome time or other coal be found below the surface of that 
land the man does not get his patent; the man who pays $10 an acre 
for coal lands does not get his patent. The bill does not say what it | 
means. 

Now let us legislate ‘‘straight.’’ Let us say in our legislation what 
we mean. If we mean to give toa man 160 acres of coal land at $10 
an acre, let him take it. If he should happen to find under it 2 feet 
of iron ore, as often happens in my county, why should he not be al- 
lowed the advantage? If he happens to find a piece of quartz witha 
little gold, why not let him take it? If he wants to go into partner- 
ship with a man who owns the next section, why should he not be al- 
lowed to do so? 

If you pass such legislation as this, what is its effect? ‘The honest 
settler who buys 160 acres of farming land, or the honest miner who 
buys 160 acres of coal land, is not safe in his title until the day when 
Gabriel’s trump shall blow, because there may be underneath thatland 
a grain of iron or a grain of gold. 

Sir, you can not legislate against all the possibilities of the future. 
Legislate in honest, clear, common-sense terms, and let the future take 
care of itself. I have enough faith in the people to believe that when 
the time comes we can find whatever remedy we may require to re- 
strain monopoly. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I nowrise for the purpose of calling the previous 
question on the bill and pending amendments. But I yielda moment 
to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], who desires to correct 
a clerical error. 

Mr. HERMANN. The language of section 27, in lines 8, 9, and 10, 
is as follows: 


And no owner, master, or consignee of any vessel, or owner, director, or 
agents, agent of any railroad, shall knowingly transport the same. 
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I move to amend by striking out the word ‘‘same’’ and inserting 
‘such timber.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I now call the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Isent 
up an amendment which was read in my time, and which I desired to 
have voted upon. Under the operation of the previous question will 
there be a vote on that amendment ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; upon all amendments which are pend- 
ing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] calls the previous question with 
the understanding that the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri shall be considered as pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before insisting on the previous question I must 
yield a moment to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Seymour], who 
desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move to amend by adding to section 11 the fol- 
lowing: 

Any partion of an abandoned military reservation located within the limits of 
an incorporated city may be set apart and reserved, by order ofthe President, 


| for public purposes. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now insist on the call for the previous question 
upon the bill and pending amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. Suir}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Conp] to the amendment 


| of the gentleman from Wisconsin. ‘The Clerk will report the amend- 


ment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ United States,” in the second line of the amendment, insert 
“except on the lands sold as coal or iron lands.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is next on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SMITH]. 

Mr. Wraven. I ask that the substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That as to all lands hereafter sold the United States expressiy reserves from 


| sale all coal deposits therein; but notwithstanding this express reservation the 


purchaser of any such lands, his heirs, lessees, and assigns, may mine and dis- 
pose of coalin any such land until such time as Congress in its discretion shall 
determine that the public good requires further legislation in relation thereto, 
and shall by general laws take the control of any such coal deposits for the pur- 
pose only of protecting the same from monopoly and secure the produci thereof 
at reasonable prices to the people; and such reservation shall be expressed in 
all patents issued for land hereafter disposed of under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. RYAN. ‘To what lands does this apply? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It applies to all coal lands hereafter sold. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I make a point of order on this amendment. 
The House having already passed those sections of the bill in which 
the classification of agricultural lands, coal lands, and mineral lands 


| is provided for, I submit that this amendment is not in order, because 
| it isin effect a reconsideration of those sections which have been passed. 


Mr. WEAVER. The rightto return to this proposition was expressly 
reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLoGu] that the section proposed to be 
amended was passed informally, to be recurred to for the purpose of 
offering amendments. The question is on the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Indiana for the amendment of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I am ready to accept that substitute. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Still, it mus* be voted on. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, there were— 
ayes 32, noes 22. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. 
HOLMAN and Mr. Cons. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to say a word. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is pending. 

Mr. COBB. I ask for just one minute to make a statement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Noi unless time is given for reply. 

Mr. COBB. I do not wish to enter into debate, but merely to make 
an explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection toallowing two min- 
utes on each side ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COBB. Here is a provision thrust into this bill by the commit- 
tee. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; the committee did no‘ authorize it. 
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Mr. COBB. Then it was suggested by the chairman of the commit-| Mr. WEAVER. Will the Chair submit my request to the House 
1% tee? | Mr. McCULLOGH. We can not order the yeas and nays here. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I offered it as a substitute. Mr. WEAVER. Why not? If we can have a yea-and-nay vote 

Mr. WEAVER. I consider it an honor to anybody to have brought | there will be no further objection 
it forward. Mr. McCULLOGH. Because you have got to call it by one-fifth 

Mr. COBB. If gentlemen will allow me I will go on. | of the members then present 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. | Mr. WEAVER. We can order the yeas and na nd then adjourn. 

Mr. COBB. Coming as it does from the chairman of the committee, Mr. WILLIAMS. Regular order. 
it has weight which it would not have if it came from anybody else. Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I demand the 
Here is an important measure put into this bill and hurried through The yeas and nays w lered, 361 ers i ifavor thet 

% without debate, affecting the policy of the Government in regard to Mr. STONE, of Miss« Now ap irliamentaryv inquir f the 
j public lands and seriously affecting the interests of our constituents. | House should adjourn, w 1 the call of the yeas and nays | } 
It is such a proposition I will not allow to pass without the presen ] in order after the reading of the Journal in the n 
of a quorum. e SPEAKER pro t rt ter for 
Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to have one minute for reply. of the chair to determi: 
4 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina Mr. MACDONALD. Iask unanimous consent to extend the 
4 entitled to the floor. until 6 o’clock to consider this mat 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only condition prescribed by the substitut Mr. McCREARY. I rise to the point of ord 
is that the Federal Government shall reserve mineral coal until such not in order at this tin 
time as it thinks fit tomake regulations to dispose of them or permit The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains tl t ot 
them to be mined. rhe quest is upon the amendment of the gentleman from In ’ 

ee Mr. WEAVER. They have the right to mine them now. upon which the is and na 1 ord ( 
ie Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, purchasers have that right as the substitute | the roll. 
reads. Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, I move that the House ad ! 
Now, Mr. Speaker, four railroad companies have virtually absorbed Che motion was agreed to; and ac nely (at5o’cl ind 2 - 
control of every acre of the large anthracite coal fields in Pennsylvania. | utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

2 Jay Gould, I am told by responsible authority, has already acquired 

4 title to all the best coal lands in the State of Missouri, and that he is PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND RI 

t seeking such lands in Arkansas and Texas, as well as elsewhere in th: ; : ; : ei eee s =o 

4 Vest. The gentleman from Alabama knows, and if he does not | Under the rule private bills of the following titles were ir 
i know the railroad corporations have virtually absorbed all the best! and reterre 1 as indi ated below ee 

} tuminous coal lands. By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10626) for the relief of Charles ¢ 

“ae Mr. McRAE. Under this bill they can only get 160 acres. lagher—to the Committee on War ¢ um 

o Mr. TILLMAN. Ah, but how easily canarailway corporation buy up By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 10627) granting a pension to Ge 

each 160 acres that may be taken by a hundred or even a thousand | WV ee the ¢ aggre care eo Sea “we : 

2 purchasers, as has been done in Pennsylvania. All the lands of Penn- By Mr. D - KERY: A ~ H. R. 10625) authorizing the construc- 
- sylvania were once public land belonging to the State. tion of & bridge — the ee tive eee Clay County and 
4 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. CRS VOUNCY, RESSEES ve tae Committee on Commerce. ; 

: Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for a vote. ir. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 10629 iting a pension to W 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will take their place s. t yal to the ¢ ommiittee on Pensions : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask by unanimous consent that the vote be first | _ Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. I. 10630) to remove the charg: 
taken on the amendment of my friend from California [Mr. Brecs] sertion rom the military record of Miller Demaway—to the Co 
which was passed over yesterday. mittee on M itary A fiairs. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I have another provision in reference to railroad, _ !S0, 4 bill (H. BR 10631) granting a pension to yhn Vit » 
corporations taking up coal lands, which was also passed over. the Committee on Invalid Pension ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us take up and act upon the provision of the | PY Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R, 10632) for the relief of Jan 
gentleman from California [Mr. BiaGcs]. I ask that be done by unan E. Chatfee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
imous consent. 

Mr. OATES. There is a misunderstanding on the floor in regard to a 
the meaning of the amendment. If I understood it aright I do not a 
think it is objectionable. The following pet 1d pape we 1 « Clerk’s des} 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask by unanimous consent that the vote be first | under the rule, and refe is follows 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from California [ Mr. Biaas}. By Mr. BLISS: Memorial of Charles Gallagher, of New York City, 

Mr. FORD. I object, and I call for the regular order. for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to make astatement. believe Ican expedite | War Claims. 
this business if permitted to proceed. [Cries of ‘* Order!’’ | By Mr. BARRY: Petitionof citizens of Buena Vista, Miss., to amend 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only business in order is that th he interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 
tellers shall resume their places. By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of D. C. C: inistrator 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The previous question having been | Hamilton Carmichael, of W. J. Henard, of. , executor 
ordered on the bill and amendment, will this not come up to-morrow as | Mohala J. Mayse, of Mary A. Pougle, of R. , of Mahalia 
the unfinished business ? Rucher, and of Sallie Green, widow of Thomas Green, of Tennessee, fi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will. reference of their claims to the Court of Claim to the Committe: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I move that the House adjourn. | War Claims. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have asuggestion to make that I think will meet By Mr. DAVIS: Memorial of the New York Yearly Meeting o 
the difficulty. Give usa yea-and-nay vote without debateimmediately | Friends, against the tra til rs with the native race 
after the reading of the Journal in the morning on the adoption of the | of Africa and the Western Pacifi ds »the Co tee on I 1 
substitute of the gentleman from Indiana, and there will be no further | Affairs. 
objection as far asI am concerned, and I believe that will meet the ap- Also, memorial of the same for the establishment of a court of inter 
proval of everybody. national arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign A ffai 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatis, of course, for the House to de- y Mr. GLASS: Petition of William Crews, of George S. Cunnin 
termine. ham, of Nathaniel Harper, of as Hutchinson, and of Sandy Hines 

Mr. COBB. I will agree to that. Ido not know but that I may | of Tennessee, for 1 Song e of their claims to the Court of ¢ ms—to 
agree to this after I have had time to considerit. But it has been the Committee on War Claims. 
thrust upon us here so that we have not had an opportunity to exam By Mr. HOGG: Petition of William George, of Mason County, We 
it. Virginia, for reference of his claim to the ¢ ( to ( 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman from Alabama agrees to my sug- | mittee on War Claims. 
gestion. I want a square vote on the proposition. That is all. By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Margaret S. Lewis f lo 

Mr. MCKENNA. This a remarkable proposition. You sell your | sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
coal lands at $10 an acre and keep your coal. Did you ever know of By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Nolan and Fisher Co 
any government doing such a thing as that? ties. Texas, in favor of schedule of duties on wool, as agreed upon 

Mr. WEAVER. Did you ever know of any government sustaining | the wool-growers and woolen-manufacturers of Washington on Ja 
monopolies? uary 14, 1888—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want one minute to explain my amendment before By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Joint memorial of the Board of 
it is withdrawn. Commercial Exchange, Maritime Exchange, Drug Exchange, and 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 1 Owners and Captains’ Associ rz i t 

i bill 4 ; 





amendment of the gentleman‘from Indiana, and the tellers will take | } 
their places. ! 
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sy Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Nancy E. Wilson, of Fulton 
County, and of John M. Trimble, of Campbell County, Georgia, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of E. W. Eggleston, of William- 
son County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 57 citizens of Montgomery County, 
Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Territorics. 





The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
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John Herbst, late private, Company G, One hundred and forticth Reg- 
iment of New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Rail- 


ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of | road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, 


illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 
By Mr. GIFFOKD: Of 236 citizens of Stutsman and Ransom Coun- 
ties, Dakota. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. Freperick D. Power, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of April 30, 1888, a complete list of the laborers, skilled 
laborers, messengers, model-attendants, and other persons below the 
classified service who have been appointed or employed in the Interior 
Department in Washington since March 4, 1885; also a list of all per- 
sons who have been appointed in that Department in Washington since 
March 4, 1885, to any position, class, or grade, who have been since 
their appointment or are now employed in a position, class, or grade 
different from the one to which they were appointed, giving in detail 
the change in position, rank, or grade of employment in regard to each 
person separately; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Oakley, 
Kans., praying for the passage of what is known as the Outhwaite 
Union Pacific funding bill; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Rail- 
way Commission. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Pierce, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Outhwaite Union 
Pacific fanding bill; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Rail- 
way Commission. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of the Omaha Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage of ‘‘what is known as the 
Wilson bill.’’ I take it this is a bill which has originated in the House 
of Representatives, providing for the imposition of double customs du- 
ties upon property transported through Canada. Perhaps the memo- 
rial should be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and 
I move its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL presented the petition of John Thomas Vincent, 
late a private in Company G, First Regiment of Maryland Valtigeurs, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the Randolph and Kansas 
City Bridge Company, praying for the passage of a bill for the construc- 
tion of a ponton draw-span bridge across the Missouri River. I also 
present a petition numerously signed by citizens of Clay County, Mis- 
souri, and a petition of citizens of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the same bill. I move the reference of the petitions to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I presenta petition of the board of commissioners 
of the village of Summerville, near Augusta@Ga., praying that an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 be made for tue purpose of boring, constructing, 
and equipping an artesian well at the Augusta arsenal. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 


A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow of 


in Laurens County, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway Company the right to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other pur- 

SES ; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Montana; and 

A bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birming- 
ham Railroad Company to build bridges across the Black Warrior River 
and the Tombigbee River, in Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgie, and for other purposes, 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn., to report it 
adversely, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr., to report it ad- 
versely, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. These bridge bills come so much as a matter of 
course that I hope the Senator from Missouri will excuse me if I ask 
the reason for the adverse report. 

Mr. VEST. The difficulty in that case is that there is no corpora- 
tion, but simply an association of a Humber of individuals, and whether 
it is even an association does not appear. Therule of our committee is 
not to give permission to build a bridge across a navigable stream 
simply to a collection of individuals. Nobody is responsible in such 
a case, and they may sell out from day to day, so that we do not know 
who has the authority at last. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that has been the rule of the 
committee, and certainly no exception can be taken to that practice; 
but I understand that there is in the hands of the committee a Senate 
bill granting the right to build a bridge at the same locality, which is 
not subject to the objection stated by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; the very same objection ap- 
plies to that bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is there no corporation stated in it? 

Mr. VEST. There is no corporation; and I call the attention of the 
Senator who offered it—I think it was the Senator’s colleague—to the 
fact that the defect exists in that bill also. In the mean time the 
House bill comes before us in the same condition and subject to the 
same objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
the session closes. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is all the trouble. I did not go any further with 
the bill, because that is a rule we established after long experience, and 
that caused the adverse report. 

I beg leave to state to the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], as he 
makes a side remark in regard to it, that it is not a question of right 
atall. We admit the right, but we found out in one or two instances, 
when we gave that right simply to individuals, that they would sell 
out, and there was nobody amenable to the power of Congress if an 
alteration had to be made in the bridge. As a matter of course, Con- 
gress could not hunt up Mr. Smith, Mr. Jones, and Mr. Brown, or 
their successors or assigns, through the country and serve writs upon 
them if the bridge should become a nuisance and be an obstruction to 
navigation. Therefore we have adopted the rule that there must be 


We will try to remedy that difficulty before 
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some corporation which is amenable to the laws of Congress and to its Mr. SHERMAN. I report back from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
jurisdiction. | lations the bill (S. 343) for the encouragement of closer commercial re- 
Mr. CALL. I did not propose to take any part in this discussion. | lationship, and in the interest of and the perpetuation of peace between 
I happened to make a side remark which I still maintain is a very cor- | the United States and the Republics of Mexico and Central and South 
rect one, and which the Senator from Missouri has in no respect an- | America and the Empire of Brazil, and I ask that the committee be dis- 
swered. I understand the objection he makes to this bill on the part | charged from its further consideration, the material provisions of the 
of the committee is that the grantee of this franchise is not a corpora- | bill having been already incorporsted in a bill that is now a law. 
tion, and that the right to build a bridge was denied because it was The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
| 


not an artificial person, the assumption being that certain peculiar rights | from the further consideration of the bill if there be no objection. 


attach to an artificial person which as a matter of public policy should | Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
be favored so much as to refuse the grant of a public franchise to a | ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
natural person or an association of natural persons, and to require them | and submitted reports thereon: 

to become an artificial person incorporated by law. I know of no dif-| A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

ference between the rights which can be given by law to acorporation| A bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 
and those which can be given to a natural person; they arethe same} A bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
in their responsibility and subjection to law, in theory at least, and in | M. Hunter, deceased; and 

fact the law is much more easily enforced against natural than artificial | A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
persons. | Jeffersonville Hospital. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not make any such| Mr, DOLPH, from the Committee on Co mmerce, reported an amend 
statement. I do not claim that there are any peculiar rights. I sim- | ment intended to be proposed to the sund”™ y civil appropriation bill 
ply say, as a question of expediency and policy, that the right ought | which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
not to be given to a lot of individuals. We have found that out by ex- | to be printed. 
perience. | Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a report 

Mr. CALL. The Senator’s argument demands it, and necessarily | to accompany the bill (S. 707) providing for the purchase of a site and 
demands it; I speak not of what he individually claims. A corporation | the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light- 
is nothing but a person, an artificial person, and differs in no respect in | House Department, heretofore reported. 
its rights nor in its powers except in the right of succession. He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to accompany 

Mr. VEST. No lawyer disputes that. That is not the question at | a bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site and 
all. the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the mouth of 

Mr. CALL. Butthe Senator’s argument disputes it. | the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon, heretofore reported. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; my argument does not. I | ae aaa a 
simply say that Congress under the decision of the Supreme Court has | CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES. 
the unquestionable right to remove any bridge which turns out tobe} Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
an obstruction to navigation. In order todo that it must serve notice | whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
upon the persons to whom that right has been given, either by a State | to the bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
or by Congress itself. In one instance, in the State of Illinois, this | Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala., to report it 
right was granted toa number ofindividuals. It was afterwards found with the recommendation that the Senate concur in the first and non- 
necessary to serve notice upon them, which is just and proper in all | concur in the second amendment of the House of Representatives. 
such cases, that the bridge must be altered or removed, because it had | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first House amendment will be 
been found to bea nuisance and obstruction to navigation. We found | reported. 
that the persons to whom the right had been originally given had sold The CHrtEF CLERK. On page 1, line 20, after the word ‘‘ bridge,”’ 
out, and it became in that case impossible to ascertain who were the | the House of Representatives inserted the following: 
lawful owners of the bridge. If it had been a corporation no such dif- | And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
ficulty would haveexisted. Ifit had been an artificial person we could | ©O™P&ntcs. 


easily have served notice upon it, or if it had sold, on its assigns. That The amendment was concurred in. 
is the whole point in the case. The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 
Mr. PAppock and Mr. CALL addressed the Chair. 3, at the end of line 3, to add: 


Mr. VEST. I suggest that we can take up this question when the | _And if said bridge shall not be finished within two years from the passage of 
bridge bills come up. I want to finish my reports from the Committee | this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and void 
on Commerce. Mr. VEST. That same provision, I will state, is found in the bill as 
Mr. CALL. I propose to make an observation. passed by the Senate. Therefore there is no necessity for the amend- 
Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Florida wants to discuss the ques- | ment. I think it was an oversight. 
tion he will have ample opportunity hereafter. The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri is entitled | for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses? 


to the floor, and has been recognized to make reports from acommittee. | Mr. VEST. I move that a conference be requested. 
Does he yield to the Senator from Nebraska? The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. By unanimous consent the President protempore was authorized to ap- 


Mr. PADDOCK. I understood the Senator from Missouri to refer | point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. Saw: 
to the fact that I had introduced a similar bill. YER, and Mr. DoLPH were appointed. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not remember who introduced it. Mr. VEST. I am also instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not remember to have introduced such a bill. | to whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 

Mr. VEST. ThenI beg the Senator’s pardon. to the bill (S. 1626) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 

Mr. PADDOCK. In reference to the bill just reported, I wish to | Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee, to 
say that it can be very easily corrected. report in favor of concurring inthe firstand non-concurring in the second 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose so, I have stated the only trouble. | amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I agree fully with the Senator in his views as to The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the House of 
the framework of the bill. Probably it had better go to the Calen- | Representatives will be stated. 





dar. The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 20, after the word ‘ bridge,’’ 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. the House of Representatives inserted: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska de- And equal privileges in the use of said bridgeshall be granted to all telegraph 
sire to have the bill placed on the Calendar with the adverse report? | companies. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. The amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. VEST. It can be placed on the Calendar. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the House 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no | of Representatives will be stated. 
objection. , | The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, at the « nd of line 28, the House of 
Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred | Representatives added the following: 


the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1701) And if said bridge shall not be finished within two years from the passage of 
authorizing the construction of ahigh wagon-bridge across the Missouri this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and void, 
River at or near Sioux City, Iowa, reported it with amendments. The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to add to the amendment of the 
the bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit, reported | committee to the first paragraph, after the word ‘‘ companies,’’ the 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. words ‘‘and the United States,’’ so that if the United States should 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill | ever have a telegraph we should have the right to use the bridge for 
(H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn, reported it | telegraph purposes. 
withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. Mr. VEST. ‘That same provision is in the bill. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. It isin the bill already ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, in another portion of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ali right then. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr, DoLreH were appointed. 

Mr. VEST. I am also instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back a number of Senate bills to which there were formal amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives, with the recommenda- 
tion that the Senate concur in the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be severally reported 
by their titles and the amendments of the House of Representatives 
considered, if there be no objection, 

The Cuier CLERK. A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwest Ar- 
kansas and Indian Territory Railroad to build a bridge across the Oua- 
chita River, in Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Curer Clerk. On page 1, line 15, after the word ‘‘ bridge,”’ 
insert: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. The House of Representatives inserted as new 
sections the following: 

Src. 4. That the bridge hereby authorized to be constructed may be used by 
any other railroad company desiring to cross the Ouachita River at tne point 
where said bridge is built. The amount of seeneneee to be paid the corpo- 
ration controlling said bridge shall be fixed by the parties; and in the event of 
their being unable to agree on the amount, the Seeretary of War shall establish 
such rate of compensation. The right of Congress to repeal, alter, oramend the 
provisions of this act is hereby expressly reserved. 

Sec. 5. That unless the construction of this bridge be commenced within one 
and completed within three years after the passage of this act, all privileges con- 
ferred hereby shall become null and void. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill reported will be stated. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a 
railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near Muscatine, Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 3, line 5, after the word “‘ bridge,’’ in- 
Bert: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Cuier CLERK. A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, 
Nebr., and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

‘The Corer CLERK. On page 4, line 16, after ‘‘ United States,’’ the 
House of Representatives inserted the following: 

And equal privileges inthe use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for postal telegraph purposes, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Cuicr Clerk. A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia 
River Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Columbia River, between the State of Oregon and the Territory of 
Washington, and to establish it as a post-road. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Cuikr CLERK. On page 1, at the end of line 20, the House of 
Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 


companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said 
bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The Curer CLerK. A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Cuinr CLERK. On page 2, line 16, afler the word ‘ bridge,’’ 
the House of Representatives inserted: 


And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The Cuirr CLERK. A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, 
in the State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 
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The CuiteF CLERK. On page 2, line 26, after the word ‘‘ bridge,’’ 
the House of Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telegraph 
companies. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Corer CLERK. A bill (S. 667).authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Red River of the North. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 3, line 30, after the word ‘‘ bridge,’’ 
the House of Representatives inserted: 

Andegual privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock 
and Alexandria Railway Company to maintain and construct a bridge 
across Bayou D’ Arbonne, in Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 23, after ‘‘ United States,’’ the 
House of Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction 
of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Clinton, Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 3, line 31, after the word “ bridge,’’ 
the House of Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies, 


The amendment was concurred in. 
RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 


Mr. FRYE. Iwas instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to report to the Senate a resolution that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations ‘‘ be authorized to employ the necessary assistants for 
the examination and revision of the statistical and other information 
collected by the said committee,’’ etc. I suppose under the rules it 
will be necessary to refer the resolution to the Committee on Contin- 
gent E 

The resolution was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to employ 
the necessary assistants for the examination and revision of the statistical and 
other information collected by the said committee, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate which passed February 8, 1888, directing the said committee to 
prepare for the use of the Senate certain information touching the commercial 
relations of the Dominion of Canada and the United States and other subjects 
as are fully set forth in said resolution, and that the necessary expenses thereof 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, and agreed to the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, 
widow of James Woodrum, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Hettie K. Painter. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana 
Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge 
over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss.; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Crisp, Mr. PHELAN, and Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Iowa, managers at the conference on its part. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3222) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kansas City, 
Mo., and a point 5 miles below said city; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3223) to authorize the 
construction of railroad bridges over the St. Mary’s and St. John’s 
Rivers, in the States of Georgia and Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3224) for the res- 
toration of William C. Speneer, of Maryland, to the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3225) for the relief of David Mor- 
row; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid 
Transit Railway Company the right to construct and operate its rail- 
road through a portion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, 
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Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- | The PRESIDENT pro tem; I ll will be referred 
tee on Military Affairs. Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3227) relative to the rules and Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3255) granting an increase of pe 
regulations allowing projections from buildings and permitting carriag: sion to George L. Warren; which was read twice by its title, andr 
ways across sidewalks in the city of Washington; which was read twice | ferred to the Committee on Pensions 
by its title, and ref rred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3236) ¢ ting rease of pen 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3228) to reduce the bureaus and improve n to George A. Wash n, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volun- 
the organization of the Navy Department; which was read twice by its | teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanyi 
title. and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. papers, referred to the Committee on Pens 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3229) to establish a light at o \MENDMEN 
near Cedar River Point, atthe mouth of Cedar River, Green Bay, Michi- ss : si 7 
xan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ Mr. DOLPH ind ir. UMB submitted ar ts intended to 
on Commerce. . proposed py them, I spe 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J were i 
Cole; which was read twice by its title, aud referred to the Committee s, referred to the Committee on Appropriat 
on Pensions. HETTIE K. PAINT! 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3231) to p: a ; ; ee 

vide for the construction of a railroad from Sturgis, Lawrence County, =e % eer ones co - 
Dakota Territory, to some point on the Burlington and Missouri River | , at 6 ; ; ag wr: g-a * 
5 Railroad, in Wyoming Territory, to the west of the Black Hills; which | tie kK. Painter,1 > met. af { ft onference haveant 
B a was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. ang Co recoulme: I tot espe e Hous *S aS ws 
Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (8. 3232) granting a pension to Adam as a hit oe 
Velten; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- C.K. DAVIS 
tee on Pensions, | _ ». TURPH 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3233) for the reliet | ee 
of James H. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred RL RY 
to the Committee on Claims. i. N. MORRILI 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3234) to provide for writs of error to th uM pa 
district court of the United States for the western district of Arkansa The PRESIDE? ) ore. The House « wnresentat 
in certain cases; which was read twice by its title. ing 1 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In presenting this bill I desire to call tl 
especial attention of the Committee on the Judiciary to the wron — oar map ‘ laid } 
which the bill is designed to remedy. The PRESIDI L prot re IG DGION : 

The district court of the United States sitting at Fort Smith has | of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 599) for the relief of 
jurisdiction of a large extent of the Indian country. It is almost con- | Mary M. Briggs, which was, in line © of the bill, to strike out ** twent 
stantly in session and tries a great number of capital felonies at every | © ve ane insers ~ twelve.” — 
term. Scarcely a term of that court passes without the conviction in Mr. 0 WYl aad I move that the Senate concur in the 
capital cases of from half a dozen toadozen men. The court being | Of the 1! i hepresentath 
situated in the western pait of the State of Arkansas, just on the line he amendment 1 mecurn 
of the Indian country, it is not easily accessible to the circuit judg: RIVER AND ITARBOR 1 
for that circuit, and the statutes provide that the district judge shall ; 
sit with circuit-court powers. The result is that in all capital cases ng eee ae 
where numbers of men are tried for their lives and convicted and ex a a 
3 ecuted, there is no appeal; there is no other court authorized to ex- 

amine the trials and to correct any errors of law which may occur. 
: rhis is an anomaly in our judicial system which, it seems to me, 
: the commonest principles of humanity demand should be changed in 
a me way. If Chief-Justice Marshall himself could rise from the dead 
% 
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Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to tl consideration of 
river and harbor bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Maine moves to 


i 


iv aside the pending order, that the Senate may proceed to the c 


ord 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the 


and preside in the district court, I for one would believe that any : 2 
: : struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 


American citizen brought before that court, tried for his life, and con- ilnies aaalt tenella iat 
victed of a capital felony, if he thought he had suffered wrong at the and ee aii Salk ae ‘ Se. 
4 hands of the court, ought to have the right to have the proceeding re- \ Phe ashen se — wd oe a Bae) SS Ss Vane 
% viewed, y he procect ed to ¢ or sider the Dill 

This state of things, I confess, Ido not know whether the bill I have a SE ASN SA SS SAS ae See 
presented will remedy in a proper way; but I hope that the able law- 
yers who constitute the Judiciary Committee, after their attention ha 
been called to this wrong, if it exists, if the bill is not a proper one, 
will frame a bill and report it to the Senate, providing some sort of 
% remedy for what seems to be an outrageous wrong. 
a Mr. VEST. Bills have been reported from the Judiciary Committe: 
* for the establishment of courts in the Indian Territory and doing away 
3 with courts having outside criminal jurisdiction. Until those bills are For commencing the construct : at Mf 
a disposed of and the policy of the Government in regard to that Terri- | ©¢Pi>¢ !s!4ud, Maine, 0 
y tory as to judicial functions is settled, very little can be done in the rhe amendment was agree 
direction suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. he _— 
; I agree with him entirely, however, omitting any discussion on the | PTOP™ ‘ 
§ other bills, that some appellate jurisdiction should be provided. It is | provement,” from 920,0UU to >4 
4 not using language too strong to say that it is a shame and outrage he amendment was agreed to. 
upon our civilization that human beings are found by the half dozen The next amendment was, in section 1, line 23, after the words 
not one; that attracts no attention at Fort Smith now, but six ata Back Cove,”’ to insert ** Portland Harbor;’’ and in line 24, before t 


he PRESIDEN Che amendments of 





acted on as t i ( {in the reading of the bill, unk 
( ectlon be mad 
{he Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Che first amendment reported by the Committee on Comm: 


in section 1, after line 15, to ins 








n for ‘‘improving harbor Portland, Me.: Cont ing im- 


time—under the judgment of a single man, with the verdict of a ju: word ‘thousand, to strike out “Hiveen and insert ‘* twenty 
ia not of the vicinage, but of a State outside of the Territory where these | 5° 28 to make the clause read: 
| = people live, and there is no appeal from that decision. Improving harbor at Back Cove, Portland H yr, Maine: ( 
4 Whilst the laws of the United States give appellate jurisdiction to | Provement, £25, 00 
a the Supreme Court as to matters of property over a certain amount The amendment was agreed to. 
3 here, where the lives of human beings are at stake, for years men have | The next amendment was, in s 3 1e 32, before t 
es been executed without any right to ask the judgment of the Supreme | ‘“‘thousand,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ten’’ and insert *‘twenty-fiv ) a8 to 
a Court of the United States whether it be judicial murder or not. make the clause read 
I agree fully with the Senator from Arkansas, but until these other Improving harbor of re‘u ( 
matters are disposed of it is hardly possible that we shall arrive at any | improvement on the ¢ 
conclusion as to the present bill. The amendment was a 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to have the bill referred to th Mr. FRYE. In line 34, in the claus Improving harbor at Bi 
Committee on the Judiciary. I did not hear the concluding sentence | lington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $25,000,’’ the cor 
of the Senator from Missouri, but I donot understand that he objected | have instructed me to ofler an amendment increasin 
to the reference of the bill. 340,000, striking out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and inserting ‘ . 
a Mr. VEST. Not at all. Mr. HARRIS. I suggest totheSenator from Mainethat w pon 
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the committee amendments as they appear in print, and he can make 
a inemorandum of and move afterwards other amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. There are only four throughout the whole bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object toany course the Senator proposes, 
but I think what I have suggested would be the better way. 

Mr. FRYE. As there are only four such amendments in the whole 
bill I thought it better to suggest them as they were reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Maine will be stated. ; 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 34, before the word ‘ thousand,”’ it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert “forty; ’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, after line 34, to insert: 

Improving the channel between the islands of North Hero and South Hero, 
Lake Champlain, Vermont, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the clause ap- 
propriating $125,000 for improving the harbor of Boston, Mass., in line 
44 


Mr. FRYE. The committee instruct me to move to add at the end 
of line 44 the following words: 

And so much thereof as may be necessary may be expended in extending the 
sea-wall at Gallup’s Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 92, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ in line 93, 
after the word “‘harbor,’’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and in line 94, after 
the word ‘‘breakwater,’’ to insert ‘‘and $5,000 for removing sand-bar 
at entrance of harbor;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Block Island, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, 
$15,000; of which sum $6,000 are for inner harbor, $4,000 for breakwater, and 
$5,000 for removing sand-bar at entrance of harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 108, after the word 
‘‘breakwater,’’ to insert ‘‘and the Secretary of War is authorized, in 
his discretion, to expend any portion of said sum in commencing its 
construction;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $75,- 
000; and the Chief of Engineers may, if deemed necessary, relocate the west- 
ern breakwater; and the Secretary of War is authorized, in his discretion, to ex- 
pend any portion of said sum in commencing its construction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 114, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ $25,000 of which 
shall be expended in dredging and deepening the channel in the lower 
harbor up to Wilson’s Point;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $28,000; 
$25,000 of which shall be expended in dredging and deepening the channel in 
the lower harbor up to Wilson’s Point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 123, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Milford, Conn.: To complete improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 127, after the words 
‘‘two hundred,”’’ to insert ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 128, after ‘“New York,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘continuing’’ and insert ‘‘to complete;’’ and in line 129, 
after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert 
‘‘ninety-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, N. Y.: To complete improvement, $95,000. 

Mr. EVARTS. In regard to this item, will the chairman of the com- 
mittee allow me to ask, where is the propriety of reducing the House 
appropriation of $100,000 down to $95,000 ? 

Mr. FRYE. The report of the Chief of Engineers shows that in 
order to complete the entire improvement $95,000 are required. We 
can not properly go beyond that in the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. EVARTS. I would suggest, as no more will be expended than 
is required, that it is hardly worth while to make this amendment 
when perhaps the $5,000 may be wanted and necessary in some further 
consideration of the subject. 

Mr. FRYE. As the Engineer Department always makes an allow- 
ance of 15 to 20 per cent. for contingencies, there can not be any ques- 
tion about the $95,000 completing the work, and the bill would not 


“look exactly right to have an increase over and above the entire amount 


that the Chief of Engineers says will be necessary. 
Mr. EVARTS. That might be if the completion was certain for the 
amount, but I do not suppose it is. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, to strike out lines 131 and 
132, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 135 and 
136, as follows: 

Sevens harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 138, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 

, ° - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 141, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 145, after the word 
‘‘improvement,’’ to insert: 

By deepening to 21 feet mean low water and widening the channel to 400 feet 
on the northerly side from the foot of Percival street, along the wharves to the 
23-foot curve, opposite the entrance to the Erie Basin. 

And in line 149, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘twenty’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
by deepening to 21 feet mean low water and widening channel to 400 feet on 
the northerly side from the foot of Percival street, along the wharves to the 23- 
foot curve, opposite the entrance to the Erie Basin, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 153, after the word 
‘*dollars,’’ to insert: 


And the engineer in charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, may 
use such part of this appropriation for dredging and deepening the channel and 
harbor as he may deem proper. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$16,000. And the engineer in charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, 
may use such part of this appropriation for dredging and deepening the chan- 
nel and harbor as he may deem proper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 171, after the word ‘‘ New 
York,”’ to strike out ‘‘Continuing’’ and insert ‘‘To complete;’’ and in 
line 172, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert 
‘* seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Plattsburgh, N. Y.: To complete improvement, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section1, line 173, after ‘‘ New York,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ Continuing’’ and insert ‘‘To complete;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Rondout, N. Y.: To complete improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection 1, line 183, after ‘‘ New York,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘Continuing improvement’’ and insert ‘‘For repair of 
dikes;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: For repair of dikes, $12,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 191 and 
192, as follows: 

Improving and completing breakwater at entrance to Port Jefferson Harbor, 
New York, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 199, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,”’ to insert ‘‘ by dredging;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, by dredging, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 199, to insert: 


Improving Arthur Kill, between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, 
New York and New Jersey: Dredging and straightening channel near Staten 
Island bridge, and removing the point of land westerly of same, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 205, before the word 
*‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ so as 
to read: 

Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 216, after the word 
‘‘them,’’ to insert ‘‘and the shoals adjacent thereto,’’ and in line 219, 
before the words ‘‘ hundred and fifty thousand,’’ to strike out ** two 
and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read 

Improving the harbor of Philadelphia: For the removal of Smith’s Island 
and Windmill Island, in the State of Pennsylvania, and Petty’s Island, in the 
State of New Jersey, or such parts of them and the shoals adjacent thereto as 
may be required, and for the improvement of the harbor between the cities of 
Phi lelphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., $550,000 


Mr. REAGAN. Iask the chairman of the committee which of the 
islands are to be removed, Smith’s Island or Windmill Island, and what 
is the estimate of the cost of purchasing them ? 

Mr. FRYE. The cost of purchasing the islands will probably be, as 
the evidence appeared, about $600,000, and the cost of the entire im 
provement, I think my recollection is, about two and a half million 
dollars. 

Mr. REAGAN. Itseems to me that this item deserves some con- 
sideration before it is adopted by the Senate. There is ample room in 
front of Philadelphia for theshipping there. These islands are natural 
islands, and have been there always.- We should understand what we 
are to do before we enter on a work to cost millionsof dollars. I think 
the committee ought to state to the Senate what the probable cost ot 
this will be and what the necessity of it is. There is ample room for 
navigation there now, I believe. 

It is true that these islands lie between the shore on the Philadelphia 
side and the shore on the New Jersey side; but there are navigable 
pathways across there to,any depth of water that is needed. Addi- 
tional pathways may be made by dredging, if necessary; but I do not 
understand that we should enter carelessly and indifferently on a work 
of this kind, which seems to me more a work of fancy than of real ne- 
cessity, at an expense of millions of dollars. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘The Senator is mistaken in supposing that in the har 
bor of Philadelphia thereis ample room. With the present size of th 
ships used in commerce there is no room even for ashipto turn. The 
basin there is somewhat in the shape of a horseshoe, and the current 
is very sharp and presses in around the inner ring of this horseshoe, the 
wharves being around the ring. There is great depth of water near 
those wharves, but on account of that great depth of water they extend 
now as far out asthey can. These islands occupy a distance in length of 
about 130 feet, and there are shoals both below and above the islands. 
For a distance of a half mile below Windmill Island there is less than 
12 feet of water. I read from the committee’s report: 

These two islands, with the adjacent shoals, thus practically form a contin- 


uous obstruction in the river opposite the centers of the water fronts in both 
*hiladelphia and Camden, extending 1} miles, if we consideronly the portions 





of the shoals having less than 6 feet of water, or 2 milesif we include all of the | 


shoels covered with less than 12 feet, The width of even the 12-foot channel be- 
tween this obstruction and the heads of the Philadel! phia wharves, for 1} miles, is 
from 750 to 1,000 feet, and the wharves can only be extended by diminishing 
this width, already too small. The greatest length of these docks is but 260 feet, 
while, as is well known, the larger ocean steainships are much longer. The 
part of the river on the Camden side of the islands is almost uselessas a portion 
of the harbor, as it is thus so thoroughly cut off from the Philadelphia side, 


I desire to say to the Senator from Texas that in the mind of the 
committee there was not the slightest question whatever about the pro- 
priety of the removal of these shoals and of these islands. I did not 
give the Senator the cost correctly. Thecostis probably about $3,500, 
000 instead of $2,500,000 as I stated. 

The only question with the committee was as to the propriety of Con- 
gress purchasing the islands which it is proposed to remove. The 
proposition was made before the committee that Congress appropriate 
$300,000 towards the purchase of the islands, and I suppose the people 
of Philadelphia will furnish the rest. There was a discussion in rela- 
tion to it in the committee. Thechairman of the committee is free to 
say that he was opposed to appropriating any money for the purchase 
of the islands, believing that Philadelphia could purchase them itself 
instead of the United States, but the large majority were favorable to 
the appropriation of $300,000 towards the purchase of the islands. 

As to improving the harbor of Philadelphia, one of the greatest cities 
in the United States, and bringing into use the chances for docks on 
the Camden side as well as the opportunity of extending the wharves 
on the Philadelphia side, there can not be any possible question even 
though it should cost $5,000,000. The committee was not deterred in 
relation to that at all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to supplement what has been 
stated by the Senator from Maine. I voted for this amendment in the 
committee. I coincide with the general views of the Senator from 
Texas. I believe in appropriations for improvements of national im- 
portance. If there are in the river and harbor bill any of a different 
character, that is an evil against which we have never found a remedy; 
but this appropriation is eminently a national one. The commerce 
there is second only to that which goes into the port of New York, and 
while it appeared to the engineers that the cost will be $3,500,000, it is 
not by any means an exorbitant appropriation. 
Texas had paid the attention to this amendment that it became our 
duty upon the Committee on Commerce to give, he would find that the 
appropriation is just and proper. The engineers state that— 

These islands, with their dependent shoals, besides being obstructions to the 


cross traffic between Philadelphia and Camden, practically reduce the width of 
the Delaware opposite them on the Philadelphia side to about 750 feet. 





If my friend from | 
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i lay the comm e < t city of Car nost enti! vy cut 
off by the condition of the rive l s Ss ) r ol 
the Eastern cities The commerce between Ph lelphia and Camden 
is by no means inconsiderable; a uidition t eisa e 
commerce of the Delaware River reduced now to this 750-foot nnel, 
and that diminishing from yearto year. This [ said, one { most 
mportant improvements in this whole bill, and there was 1 r in 

which commended itself more to my judgment in the wh 
tigation we made in regard to this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am certainly always in ( 
the most liberal appropriations f uch national w s as the V 
ment of the Delaware River and the facilitation of the commerce of 
Philadelphia I know about the matter from r perso y ex 
amined the river there. 

It seems to me in regard to the objection which is urged, that large 
vessels can not conveniently turn between these i nds and the Penn 
Ss} lvania shore, that it would have been much c¢) per to } that 
by dredging the river above or below the island nd by dredging a 
channel on the New Jersey side of the islands, if it is desirable to have 
an additional channel on that side. It may be necessary to do that in 
order to giveample facilities there, ta meas 
ure which looks to me more like vyners of 
these islands than a work for the if 
would be cheaper to dredge the channel of the river than to remove 
the islands and then dredge under them It seems to me we had bet- 
ter adopt the plan of improving the river than of rem« land to get 
water beneath where the land now stands. Why not re on either 
side of the islands and thus give room enough for ships to turn? 


Mr. VEST. 


I will say in answer to my friend from Texas that we 








of course depend on the judgment of the engineers. They recommend 
that these islands be removed. Asamatterof course if the Senator from 
Texas has personal knowledge of the matters suggested by them whieh 
lead his judgment to a different conclusion, I have nothing to say; but 
we had before us what I commend to the attention of my friend, on 
page 30 of the report of the committee, the conclusion come to by the 


Engineer Bureau, and, as the chairman of the committee has propet 
remarked, the only question in our minds was as to the purchase of the 
islands. Some of the committee thought the city of Philadelphia ought 
to purchase them. I came to the conclusion that » same principle 





ought to apply to a city as to a hamlet; that if this improvement was 
national the Government ought to pay for it; and because Philadelphia 
was the second city in the Union we had no right to say that sh: ild 


buy these islands and present them to the Government for the purpo 


of having control of them. 


We were unanimous in regard to the importance of this improvement 
The evidence was absolutely couclusive beyond all reasonable dou 
that this improvement ought to be made. Three million tive hundred 
thousand dollars is a bagatelle compared with the enormous « ler 
to be moved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of t 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 220, after the j 
‘*dollars,’’ to strike out 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be exp led tilthe title 
forming said islands shall be acquired and vested in the United St 
charge to the latter 

And insert: 

Of which sum $300,000 may be expended f I s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe nextamendment was, in section 1, line 235, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ to insert ‘‘and widening channel to 600 feet;’’ and before 


> 


the word ‘‘hundred,’”’ in line 236, to strike out ‘‘two”’ and insert 
‘three;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Cont 
channel to 600 feet, $350,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 245, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ between l Fort Norfolk, 
$10,000: and:’’ and in line 246, after the words ‘‘one hundred and 
to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘nine; 
read: 


Lambert's Point an 
so as to make the clause 


Improving approach to Norfolk Harbor and the United States navy-yard at 
Norfolk, Va.: Continuing improvement, the balance of $109,000 of former ay 
propriations made under this head and available July 1, 1887, is hereby author- 


ized to be expended according to the modified plan of the engineer in charge 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 261, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to insert ‘‘of which $5,000 may be expended on Mount Pleasant 
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shore of inner harbor of Charleston, 8. C.;’’ so as to make the clause 
read 

Improving harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvements, $350,000, of which $5,000 may be expended on Mount 
Pleasant shore of inner harbor of Charleston, 8S. C. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 265, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which $5,000 may be expended on Mount Pleas- 
ant shore of inner harbor of Charleston, 8. C. ;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving harbor at Georgetown, S. C.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 268 and 
269, as follows: 

Improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 


Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senate will non-concur in that amend- 
ment. No reason has been assigned for the amendment proposed by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, and I do not think that a satis- 
factory one can be given. I move that the Senate non-concur in the 
amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. The reasons which actuated the committee in moving 
this amendment are briefly these: The project for the improvement of 
Winyaw Bay, as appears by the survey of the engineer and by the rec- 
ommendation made by him, wili probably cost $2,500,000. That is at 
any rate the project which seems to be the favorite one of the Engineer 
Department. There are one or two other projects, one which would 
cost $800,000 and the other which would cost over a million, which I 
recollect seeing, but the favorite one seems to be the one which would 
cost $2,500,000. That I think was the report of Captain Bixby. 

While the committee see the importance of the improvement at this 
point and admit it, they believe that the project should be passed upon 
by a competent board of engineers of five, and then by the Chief of En- 
gineers, before Congress should by an appropriation of this kind adopt 
the project itself. That was what actuated the committee in moving 
to strike out the appropriation and inserting in its place a provision for 
a board. 

Mr, BUTLER. Ishould be very sorry if the Senate should adopt 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. This sum 
of $100,000 was inserted in the bill by the House committee after the 
most thorough and exhaustive examination of this subject.. There 
can be no doubt that the War Department recommended the appropria- 
tion suggested by the House of Representatives. Some years back a 
survey was made of the bar across Winyaw Bay, and the engineers 
then recommended an appropriation, and Congress made an appropria- 
tion in 1886, but it turned out that it was too small and too insignifi- 
cant to be expended by the War Department, and but a very small 
part of the sum of eighteen thousand and odd dollars was used. 

The Senator from Maine remembers that the Senate committee cut 
down the appropriation for rivers and harbors by 25 per cent. that 
year, which reduced the $25,000 in the House bill to eighteen thou- 
sand and some odd dollars, so that the Engineer Bureau did not feel 
authorized to expend the eighteen thousand and odd dollars, as it was 
insufficient for the purpose. That amount is still subject to this 
improvement. So the War Department passed upon this improve- 
ment several years ago. Captain Bixby has again and again and 
again recommended an appropriation for the improvement of Win- 
yaw Bay, and his recommendation has been indorsed by Colonel 
Craighill, who has charge of that district, and Colonel Craighill’s 
recommendations have been indorsed by the Chief of Engineers and by 
the Secretary of War. There is, perhaps, one fact which accounts for 
the opposition of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

Here is what Captain Bixby says in regard to it: 

The submitted project of 1885 proposed to secure from 12 to 20 feet depth of 
water over the Winyaw Bay bar by a suitable contraction of the entrance by 
means of dikes. It recommended at least $300,000 for the construction of stone 
dikes across the sloughs and along theinner edges of the bars, so as to gradually 
stop all outflow except through the main bar entrances. 

It was recommended in July, 1885, that the improvement be extended toa 
total amount of $880,000 if necessary, to be appropriated in three yearly install- 
ments of $300,000, $180,000, and $400,000, respectively. Of this amount it is now 
estimated that $300,000 can be profitably spent before the end of the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1887, in constructing a suitable heavy stone dike about 5,000 
feet long, rising to 2 feet above low water and extending from the southern part 
of North Island in a general southerly direction completely across the nearest 
slough; that this single dike will probably produce at one or both of the re- 
maining bar entrauces a depth of 10.5 feet at low water, of great immediate ad- 
yantage to the commerce; that two additional appropriations of $180,000 and 


$400,000 will probably complete the proposed improvement by securing the de- 
sired depth of at least 12 feet at low water upon one or both entrances, 


Then he says this improvement may be made ‘‘ at a probable cost of 
$300,000 for 10 feet depth, $880,000 for 12 feet depth, $2,500,000 for 15 
to 20 feet depth on the bar at low water.’’ It is in that way that the 
contusion has arisen, I dare say, in the mind of the Senator from Maine. 
If we spend $300,000 we get 10 feet of water; if we spend $880,000 we 
get 12 feet; if we spend $2,500,000 we get 15 to 20 feet. In my judg- 
ment there can be no sort of doubt about the propriety of this appro- 
priation. 

The Winyaw Bay and the Santee River, which empties into the ocean 
a very short distance from Winyaw Bay, are the outlet for the streams 


of twenty-seven of the thirty-three counties of South Carolina. The 
Great Pee Dee, the Little Pee Dee, the Lynch, the Black, and the 
Sampit Rivers, all of them navigable for quite a distance, terminate 
at Winyaw Bay, and the Broad River, the Saluda River, the Congeree, 
and the Wateree form the Santee, and that terminates very near the 
Winyaw Bay. The Santee River has been connected with the Winyaw 
Bay by what is known as Mosquito Creek Canal, so that really this is 
the most important location that I know of on the Atlantic coast for 
improvement. 

Now, I wish to read a letter from General Alexander, the president 
of the Georgia Central Railroad Company, who lives in the neighbor- 
hood of Georgetown, and is therefore competent to speak as to this im- 
provement. This letter is addressed to me, and is dated June 1: 


SAVANNAH, GA., June 1, 1888. 


Dear GENERAL: Iam quite interested in seeing the appropriation for Winyaw 
Bay bar restored to the river and harbor bill. I have written on the subject to 
Senators Frye, Jones, of Nevada,and Governor Brown. I wish to say to you 
officially, as representing the Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah, and the 
New York and New England Steamship Company, who are largely interested 
in Atlantic coast commerce, that an improvement of that harbor is very desir- 
able as offering a port of refuge on a long stretch of coast, from Charleston to 
Wilmington, now destitute of any. I am also personally well acquainted with 
the country tributary to the Waccamaw, the Great Pee Dee, the Little Pee Dee, 
Black, Sampit, and Santee Rivers, which have their outlets in Winyaw Bay, 
and I know personally of the large commerce which will be developed by even 
a small increase in depth on that bar. A very small appropriation will increase 
the depth from 7 fect, which it is at present, to 10 or 12 feet; and I am sure there 
is not another point on the coast south of Norfolk where as great an amount 
of commerce is choked up and held back for the lack of a very few feet of 
water. 

I write you this thinking it may possibly be of some service in your efforts, 

Very truly, yours, 
E. P. ALEXANDER, President. 

General M, C. BuTLerR, 

Senator, Washington, D. C. 


General Alexander expresses it aptly when he says that there is no 
other point on the Atlantic coast south of Norfolk where there is so 
much commerce choked up as at Winyaw Bay. I have seen it stated 
somewhere—I can not now lay my hand on the authority—that many 
vessels have been known to lie off that bar from ten to fifteen and some 
as many as twenty-one days, because they could not getin. AsIstated 
awhile ago, this isa basin. There seems to be a pit on the Atlantic 
coast at this point where almost every river in South Carolina and I 
think about eleven of the State of North Carolina terminate. Aiter | 
looked into the subject it surprised me that it has not been a place of 
more commercial importance than it is; but I have attributed it to the 
fact that the bar absolutely prevents the entrance and departure of ves- 
sels engaged in commerce foreign and coastwise. The depth of water 
is ample after you pass the bar; itis from 12to15 feet. Thereare from 
6 to 10 feet on the bar; and by the expenditure of $300,000 we can in- 
crease that to 10 feet at low water; by the expenditure of $880,000 we 
can increase it to 15 feet; and by the expenditure of $2,500,000 we can 
increase it to from 15 to 20 feet. Georgetown is the chief commercial 

ort . 

: If I thought it necessary to weary the Senate, I could read from the 
official report of the engineers showing the immense increase of the 
commerce of these rivers terminating at Georgetown since the improve- 
ment was begun in 1880. I recall just now that by the improvement 
of the Wateree River the increase in commerce has been $25 for every 
dollar expended. In the Great Pedee River my recollection is the in- 
crease of commerce has been $23 for every dollar expended by the Gov- 
ernment, from something like $400,000 anterior to the improvement of 
1880 to a million and odd thousand dollars at the last report. 

All of these rivers terminate in this Winyaw Bay, and, as General 
Alexander has expressed it, the commerce there becomes choked up 
because ocean-going steamers can not cross the bar. 

This project was first recommended in 1882, and it has been recom- 
mended every year consecutively from that time until the present. | 
have a letter here from the Chief of Engineers to the chairman of the 
committee of the House of Representatives, dated February 25, in which 
he says: 

” OFFIcr or THE Culler or ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1888. 


Sir: Your letter of the 2ist instant, requesting to be informed why the esti- 
mate for improvement of Winyaw Bay was omitted, ete., has been received. 
In reply I have to say thatin 1882 a _—. was submitted to Congress for the 
improvement of the entrance to this . (Annual) Report of the Chief of En- 
gineers, pages 1122 to 1127, inclusive.) Upon this project no action was taken. 
Again, in 1885 a project was submitted, in compliance with the river and harbor 
act of July 5, 1854, ne W.H. Bixby, Corps of Engineers, the officer charged 
with that duty, esti to cost about $2,500,000. In the report Captain Bixby 
stated that at least $300,000 could be profitably expended in commencing the pro- 
ject, and Col. W. P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, supervising engineer, re- 
marked, in forwarding the report, that *‘ the commercial interests involved jus- 
tify such an improvement.” 

ith this report before it Congress appropriated $18,750 in the river and har- 
bor act of August 5, 1886. As the amount appropriated was too small to be ad- 
vantageously expended upon a work of such magnitude, it was a question of 
doubt with this ment whether it constitu an approval of the project 
by Congress, and therefore only $2,575.42 of this amount was expended in ob- 
taining such data as would be needed before operations could be commenced 
understandingly and the balance was withheld, and the facts reported for the 
further action of Congress, (Report of the Chief of Engineers, page 136.) 

This Department concurs in the views supemeed by Colonel Craighill, and if 
Congress approves the project the amount of $300,000 can be profitably expended 
during the next fiseal year. It is impossible to obtain any results with the ex- 
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penditure of so incons ler ible 8S tha ‘ Lb Ww h ~ 
this characterand mag ide 
Very respectfu your t 
I. Cc. DUANI 
i of J 5 . 
Il N. C. Bua 
( ( d Hart 
{ S ii of Represen I 
I can not see, in view of that state of facts, what additional informa noes , ; : 
tion Congress wants or the War Department wants before this enter- 
. ° . t { 
prise is entered upon in this bil. = : . 
I have here also a letter from a gentleman who is engaged in t 1 
steam-ship business, I believe a constituent of my distinguished fri aes 
from New York [Mr. Evarts]. This letter is addressed to Hon. Mr *) seh 
ELLIOTT, who represents that district in the other House of Cong = , 
GEORGETOWN, May 25, 158 
Dear Sire: Tnotic ec é cken out of 
and river bill the a ay ba As master of a steamer o ‘ . 
1,000 tons capacity, running | 1 this port and New York, I take the 1 rt ' I rd 
of calling your att t I t f this bei put back, and t ‘ Y 
relief so much needed g t t ‘ nN Y« \ : i 
contemy] ! di rthis Ge own trade, but who w , 
hardly be justified i present é 
At the writing of t lying at N he « 
York, and ean not! or ; 
ing twenty hours’ te, not ¢ x ; 
grind, but as a practical shipmaster who knows t l pr t ) 1 
sibili s for it when this bar is deepened to be p e the \ 
Government i can not be more advantageously h alien fn I , ‘ 
lthink o presentatives from New York would willingly aid you 5° — ‘ , 
ting the sum needed if it was properly represented to them, asthe me1 prov i the Se ) ‘ ) 
from this port goes North, and if you think they can be of any assistance, would | ment for a board. so t ma e t ) of a ‘ 
see to it on my return trip Ch I . } 
Trusting you will do all in your power for us that ve to cross t ! - ; at scl 
dangerous bar from Maine to Florida, M BUTI ‘ t 000 n exp led 1 
[ am, your obedient ser‘ t ' 
; F. C. MILLER 7 ODT 
Vu Ss ’ ( i uf Y ( t } ] o 1d 7 
Hon. G. ELiorr, Ml UT ! I 1 IT have no obje that suggestio: 
Washington, D. C. Mi VA r r ; , ‘ : ” 
The Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN] asks meif Bixby’s repo y t tl pri 1, and that ) 
has ever been adopted. Most assuredly. The supervising engineer, | parently a pr I posit n that 1 rd will now be n 
Colonel Craighill, has adopted it; the Chief of Engineers has adopted My constit ts in } caged in commerce have d 
it, and I can not understand what additional information can be s« ittent to ti ul t and with a good deal of interest } ‘ 
cured. i very intellig te of the value of ¢ 
Mr. VEST. ‘The present report estimates for this work. i ene » the views of the « 
Mr. BUTLER. Certainly it does. I shall not detain the Senate | man of the i of t ( tself, but I believ 
longer. I trust that the Senate will not concur in this amendment of | must be conceded that all that exists now matter of difference 
the Committee on Commerce. As I stated before, the appropriation | \ er there shall  prel iry consideration of it shall be 
was put in this bill after the most careful investigation by the House | the ultimate expenditure and the ultimate result, while it is admitted 
committee, and I confess I was a little surprised when I found that our | that there is to be no waste towards that result the ] nt expe! 
committee had stricken it out and recommended the appointment of a | iture shall be made. I then can see no reason why \ ould 
board of officers. proc with an amoun w of expendit fit 1 top at 12 
Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that this bay ought to be improved, | or at 15 feet or at 10 fee besides the gre ulne t tair 
and that an appropriation should be made forthe work. On the basis | this lesser elevation of the tide, it is th t ten and ex 
of the appropriation made by the House of Representatives this Win- | mental inquiry of how much good will come towards the greater « 
yaw Bay improvement should have $150,000. The engineers say that | if it be conceded, as I b e it is. that th to b ; 
$300,000 can be expended profitably during the present year, and the | the present expenditure. 
House gave $100,000. Ido not remember the discussion in the com- Now, I will agree that on the estimate of my « tituents a 
mittee in regard to it, but if I had been there I certainly should m large improvement of t Winyaw Bay should be ’ for the 
have agreed to the amendment of the committee. advantage of the country. but they are practical men. and t ' | 
Without delaying the Senate it is enough now to call attention to | like for the immediate use of commerce an increased draught t] 
the report of the Engineer Bureau. They indorse the report made by | vess' getting as n it nd afterward as experiment s 
Captain Bixby and ask that $300,000 be expended the present year. | is useful. NordoI see any disadvantage in continuing the 
As to the importance of the work I will simply call the attention of the nt which will next be considered, } d, however, that] 
Senate to a single sentence: word *‘improving,’’ in line 272, we should insert the word 
The present commerce of this bay is that of the Waccamaw, Pee Dee, Bi - , the es further improving Winyaw 
and Sampit Rivers and Georgetown Harbor, a commerce of already $7, . BUTLER. 1 was going to suggest to the ch in 
per year, carried by two hundred ocean vessels and two steamers making bi- | hans with the present language there might be n i} 
weekly trips to Charleston. | Department as to their right to expend this } ntil t report of 
I think $100,000 is a paltry appropriation to remove an obstruction | the board comes in. The amendment as reported has th ingu 
to such a commerce as that. We are appropriating $550,000 for the iin Miia ith he te aren ; 
Delaware River at the city of Philadelphia, and here now the Senator | Bay, South Car ‘ 
from South Carolina asks only an appropriation of $100,000 to remove Mr. FRYE. “Upon ¢] : a 
: ves : ; : fr. FRY] pon the plan submitted 
an obstruction to $7,000,000 of commerce, with two hundred vessels, a BUTLER - a ' t} ‘ 
says the engineer, steam-vessels, ocean-going vessels, passing through cm : igh tate * 
the bay ; ' say, ‘‘I can not spend any of this $100,000 
+O tL ; : is 7 . : Ir. FRYE. We can putin t WOI ) liat 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Missouri wa aes ’ oe ms F 
present in committee, and there was no difference of opinion in the “yy pow, pre : ey : 
* : ° a . ve . aim T ,Y AK i nse! n 
committee as to the propriety of improving Winyaw Bay. There wa 3 oy ; 
. jac < o - va. we nproy ia that { 
an entire recognition of the amount of commerce now there and of the MI BI M ER tee t at : { 
amount of commerce which probably would be brought there by reason _ a coe ( 
of the improvement; but there were these three reports that $800,000 | ,.) (°° ©"? —— to ex the | i by Capt. William H 
would produce so much water, another sum would produce so much se 
water, and $2,500,000 would produce so much water. There was not ; , 
anywhere a recognition by the Chief Engineer of any single project. ent ‘ 
Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, the Senator will permit me to So as to read: 
interrupt him. As I understand the report, the results of the expend And shall examine and rt t] ted by Cay um I 
iture of $300,000, $880,000, and $2,500,000 were all stated as the differ- | Bixby for the imps tof W 
ent stages of a single project. | Transposing the word 
Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly that is so. | » duty it s ¢ to examine the plan s itted ( 
Mr. BUTLER. So that when you get to the point of having spent r the improvement of Winya 
$300,000 you get 10 feet of water on the bar. Congress may gofurther| And striking out the words ‘‘ into the expediency of improving.” 
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Mr. FRYE. In the first place I will agree to the amendment of the 
amendment by striking out in lines 271 and 272 the words: 


Whose duty it shall be to examine into the expediency of improving Winyaw 
Bay, South Carolina. 


Mr. BUTLER. Say 

Whose duty it shall be to examine the plans submitted, 

Mr. FRYE, Striking out ‘‘into the expediency of improving Win- 
yaw Bay, South Carolina;’’ so as to read: 

Examining the plan submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United States 
Army Engineers, for improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please send up his 
proposed amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The first vote to be taken, I believe, ison the amend- 
ment of the committee striking out the appropriation. I move that 
the Senate non-concur in that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesame object will be accomplished 
by refusing to agree to the amendment without a motion. The Chair 
will put the question. Will the Senate agree to the amendment strik- 
ing out the appropriation in lines 268 and 269 ? 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce wus, in section 1, line 269, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to insert the following: 


The Secretary of Waris authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 


into the expediency of improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, upon the plan | 


submitted by Capt. William H, Bixby, United States Army Engineers, under 
date of October 26, 1884, The said board shall report to the Secretary of War, 
who shall lay its report before Congress at its next session, with the views of 
himself and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, I move to amend theamendment. After the 
word ‘‘ examine ’’ in line 272, I move to strike out ‘‘ into the expedi- 
ency of improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolinia, upon;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
the plan submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United States Army Engineers, 
under date of October 26, 1884. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. One further amendment is necessary. In line 276, 
after the date 1884, there should be inserted ‘‘ for the improvement of 
Winyaw Bay, South Carolina.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Say ‘‘said bay.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. That will do. 

For the improvement of said bay. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 286, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ to insert ‘‘ on project for securing a channel 28 feet deep 
at mean high water, from the city of Savannah to the sea;’’ and in line 
288, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ninety ’’ and insert 
‘* two hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Iinproving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement on project for 
securing a channel 28 feet deep at mean high water, from the city of Savannah 
to the sea, $200,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have thatexplained. What does 
the amendment mean? 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it simply means that the appropria- 
tion made by the House of Representatives was entirely inadequate to 
the necessity of the case, entirely too small. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the point. Iam making no objection 
to the $200,000 for this great purpose. That is quite right. But the 
amendment is ‘‘on project for securing a channel 28 feet deep,’’ etc. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator willallow me to say that there is a special 
report on the Savannah harbor, under date of January 4, 1888, which 
shows that it is practicable to obtain a depth of 28 feet of water on the 
bar at Savannah, and the committee knowing the amount of water 
which is required for commercial ships nowadays desired to adopt in 
their recommendations this special report which was made by the En- 
gineer Department for 28 feet of water. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now what is the whole thing going to cost, if we 
commit ourselves to keeping up 28 feet of water? 

Mr. BROWN. That survey was made under the authority of the 
act of 18-6, directing the survey to be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That there is no objection to. 

Mr. BROWN. Itis certified to by General Gillmore. The whole 
amount is $6,600,000 to complete the improvement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the necessity of inserting in an act of 
Congress a preliminary committal to the idea that this $200,000 must 
be spent on that project? The effect of it practically for the next two 
or three years might be that the engineers would be compelled to spenil 
it in srch a way as to be of no benefit to commerce at all for the time 
being, by digging it all out to 28 feet for 100 yards distance or how- 
ever far it might come to, leaving all the rest just as it is, whereas 
if you leave it to the discretion of the Executive Department having 





it in charge if they think it desirable to go on, Congress appropriating 
money to try to get it to 28 feet, that is all right. Why declare in the 
statute that it shall becut to 28 feet and kept there ? 

Mr. BROWN. For the reason that there have been two or three pro- 
jects for the improvement, one following another. The last was for 28 
feet of water. One hundred and eighty thousand dollars of the last 
appropriation have not been expended. The purposeis that that shall 
not be expended on the old project, but on the new project, and to put 
this $200,000 on the new project rather than to spend the $180,000 
available on the old. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there anything in the old law which requires 
them to expend it to get 22 feet? Ido not remember any such thing 
in the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. The estimate then was for a channel 22 feet deep. 
One hundred and eighty thousand dollars of the amount then appro- 


| priated has not yet been expended. We appropriate now $200,000 in 


this bill, and we want the whole of it expended on the new project 
instead of spending the balance of the former appropriation on the old. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That I can understand as a matter of administra- 
tion, but unless the present law forbids the use of the money that is 
now available to secure 22 feet in an endeavor to procure 28, then 
there is no necessity for inserting this, as I think, extraordinary pro- 
vision in the bill itself. 

Mr. VEST. Let me makea sugzestion. In line 288, after the word 
‘*dollars,’’ insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the point that I am on, because a 
great deal more will be necessary, for my friend from Georgia says over 
$6,000,000 will be necessary to get 28 feet of water. My pointis thatit 
is unusual and bad legislation for Congress in advance to declare in a 
bill that this money must be spent in an effort to produce 28 feet of 
water, because that ties up all the discretion and engineering capacity 
of the Administration (and we all know that the Administration in a 
political sense has great engineering capacity, whether it has or not in 
a physical sense) to an effort to produce a result which can not be got 
for ten years; and therefore unless the law now forbids the use of this 
money, as I do not believe it does, why, as a matter of law-making, 
you shall say this money shall be spent on the idea of getting 28 feet, 
instead of expending it on the idea of improving that river in the best 
possible way, I can not understand. 

Now I will look at the last river and harbor law, if I can find it, and 
see whether there is any limitation on the expenditure of the money 
already appropriated. [Examining the Statutes.] The provision in 
the act of 1886 is— 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $50,600, 

Is that the item which bears upon this question? 

Mr. BROWN. That was the last appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator will see that there is no limit- 
ation in the law which requires the Secretary of War to be governed 
by one attainable depth or another, but it is left, as it ought to be, to 
his conservative expenditure of that money in the best way to obtain 
all the available depth that can be got. 1 think, therefore, that this 
clause, so unusual in a bill, and committing Congress in advance for 
ten years to ihe project of attaining 28 feet at whatever cost, is anem- 


barrassment to the best use of the money rather than an aid toit. If 


I lived in that State, as far as I now understand the case, I would 
rather have those words out than in. Certainly I think it is had leg- 
islation. 

Mr. FRYE. The same thing occurs here as in the Winyaw Bay ap- 
propriation. It does make an immense difference whether Congress 
has determined to enter upon a project for a channel 125 feet wiie at 
its bottom, with a depth of 28 feet, or upon a channel 45 feet wide at 
its bottom and depth of 10 feet. All the wing-dams, all the jetties, all 
the mattresses, everything of that kind which would do in the one case 
are utterly useless in the other case. It is of the utmost importance, 
when you make an appropriation for improving a river where jetties 
and mattresses and delimiting walls and things of that kind are required 
that Congress should understand what the project is that it proposes 
to do, and that the engineers should understand it, else they may goon 
and make an expenditure of $300,000 or $400,000, and the very next 
year, if they adopt a plan of increased depth and width the whole 
amount of money expended is thrown away. It is not, as the Senator 
from South Carolina suggests, the simple taking out of so much earth; 
it is all the difference in the world whether the earth taken out is to 
be on a bottom 125 feet wideor a bottom only 100 feet wide, if vou have 
to put wing-dams and jetties and keep the scour clear, because the next 
year if you find you have to double the depth of the water and double 
the width of the channel, as likely you may, then the jetties you put 
in the year before are utterly useless, and you have to take them all 
out. 

So it is exceedingly important when you make an appropriation to 
determine exactly what your project is, if you can. I admit there are 
cases where you can not; but it strikes me these are cases where you 
can. This special report sets out everything that is to be done on the 
Savannah River, the various points in the river, and the various jetties 
to be built, the heights of the jetties, the defining walls al! the way 
down to the ocean. That is one plan to obtain 28 feet. I confess I 
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1 running hastily « rt the o ( ct proposiion { 
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Mr. FRY Chat is not so at al 
Mir. EDMUNDS. For I not find any other clause in t 
ny wher there may be on t is a very long bill, but the Ser 
can pointwit out if there is, I can ind it—in regard to any o 
other rivers or harbors named in t) ill where itis provided that 
work ull be carried on upon a particular project of securing a ] 
tic lepth of water Here is Winyaw Bay, to which my honorabl 
i ‘fers. The last bill that we passed on the subject contains no 
tement of what principle shall be employed of engineering or w! 





attained in 
It appropriates the money, and then the money being appropri 


directs the Secretary of War to make an examination and inquiry into 





improving that bay. Neither does this bill. 





a certain plan that has been submitted. 
Mr. FRY] But the committee did not do that. 


Mr. BROY I call the Senator’s attention to the very next pagé 
of the bill: 


Improving harbor at M », Ala.: Continuing 


I »bil 
project for securing a channel 23 feet deep and 280 feet wide, $250,000. 





improvement on enia 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Georgia is right; he has tound 
one other. 

Mr. BROWN. There are a number of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why are they not all so, then, if we have any ? 

Mr. BROWN. The bill is fuil of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Senators say that there are other instances of th 
character. So much the worse for the bill and so much the worse 
the principles of carrying on public works of this character, becau 
it has happened in our experience—and these reports show it—that 
to-day or last year there is a report of the Chief of Engineers that says 
a particular thing ought to be done; he carries on that exper 
a year, and he finds that that particular thing ought not to be dé 
nll, and that it is a great deal better to proceed in some other w: 
Now, if in advance by an act of Congress you provide that the thing 
to be done in a particular way and fora particular mechanical object 
{am not spe improving commercial facil 
ities, but to attain a given mechanical result on the face of the earth 
by a certain performance—then you have got to stop and Congres 
to begin again. 

For one I do not wish to engage in that kind of legislation; and at 
this moment and on the information that we have I do not wish to 
commit the tax-payers of the United States to the obligation of paying 
upwards of $6,000,000 for getting 28 feet of water in the Savannah 
River. I would rather leave it to the Secretary of War and the engi 
neers to go on upon whatever plan they clioose to take. If they thin! 
28 fect is a good plan, go ahead; and when they come for another ap- 
propriation Congress will be perfectly at liberty to understand whether 
it is likely to work out well or whether it is not 

Mr. BROWN. The bill does not commit Congress to go on and ex- 
pend for that. Might not Congress stop and not make another appro- 
priation ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is true in point of law and Constitution, un 
doubtedly, but in point of the influences—and I mean just influences 
of persuasion and committal that operate on the members of both 
Houses and are urged upon them—it is not so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 

The question being put, it was declared that the amendment w: 
agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not divide on it now, because that might 
interrupt proceedings, but I wish to reserve the amendment in th: 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be attended to when the 
bill is reported to the Senate. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, to strike out lines 289 and 
290, as follows: 

Improving harbor at San Augustine, Fla., $35,009. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examin¢ 
into the expediency of improving the harbor of San Augustine, Fla., upon the 
plan submitted by Lieut. William M. Black, United States Army Engineers, un 
der date of December 12, 1887. The said board shall report to the Secretary 
War, who shall lay its report before Congress at its next session, with the \ 
of himself and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army thereon 

Mr. CALL. I hope the amendment will not receive the sanction of 
the Senate. The improvement of this harbor is of great importance to 
the country in a national point of view. The harbors on the coast of 
Florida are of importance. Vessels passing around the capes of Flor- 
ida to engage in the commerce of the Gulf of Mexico pass within a very 
few miles of the entrance to St. Augustine Harbor. The engineers re- 
port the facts of the case very clearly. 

A Spanish map, dated 17: 
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sand dollar which will make t 3p rtatallt easy « es »th 
entire com ce that passes along the coas I think t Si ‘ 1 
t] nportance conti ng t appro} 1 made by the House 
of Representatives 
Mr. PASCO. Mr. President concur 1 l that my colleague is 
id nd I eall upon the chair 1 t9 state Ww I amo tl peen 
cen from the b I understand that no reason et en as- 
1 ¢ 
has already been a mos ireful survey made under t uct of 
{ rress, and as far back as 1829 the Go rn nt had th ] 1 
d for t purposes 0 I 
As has been already said, it is necessary as a harbor of refuge Lor 
( tance up and down the coast there } her place tow h 
( Sin ¢ S in re t It f ¥ ry reat int I that 
respect 
Th I mat I i} 3 ol do irs vested Au ‘ and 
1ents are bein ide f idditional ) und 
materials are being brought t } vater i com i 
carried on very largely by rail. 
ss there are some other reasons than those which n the 
report of the committee, I hope the Senate will non-concur in the 
n nt reported. 
FRYE. Mr. President, my judgment is that the same reason 
pp to San Augustine and to Key West as ap to Winyaw Bay. 
This is one of those shifting harbors where an improvement is made 
and in a few years it disappears. As the § trom Florida said, 
the map away back in 1791 shows it, and no project ha en agreed 
upon that is thoroughly satisfactory for the i ement is har- 
bor, nor has there been for th improvement at Key West The com- 
mittee thought it desirable that there should be a full and thorough 
investigation by a board of officers to settle what should be done at Key 
I pert ent improvement, so that whatever 





mproved over and over again and 
e thing has disappeared and all filled up again. 
Perhaps something may be done by the jettysystem. They may agree 
on something which shall be a permanent improvement, and that is all 
the committee desire. The committee did not believe that one of these 
places ought not to have $35,000 and another one ought not to have 
$25,000. That is not a large amount of money to expend on either of 
these harbors, 
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The Senator speaks for Key West. The committee did believe that 
some project should be determined upon by a beard of engineers, and 
that it should be conlirmed and ratified by the Chief of Engineers, and 
that then appropriations requisite to complete those projects should be 
made by Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the suggestion now made by the Senator from 
Maine will be accepted; but I think he is mistaken in one thing. No 
such appropriation has been made for the harbor of St. Augustine as 
he supposes, and there has not been the amount previously expended 
on it that he suggests. If this appropriation is stricken out now it 
will be postponed for another year, and I suggest that the same course 
be pursued that was pursued in regard to Winyaw Bay. 

Mr. FRYE. Lagree if Winyaw Bay is to be put back that San Au- 
gustine should be put back and Key West should be put back. They 
stand on the same bottom, all three of them. 

Mr. PASCO. That is satisfactory. We do not object to an exam- 
ination by a board of engineers. We accept that proposition. 

Mr. REAGAN, There bas been a reference to the general commerce 
at this locality. The commerce of the Gulf, passing out of the meuth 
of the Mississippi, going eastward, has to pass the capes of Florida to 


1D 
reach the Atlantic. For 400 miles, then, until reaching Cumberland 
Sound, there is no harbor of refuge. If properly improved there is a 


very good harbor at San Augustine, and if its entrance was opened it 
would afford a haven to vessels in distress, and would furnish the 
large commerce that passes around Eastern Florida a harbor of refuge 
in case of stress of weather. In addition to that 
The Secretary of War is authorized and direc 

engineer officers of the United st duty tt shall be to examine 
into the expediency of improving the harbor of San Augustine, Fla., upon the 
plan submitted by Lieut. William M. Black, United States Army Engineers, 


2d to appoint a board of three 





s Army, ' rae 





The same remark might be made about the improvement at Key 
West. A very large commerce passes out of the Gulf of Mexico around 
the capes of Florida, where there might be good harbors adjacent. No 
one familiar with the commerce of that country will donbt that there 
ought to be harbors of refuge. While I say this I do not under-esti- 
mate the local importance of these improvements; but all I desire to 
suggest is that that long distance of coast around the capes of Florida 
and up the eastern coast is without a single harbor of refuge for vessels 
coming from the Gulf. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I desire the other amendment of the committee 
to remain as it is, with the exception of inserting after the word ‘‘of,”’ 
in line 293, the word ‘‘further;’’ so as to read: 

The expediency of further improving. 

So that that report may be had which, in my judgment, is absolutely 
necessary. 1 wantthe board to determine how these harbors—they are 
the worst harbors in the world to improve—can be improved in some 
way that the improvements shall be reasonably permanent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisverytrue. I can see the forceof that; but 
where is the force of spending the money until you know what youcan 
do? The committee was right in its report. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senate in the Winyaw Bay appropriation de- 
termined the other way, and this stands on thesame bottom with Win- 
yaw Bay. Lefore the word ‘‘improving,’’ in line 293, insert the word 
**further.”’ 


Mr. CALL. I desire to say that this small amount of money may | 


be very usefully employed in temporary expedients to answer the pres- 


ent needs of commerce. I am informed by the engineer oflicer that | 


the use of this money will deepen the harbor so far as St. Augustine 
is concerned considerably for present need, but it will not be a perma- 
nent protection against the shifting sand. 

The engineer officer in charge designated a line of improvement 
which at moderate cost might be made permanent. The same is true 
in regard to Key West. It is the point of transit of all the commerce 
that passes along from Mobile to New Orleans, saving 100 miles, and 
when the prevailing winds upon the northwest channel keep it open 
this commerce has been saved this large amount of dangerous travel. 
Iam informed that the use of temporary expedients will keep these 
channels open until some permanent system shall be devised and put 
in operation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine was not clearly understood at the desk. Does he 
propose to amend the part proposed to be inserted? The Chair under- 
stands that the Committee of the Whole have disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. The first clause of the amendment was to strike out the 
appropriation of $35,000. I thought only that was voted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the amendment was to strike 
out and insert, which can not be divided. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I ask to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take it by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the action 
announced will be reconsidered. 





| 


| 





shall be inserted as I indicated: In line 293, before the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ insert the word ‘‘further.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion to strike out and insert as proposed by the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Why is not that divisible? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because the rules forbid a division 
of a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I ask unanimous consent that it may be divided 
in the two cases of Key West and St. Augustine. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the question 
will be submitted upon the motion to strike ont and also upon the mo- 
tiou to insert separately. ‘The question will first be on the motion ‘to 
strike out— 

Improving harbor at St. Augustine, Fla., $35,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
words proposed to be inserted by the Committee on Commerce as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commefce was, in section 1, line 306, after the word 
‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be used in completing the survey of the outer and 
inner bars in the harbor;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fia.: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

Mr. CALL. Why is that? 

Mr. FRYE. The surveys are provided for elsewhere. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 310, after the word ‘‘ Florida,’’ to strike ont ‘‘continuing”’ and 
insert ‘‘to complete;’’ in line 311, after the word ‘‘improvement,”’’ to 
insert ‘‘from outer bar to Mangrove or Bushy Point;’’ and in line 312, 
before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert 
‘“*tifty;’? so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Tampa Ray, Florida: To complete improvement from 
outer bar to Mangrove or Bushy Point, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 313 and 314 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving entrance to harbor at Key West, Fla., $25,000, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The Secretary of Waris authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer oflicersof the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the expediency of improving the entrance to the harbor at Key West, Fla., 
upon the plan submitted by Lieut. William M. Black, United States Army En- 
gineers, under date of May 31, 1887; the said board shall report to the Secretary 
of War, who shall lay its report before Congress at its next session, together 
with the views of himself andthe Chief of Engineers of the United States Army 
thereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that this 


y 





/ amendment is to be treated as the amendment from line 289 to 300? 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PASCO. The motion to strike out is to be considered separate 
from the other. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first part of the amendment, pro- 
posing to strike out certain words, will be considered disagreed to, and 
the amendment proposing to insert the words from line 314 to 325 will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest tothe Senator from Maine, in line 312, in the 
clause in relation to improving the harbor at Tampa Bay, after the 
words ‘‘ Bushy Point,’’ to insert “including the channel” from that 
place to the town of Tampa. 

My reason for that is that I should like the Secretary of War to have 
the discretion of continuing the improvement as it is going on from the 
town to this point. Bushy Point is the place of arrival and departure 
of steamers via Key West for Havana. ‘There has been a considerable 
amount expended upon that channel, as will appear from the report 
of the Chief of Engineers, and I think it advisable to leave the matter 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War to continuethe work that has 
been going on for years past. ‘The city of Tampa is a prosperous sea- 
port, and bids fair to bea place of great commercial importance. Be- 
tween nine and ten thousand dollars of the former appropriation remain 
unexpended which belong to this improvement, and this amount and 
some part of the $50,000 may perhaps be usefully expended in im- 
proving this channel and other parts of the bay, including the Alobia, 
which empties into the Bay of Tampa. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall be obliged to object to that. The old town of 
Tampa is now an inland town. No vessel will ever go to it or come 
from it. It is utterly useless asa harbor. It is a waste of money to 
put any money there whatever. Bushy Point is the point to which 
vessels will go hereafter, asthe Senator from Florida must well under- 
stand, and the committee have very generously and liberally provided 
money enough to make a channel for a line of steamers drawing, I 
think, 10 or 11 feet of water, has generously provided for a channel 
sufficient for that line of steamers to Bushy Point, and no more than 


Mr. FRYE. Now 1 move to amend the portion which itis proposed | enough; not a dollar of it is to be thrown away at an obsolete point 
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body, and were greatly disappointed to hear that the Senate committee has 
stricken it out of the bill. 

This really is a great misfortune to our shipping interests. With the present 
low state of the water it is impossible for vessels of any considerable carrying 
eapacity to get in or out. There is to-day a barge loaded with lumber lying on 
the bottom inside of the piers, and she will be obliged to have her load taken 
ashore by lighters. If we could have had the amount allowed by the House re- 
tained in the bill, we conld have had the channel dredged out to a depth that 
would admit large vessels. 

The letter goes on and shows that they have spent some $50,000 in 
building requisite piers, ete., by private subscription. I know the 
locality myself! It isin the neighborhood of what are called the islands 
of Lake Erie, where there is a very Jarge conimerce, mainly in grapes 
and wine. 

It is a matter of vital importance to this rapidly growing interest. 
Iam quite sure that if the Senate Committee on Commerce had had 
these matters before them they would not have rejected this appropria- 
tion, and | therefore ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The committee may have acted unadvisedly in re- 
gard to some amendments, although they examined the bill and the 
reports of the engineers with great care. I am certain, however, that 
they did not act unadvisedly in regard to this amendment. I will read 
from the report of the committee: 

In 1870 a survey of the harbor was made, which showed the channel at the 
entrance to be narrow and intricate, with a depth of only 5 feet. 

The original project provided for cutting a channel 8 feet deep through the 
outer bar, and constructing piers from the shore out to the necessary depth. 

Efforts were made, without success, duringthe years 1872, 1873, and 1874 to 
obtain a channel by dredging only, but the required depth could not be main- 
tained. 

The present project, adopted in 1875, provides for a pile revetment, running 
from the north shore of the Portage River, opposite the town, 967 feet out into 
the lake in a direction north 57 degrees east ; then inclining towards the north, 
a pile pier, about 1,500 feet long, extends to the depth of 10 feet in the lake; 
parallel to this, and 200 feet from it,an east pier, 2,600 feet long, to run out from 
the south shore of the river. It is expected that a full depth of 9 feet can be 
maintained by confining the waters of the Portage River between these piers. 

The total amount appropriated for this harbor to date is $48,000, of which 
$46,000 has been expended, and has resulted in obtaining a depth of 8 feet from 
the lake to the town. It is estimated that $42,000 will be required for the com- 
pletion of the project. The engineer in charge reports against the advisability 
of the expenditure at present on the ground that the commerce, present or 
prospective, is not such asto justify it. During the past fiscal year fifty-four 
vessels entered the port, with an average of 53.6 tons. 

They were very small vessels, and not a large number. The report 
of the engineer in charge contains the following: 

The sum of $46,000 has been appropriated and expended up to the close of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, but as the commerce of Port Clinton is small, 
and prospects for much increase in the near future are not great, it is doubtful 
whether the expenditure of the remaining $44,000 for the completion of the pro- 
posed project, under the revised estimate, would be advisable. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the committee in striking out the ap- 
propriation of $5,000 for this improvement acted upon the report of the 
engineer in charge of the work, who reports substantially against it. 
He does not at least say that it is advisable to make the further ex- 
penditure of $42,000, on account of the small commerce and the little 
prospect of any great increase in the future. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to thatis that I do not ask and would 
not ask the appropriation of $42,000 to complete this improvement, but 
J do ask that asum safticient be appropriated to dredge out and maintain 
the present condition of the improvement. If I were appearing here 
asking for $42,000 to deepen the channel it would be different; but 
all I ask isa sum sufficient to dredge out and maintain the siatus quo of 
this improvement. 

I consider this so important that I shall have to ask fora division of 
the Senate upon it. This is a small matter, simply to preserve and 
maintain by dredging the present stage of improvement upon which 
already private citizens have expended $50,000 in the faith that the 
Government would maintain what, it already had completed; and I 
hope that the committee will not object to leaving in the bill this small 
sum to make such necessary dredging as will maintain the present 
depth of water. I can not consent that the amendment shall be agreed 
to unless it shall be done by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio desire 
to have the question taken as in Committee of the Whole, or will he 
reserve the amendment fora separate vote in the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer to have the question taken now because 
it is too small a matter to be continued long. The appropriation is 
only $5,000, merely for the use of a dredge-boat. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to the 
fact that as it appears in the bill the appropriation is for continuing the 
improvement. It is to continue the plan already adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator may change the language if he 
chooses; I do not care anything about that. All we want is by dredg- 
ing to maintain the present status. That will be continuing the im- 
provement, but not according to the plan, because the money proposed 
to be appropriated would be insufficient to deepen the channel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendmeut was rejected. 


GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 








Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in the 
service of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives, which will be read 
at length. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to cer- 
tain persons employed in the service of the United States was read, the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the heads of Departments are hereby authorized to 
grant to all persons employed in the service of the United States who were 
present at the battle of Gettysburgh suficient leave of absence, without loss of 
pay, to attend the reunion to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next, 
such absence not to be taken from the allowance made by law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the joint resolution be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside 
for the consideration of the joint resolution which has just been read. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. _§Itis practically the joint resolution that passed 
the Senate a few days ago. It comes to us now as a House resolution. 

sy unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 425, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’? in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘thousand’’ where it occurs the second time, to 
strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ and after the word ‘‘ thousand’’ 
to insert ‘‘ dollars;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at St. Joseph, Mich.: Continuingimprovement, $12,000; $5,000 
to be used in improving the water channel leading up to Benton Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 463, after the word 
‘*Wisconsin,’’ to strike out ‘‘Continuing improvement”’ and insert 
‘For repairs and dredging;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis.: For repairs and dredging, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 472, before the word 
‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert— 


Eighteen thousand dollars of which appropriation shall not be available until 
the city of Oconto has caused eo to be made, to the satisfaction of the engi- 
neer in charge, to the old part of the pier built by private enterprise; 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $20,000; $18,000 
of which appropriation shall not be available until the city of Oconto has caused 
repairs to be made, to the satisfaction of the engineer in charge, to the old part 
of the pier built by private enterprise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 513, before ‘‘ Minnesota,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ Marias’’ and insert ‘‘ Marais;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 527, before the word 
‘“hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ after the word 
“‘hundred’’ to insert ‘‘and fifty;’’ and in line 528, before the word 
‘*nart,’’ to insert ‘‘any;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $350,000; which 
sum, or any part thereof, may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 
on the training-walls and channel. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 534, before the word 
‘thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ninety’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-two;’’ and after 
the word ‘“‘thousand’’ to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $62,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 547, before the word 
‘*thousand,’”’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $150,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 548, to insert: 
Improving Tillamook Bay and Bar, Oregon, $5,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 552, before the word 
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‘thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert *‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make 


the clause read: 
Continuir 


mprovement, $20,000 





Improving Lubee Channel, Ma 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 554, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘*fifty;’’ and in thesame 
line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘$20,000 of which sum to | 
expended between Bangor and Crosby’s Narrows, and $30,000 betwee 
Bucksport and Winterport, according to the last plan of the engineer 


in charge;’’ so as to make the clause read: 





Improving Penobscot River, Maine : Continuing improvemie nt, $50, $ 
of wl 1 sum to beexpended between Bangor and Crosby's Narrows i$ ” 





1 Bucksport and Winterport, according to the last plan of the enginee: 


rve 


are 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 559, after the wo 
‘*Maine,’’ to strike out ‘‘to complete’’ and insert ‘continuing 
proven nt;’’ so as to make the clause r 


y Narragaugus River, Maine 


Improv 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 565, before the wore 
‘thousand,”’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and insert 
to make the clause read: 
Improving Kennebec River, Maine, $75, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 566, to insert: 
Improving Moose-a-Bee Bar, Maine: Continuing improvemen 5 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 570, to insert: 
Improving Bellamy River, New Hanipshire, $10,00 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert 
make the clause read: 


Improving Pawtucket R Rhode Island: Cont ing improvement, Sx 


000 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 588, after the word 
‘‘improvement,’’ to strikeout ‘‘twenty ’’ and insert ‘* twenty-eight; 
so as to make the clause read: 


For removing Green JacketShoal, Providence River, Rhode Island: Contin 
ulng Improvement, 325,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 591, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’”’ to strike out ‘‘ five ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $10,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 594, after the word 
**Connecticut,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ and in 
line 595, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘$25,000 of which may 
be expended in commencing the construction of a breakwater at the 
mouth of said river;’’ soas to make the clause read: 

Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $35,000; $25,000 of which may be 
expended in commencing the construction of a breakwater at the mouth of 
said river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 599, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-five;’’ 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ which may 
be expended at any point between Norwich and New London;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $65.00 
which may be expended at any point between Norwich and New London. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 622 to line 625, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Grass River at Massena, N. Y.: The Secretary of War is author 
ized and directed to expend the balance remaining on hand of the sum hereto- 
fore appropriated in dredging operations according to the original plan 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 627, before the word 
*‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to mak« 
the clause read: 

Improving Maurice River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $10,0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 629, before the word 
*‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;”’ in li 
630, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “two” 
‘*seven;’’ after the word ‘‘thousand’”’ to insert ‘‘five hundred: and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ used,’’ to insert ‘*to complete im- 
provement;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


and insert 


Improving Passaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $35,000 
which $7,500 are to be used to complete improvement above Newark. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 653, before the word 


thousand to strike out ‘“‘ forty-five and insert 
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Mr. REAGAN. ‘I{did not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. BLAI&. I only suggested that it seemed to be worthy of atten- 

tion that this was within $1,000,000 of the amount of the school bill. 
Mr. REAGAN. 1 think it is about as absurd as the school bill was. 


Mr. FRYE. When the Great Kanawha River was proposed to be | 


improved in about the same way there were a great many who said that 
was absurd; but yet it has increased the output of coal from, I think, 
4,000,000 tons to about 16,000,000 tons, and has decreased the cost to the 
consumer from 50 cents to a dollaraton. I refer to the improvement 
of those dams in the Great Kanawha. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator that the output of 
coal was increased from 4,048,300 tons to 23,233,374 tons, 

Mr. FRYE. I thank the Senator for the correction. It is an illus- 
tration of what may be done by the improvement of these rivers. 

In the bill as it came from the other House there was a proposition 
for the purchase from the Monongahela Navigation Company of the 
upper lock and dam, the proposition being ultimately to appropriate to 
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the United States by purchase all of the dams on the lower Mononga- | 


hela River. 

Mr. REAGAN, I suppose Iam misunderstood. I was discussing 
the item beginving at line 738 for the improvement of the Ohio River. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, and I was leading up to that by a reference to the 
Monongahela River. The committee determined to strike out the pro- 
posed purchase of those dams, not believing that it was proper at this 
time to enter upon that expenditure, but it was shown to the commit- 
tee that the Ohio River at the points named here could be very greatly 
improved by the construction of movable dams at a cost of $100,000 
apiece, and that four movable dams would be all that would be neces- 
sary to complete the entire improvement of the upper Ohio River, as I 
understand it. In the judgment of the committee it was thought en- 
tirely proper to enter upon that work, as it was now thought improper 
to purchase the Monongahela works. My impression is that the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] understands the matter fully. 

Mr. REAGAN. The illustration offered by the Senator from 
Maine is hardly precisely in point. There are no movable dams on 
the Kanawha River; there are locks and dams on that river. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] informs me that I am mis- 
taken. Then they have been of recent construction. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that on 
the upper part of the Kanawha River fixed dams are built because of 
the conditions which apply to ordinary and low water. In other 
words, the fall is great and in open stages the navigation is not large, 
but below Cannelton on the Kanawha are the movable dams. We 
need on the Kanawha River the benefit of this improvement only in 
low stages of water. In the ordinary stages the Kanawha is a good, 
successful, navigable stream, but in low stages of water, on account of 
the fall, the channel gets low and hence becomes unnavigable. In the 
ordinary stages of water these dams are lowered so that there is a 200- 
foot passage-way in the dams that allows the navigation to go on, just 
as it would without any improvement. 

Mr. REAGAN. This proposed improvement on the Ohio is below 
the Kanawha? 

Mr. KENNA. Oh, no; it is 240 miles above. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it above or below Pittsburgh? 

Mr. KENNA. It is below Pittsburgh. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me inguire of the Senator from West Virginia if the 
movable dam at Pittsburgh did not work perfectly ? 

Mr. KENNA. There never was any trouble, I understand, about 
the work of the movable dam except in the exigencies growing out of 
the conditions, which were abnormal this last winter, on account of the 
ice, so that they could not lower the dam. 

Mr. REAGAN. The dam was built at Pittsburgh for the purpose 
of making a harbor there in which vessels might rest, in which they 
might load and unload; but it was presented to the committee who had 
charge of this subject at the time I speak of that the expense of the 
improvement of the Ohio River would be as I have stated. It is an 
open river for navigation, not like the upper part of the Kanawha, ot 
which the Senator from West Virginia speaks, where movable dams 
were built on account of the great fall of the river; but in the Ohio 
River they already have good navigation. It was deemed then of 
very doubtful expediency and of very great expense, the amount that 
I suggested a while ago. 

The dam which was built at Pittsburgh was constructed at very con- 
siderable expense, costing not a hundred thousand dollars, but several 
hundred thousand dollars; I do not remember how many hundred 
thousand dollars. It was built there for the purpose of making an ar- 
tificial harbor for the rest and security of vessels—not especially in the 
interest of navigation, but for the making of a harbor for the rest of 
vessels, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think I heard the answer of the Senator 
from Maine, if indeed he answered the question of the Senator from 
Texas, as to the probable cost of carrying out this plan, if it is entered 
upon. 

Mr. FRYE. Iunderstand that only four movable dams are required, 


and that they will cost about a hundred thousand dollars apiece. That 
is, as I recollect, the testimony before the committee. I know the com- 
mittee unanimously agreed upon this proposition. It was presented 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY] practically as a sub- 
stitute for the Monongahela provisiou which follows it, and the com- 
mittee were satisfied that it was something which ought to be done. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask what the nature of the testimony was 
about the cost of each dam being $100,000? Did it come from any 
engineer ? 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that it did, from letters of the en- 
gineers. 

Mr. REAGAN. All [have to say is that the dam above this point, 
at Pittsburgh, cost many hundred thousand dollars, and my opinion 


| is that it cost over half a million dollars. 


Mr. FRYE. The appropriation for the one dam at the mouth of 
Beaver River is just $100,000. That is to complete it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be asmaller stream. The Ohio River isa 
good, large river. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] presented 
to the committee an estimate from the engineers of the cost at $100,000 
each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, to strike out the clauses from line 745 to 
line 802, inclusive, as follows: 

The Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to negotiate 
for and purchase, at a cost not to exceed $161,733.13, lock and dam number 7, 
otherwise known as “the Upper Lock and Dam,” and its appurtenances, of the 
Monongahela Navigation Company, a corporation organized under the laws of 
Pennsylvania, which lock and dam number 7 and its appurtenances constitute 
a partof the improvements in water communication in the Monongahela River, 
between Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, and a point at or near Mor- 
gantown, in the State of West Virginia. And the sum of $161,733.13, or somuch 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for consummating said purchase, the same 
to be paid on the warrant of the Secretary of War, upon full and absolute con- 
veyance to the United States of the said lock and dam number 7, and its appur- 
tenances, of the said Monongahela Navigation Company. 

In the event of the inability of the Secretary of War to make voluntary pur- 


” 


chase of said lock and dam number 7 and its appurtenances for said sum of 
$161,733.13, or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation 
of said lock and dam number 7 and its appurtenances, said condemnation pro- 
ceedings to be as prescribed and regulated by the provisions of the general rail- 
road law of Pennsylvania, approved February 19, 1849, and its supplements, 
except that the United States shall not be required to give any bond, and except 
that jurisdiction of said proceedings is hereby given to the circuit court of the 
Unitea States for the western district of Pennsylvania, with right of appeal by 
either party to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That in esti- 
mating the sum to be paid by the United States the franchise of said corpora- 
tion to collect tolls shall not be considered or estimated ; and the sum of $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the necessary costs 
of suid condemnation proceedings; and upon final judgment being entered 
therein the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to draw his war- 
rant onthe Treasury for the amount of said judgmentand costs, and said amount 
for the payment thereof is hereby appropriated out of any moneys ip the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. And when said lock and dam number 7 and 
its appurtenances shall have been acquired by the United States, whether by 
purchase or condemnation, the Secretary of War shall take charge thereof, and 
the same shall thereafter be subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser- 
vation for certain public work on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 5, 1884. , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill; and having read the 
item for improving New River, West Virginia, at line 805, 

Mr. KENNA said: Iask thechairman of the Committee on Commerce 
to allow that paragraph to stand. I may have occasion toask the con- 
sent of the Senate to offer an amendment which will involve the mere 
phraseology of the paragraph when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. To which item does the Senator refer? 

Mr. KENNA. I refer to the New River improvement. I have a 
letter from the engineer in charge of that improvement, who suggests 
a modification of the phraseology to secure the general result, but I 
have it not at hand. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator desires to have it passed over for the pres- 
ent? 

Mr. KENNA. Ishould like to have it passed over for the present, 
so that I may change the phraseology. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no occasion for passing it 
over. The paragraph will be open to amendment in the Senate. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 815, before the word 
‘“hundred,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ one’? and insert ‘‘ two,’’ and after 
‘*hundred ’’ to insert ‘‘ and forty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N. C., $245,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatneedsan explanation, as it more than doubles 
the appropriation in the bill as passed by the other House. I should 
like to hear the report of the engineer upon that subject. 

Mr. RANSOM. The clerk of the committee will hand the Senator 
the report of the engineer. This is the amount estimated to complete 
the present plan of that improvement. It completes theimprovement. 
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and in line 827, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘five”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers from the mouths to the falls at Rocky 
Mount, N, C.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 829, to insert: 
Improving Lumber River, North Carolina, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 832, after the aii’ 
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them, though it is not spread over as much surface, as the Yadkin 
Kiver; but we have never thought of asking Congress to appropriate 
money to clear out the sand-bars, shoals, rocks, and ledges to get 2 
feet of depth of water for imaginary navigation. 

If this is really a nationa! work, then the rivers in Vermont that I 
allude to are too. It would be a great local convenience to the neigh- 
borhoods in getting to the railroads with their products and so on; but 
having been brought up Jeffersonian Democrats, we were really under 
the impression that those streams are not streams of that national and 


‘North Carolina,”’ to strike out “ continuing improvement, five,’? and | Constitutional importance which under the authority of Congress to 


insert ‘‘ {rom its mouth to Clarksville, Va., forty;’’? soas to make the 
clause read: 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina, from its mouth to Clarksville, Va., 
$49,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 834, to insert: 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina, $10,000, 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
RANSOM | if this ‘‘ Yadkin River, North Carolina, $10,000,”’ is the iden- 
tical Yadkin River which is contained in a report from the Secretary of 
War of ‘‘ localities unworthy of improvement by the General Govern- 
ment.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM. No, Mr. President. The chairman of the commit- 


tee had the kindness to call my attention to that matter. This is not 


the improvement alluded to in that report. 


lusion is madein the report of the engineer was made under an amend- 
ment which I had placed upon a river and harbor bill some years ago. 
‘The engineer reported upon the improvement, and I have never asked 
for a cent in reference to that part of the river. There is another part 
of the river away above that, which has heen the subject of improve- 
ment since 1879 in this body. The chairman of the committee will 
find in the engineer’s report a strong report from Captain Bixby, and 
the amount here proposed to be appropriated is recommended by the 
local engineer and by the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like toask the Senator from North Caro- 
lina if there are two Yadkin Rivers in North Carolina? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; there are not two Yadkins there. The 
Yadkin River is a very long river. It rises in the mountains of North 
Carolina and goes down through North Carolina and out through South 
Carolina into the Pee Dee. The part of the Yadkin River that has 
been surveyed and which the surveyor says ought not to be improved 
(the part to which the Senator from Maine alluded), lies partly in South 
Carolina and partly in North Carolina, on which are the narrows of 
the Yadkin, and that proposed improvement has been condemned 
by the board of engineers. The same board of engineers before and 
since have recommended the improvement of another part of the river. 

Some $80,000 have already been expended upon the improvement 
of the river, and successful results have been obtained from it. The 
report of the engineer shows that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from North Caro- 
lina where the other Yadkin River is that the Senator from Maine re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. RANSOM. It is a part of this same Yadkin River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it a branch? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; it is a continuation of the main stream. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Then this is the river that is described in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers. This river ‘‘has a total length ot 
about 200 miles and a drainage area of 4,320 square miles,’’ somewhat 
less, I was going to say, than the city of Washington, including the 
flats; but rather more. 

The Yadkin River, North Carolina, has a total length of about 200 miles and 
a drainage area of 4,320 square miles. Its middle third,extending from the 
railroad bridge near Salisbury 64} miles upward to the foot of Bean Shoal, is the 
only portion so farunder improvement by the General Government. This por- 
tion of the Yadkin River, prior to governmental improvement in 1880,had a 
slope of about 2 feet to the mile,and its navigation was completely obstructed 
by rock ledges, fish and mill dams,and numerous shoals, with a greatest depth 
of | foot at ordinary low water on some of its shoals and ledges, Its river com- 
merce was therefore nothing. The original project of 1879 proposed, for $82,000, 
to secure a 2.5 to 3 foot steam-boat navigation during the entire year over the 644 
miles above the Salisbury railroad bridge. 

This estimate must have been based mainly upon theoretical considerations, 
since subsequent practice showed that this sum was sufficient to give the de- 
sired depth of navigation for only two-thirds of the year and over only one-third 
of the distance, A personal examination of the river over the 32 miles above the 
Salisbury railroad bridge (made as soon as possible after assuming charge in 
1886) confirmed these points, and moreover showed me the agricultural rich- 
ness of the river basin and its urgent need for transportation facilities. By care- 
ful consideration of the original estimates as checked by my personal examina- 
tions and recent surveys, the estimates for the tinal cost of the work necessary 
to give the desired oe te over the entire 64} miles, and during only mean winter 
stages of water (two-thirds of the year) are herewith raised to $400,000, 

I do not think it is necessary to read any more, Mr. President. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wonder that my honorable friend from 
North Carolina says he hopes not, because the reading is not altogether 
encouraging for this sort of an appropriation. The little State that I 
have the honor in part to represent has several rivers that are not so 
long but are a good deal deeper, so that they have as much water in 





regulate commerce the people of Vermont had a right to ask the na- 
tional Treasury to put in order for their passage. 

I must say, with great respect to my friend from North Carolina and 
with the respect that I have for the Cape Fear River, which has been 
explained, that it docs not appear to me that the Yadkin River falls 
within the class that Congress ought to deal with; but I suppose there 
is no help forit. I have tried it a good many years without any suc- 
cess, 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, we have heard this talk before in 
reference to the Yadkin River. I have not thought it either necessary 


| or proper for me, and I do not think it is now, to inquire more than 


we have done upon the Committee on Commerce in reference to the 
rivers in Vermont. We have generally tried to treat them just as we 
have treated the rivers in North Carolina and elsewhere. 

This is not a new improvement. Since 1579 this improvement has 


been upon the river and harbor bills. 
The Yadkin River is a very long stream. The survey to which al- | 
. 5 y 


I did not say that I hoped the Senator from Vermont would not read 
any further because I was afraid of the report. I knew he would read 
all that would be pertinent tothe subject. Let me say to that Senator 
that this is a very great improvement to the section of country through 
which it is to go. It isa part of North Carolina, and a large and re- 
spectable part of the State heretofore absolutely cut off from improve- 
ment. Ifthe Senator will do me the kindness to read on in the report 
he will see that the engineer says so, and that when this improvement 


| is completed it will largely develop a commerce which is now almost 
| nothing, and prove of great benefit to that section of the State. 


I ask pardon of the Senate for taking up any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. MayTI ask the Senator, before we leave this item, 
because it will illustrate a great many other items in the bill, and I 
know my friend’s State can stand it as well as any, how many months 
in the year this river is navigable at al], even with the improvement? 

Mr. RANSOM. If this improvement is made, in my judgment the 
river will be navigable the year round. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Howmany months in the year is it navigable now 
for vessels drawing 2 feet of water? 

Mr. RANSOM. The river is now scarcely navigable at all. This 
improvement is making it navigable. This improvement is intended 
to make the river navigable for 64 miles. 

Mr. President, there is scarcely a river in this country that at one 
time did not fail to be navigable because of obstructions at its mouth. 
We heard the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to-day elo- 
quently and forcibly represent that commerce was checked at the 
mouth of a river unless you took out the obstructions, We have 
heard the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] upon the same subject. 
I may be mistaken about it, but I think I have known the Senator 
from Vermont to represent to the Committee on Commerce that with 
a very small appropriation made to what appeared to be a small stream 
in the State of Vermont it would become a very great convenience to 
the public. No doubt he represented it correctly. Just so when this 
stream is cleaned out, if this improvement goes on, it will be a great 
thing for that part of North Carolina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is no railroad along that river, I dare say 
it would, if you can make a river there. It may be like that other 
river, [ think it was in North Caroiina, in the time of one of my friend’s 
predecessors who had an amendment of this kind to a bill, and the re- 
port of the engineers was read; and it appeared from the report of the 
engineers, soberly and truly and officially made, that the river could 
be made navigable, but in order to do it, it was necessary to build pump- 
ing works on the other side of the mountain and pump water over to it; 
and it was estimated that it would cost so much, not a very extravagant 
sum, a million or two of dollars. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is a piece of imagination on the part of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notatall; Iam speaking with all truth and sober- 
ness. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator means to tell the truth about it; but 
let me show him just how far he is mistaken. I suppose the Senator 
thinks that it may be a little bit interesting to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure, Mr. President. 

Mr. RANSOM. There was a survey at one time in reference to what 
we hoped might be a great water way. It was attractive to my friend 
going down to shoot ducks in Currituck. 

Mr. BUTLER. The French Broad ? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir;it wasa hundred miles from the French Broad, 
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away down on the Atlantic Ocean, where you could hear the great 
surf and the waves beat. We had a survey made so as to see what 
could be done. A brilliant engineer, as the Senator from Vermont 
said, mpenes that it would be very practicable if they had wate! 
enough, but he said he knew no way in the world of getting water 
there. He said perhaps that some body had suggested that it could 
be pumped up, but nobody ever dre: amed of doing that. Nobody has 
ever made a suggestion about it. That had nothing in the world to 
do with the improvement under consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. What part of the Yadkin is it proposed to improve 

Mr. RANSOM. From tbe main line of the Richmond and Danville 
Railroad, going on this side of Salisbury up to the mount: mae, 64 miles 
I wish my friend from Vermont could go down and look at the Yad 
kin, see it on a rise or swell, or see it when it was low in the 
season, although itis a perpetual stream. My impression is that ther 
is no stream in the United States that falls less during the 
season than the Yadkin, for it is made up of mountain streams t hat com 
pguring down. If my friend from Vermont could go down there one 
day with me, he would be ashamed of every river in Vermont. He 
would say, » Well, the Senators from North Carolina from time imme 
morial have been trifling; they ought to have had more money; instead 
of having a few thousand dollars they ought to have had a million or 
l pent upon this great stream.”’ 


summe 


summel 


two millions of dollars s 
A few years ago the Senator from Vermont had these same ideas about 
the Cape Fear, but he went downand saw it with the engineer and his | 
friends. Our people were glad to see him there, and carried him d 
to South Hope. formerly Smithfield. He went down the river, and 
when he saw the breadth and the depth and glory of Cape Fear River, 
he came back and, except a little irony, he has not said one word about 
it since. He has always admitted it to be a great and good stream. 

Mr. President, I wish that I was in the humor to speak to-day, but 
this weather is too warm. I wish we were not here in open Senate; 
I wish we were in executive session, so that I might describe that rive 
of love which the Senator from Vermont has been inviting the Com 
mittee on Commerce to see. I have seen that distinguished Senator 
send for three different maps and charts, and special ones, before he 
could find the river he wanted to get an appropriation for. 

Mr. BUTLER. In Vermont? 

Mr. RANSOM. In Vermont. The < 
every Senator here will bear me out in the 
there is no imagination in that. And now he comes and fights the 
Yadkin. It was right to improve the creek up in Vermont, but, as a 
Senator once told me, he hoped I would give better names to my rivers 
in North Carolina. I think I would change the name Otter and make 
it Attar—Attar of Roses. I do not know much about perfumery, but 
I know the Yadkin isa te big river, and when my friend comes 
down some Gay and looks at it he will see that I was right in trying to 
have it improved, and he will thank me for it. 

Whenever there has been an improvement suggested in my State and 
I became s 


chairman of the committee and 


it. Where I thought it would do no good, I have abandoned it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As to the Vermont river, my friend is drawing, 
as he well may, because he has a boundless fountain, upon his imag- 
ination; but it is very pleasant to hear him even when he is speaking 
of imaginative matters, as well as it is when he is speaking of matters 
of fact. 
the Yadkin River. I am not entirely ignorant of it. I have crossed 
it four times within the last six months; but I did not have half the 
hesitation on either occasion that Cesar is said to have had about 
crossing the Rubicon, which I believe the Roman Senate never appro- 
priated anything for the i improvement of, so far as I have read. 

But the Yadkin River is a great river. The Senator says he wishes 
I could see it on its rise and flush, or whatever you call it, and he i 


supported by the engineer in that respect, for the engineer says that all | 


the works of clearing the river channel were prevented before June, 
1887, by high water. Then he goes on to add that when the high water 


got down the water was so low that nobody could do anything with the | 


river. It is very high in high time. 
it in low time. 
water. 


There really is not any water in 
I will read just what the engineer says about the low 
I read literally what he said about the high water. 

Seventy-seven thousand two hundred and sixty-five dollars and ninety cents 
has been spent, in all, upon this improvement up to June 30, 1857 

It is a pity they had not put on it the odd 10 cents— 
in securing a good channel for flat-boats (and only an indifferent channel for 
steam-boats) of 40 to 70 feet width— 

That is the channel, not the steam-boat, I presame— 


and from 2 to 2} feet depth during mean winter stages of water 
of the year) from the Salisbury railroad bridge, ‘ 
good’ s Mill. 


eight months 
21 miles upward, to ‘above Sw ice 
No river commerce has yet been created— 


Seventy-seven thousand dollars has not got any river commerce for a 
single foot of that stream— 


and none is expected until the improvement reaches Bailey’s Ferry, 35 miles 
above the Salisbury railroad bridge. 


I can not infer from what I have 
North Carolina that for this 21 miles there is a desert, an impassable, 
uncultivable mountain region, that is incapable of habitation, and that 


satisfied it was not right and was not good, I have abandoned | 


I have no doubt about the necessity of the improvement of | 


seen of the magnificent State of 
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does not rejoice in tobacco, and wheat, and corn, and cattle, and horses 
and all that makes North Carolina so famous. But $77,000, speaking 
seriously, spent upon 21 miles of this river and making 24 feet depth 
of water in the winter when the water is high, has not yet produced 
any commerce at all. 

“lean say in all seriousness to my friend 
thing I can for North Carolina, but 
North Carolina, or 


that I am glad to do uny- 
I do not want to tax the people of 
Vermont either, to try to make the Yadkin River 


1 navigable stream, unless we go into the pumping business and get 
some water 1n 

Mr. come I do not want to say anything more about this 
matter, because my friend from Verm mt has touched me so lightly 
upon the } adkin that l ought to be thankful to him. Some enviou 
gentlemen on this side of etches en ie illy suspecting me of be- 
ing on too good terms with that Senator and getting him to help the 


wnendment through. But there 

stated was spent upon the river. 

$77,000 were 

nd tl it is 


is no doubt that the amount of money 
The Senator from Vermont says that 
spent to secure a channel 70 feet wide and 2) feet deep, 
an enormous sum and will ruin the country. If the 
Senator ieee Vermont would think for one second he would 
that there is not a railroad in this country carried through a hilly or 

intainous region that does not cost from $30,000 to $77,000 a mile 


to construct it. Then you canrun but one train upon it, 


a 
< 


and here you 


| can run boats up and down and throug! h the stream as you please 


| try. Why was it? 


statement. He knows 





| ginia upon which a dollar was « 


I 
merce on the Yadkin. It is true 


Until last year there was no commerce o 
eh the Mussel Shoals, and there will be on that 
perhaps the greatest internal commerce in this coun- 

It was because the work had not been completed 
as the work is completed and steamers can go throu 
will see commerce there, 


It is said there i there is 
no commerce on It yet. 
Tennessee River throu 


. 1 
river 1n the tuture 


is no com 


1 the 


jut as soon 


gh you 


just as the engineer says there will be no com- 


merce on the Yadkin until the improvement is completed up to a cer- 
tain point, and then it will come in. 

fhe Senator from Vermont is right when he says that itis not a 
desert land. It does produce tobacco, corn, wheat, and much more. 


Make this improvement and a valuable commerce will be developed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I becameso mystified and delighted 
with the eloquence of my friend from North Carolina that I forgot to 
ul the re port of the engineer in charge, of the 15th of December, 1887, 
upon this subject of the practicability of making the Yadkin as avail- 
able for the purposes of navigation as its intrinsic merits undoubtedly 
ititle it to. Here is what the engineer 


says 


Since the date of this preliminary report I have examine d the river in person 


7 


in a small row-boat, over the entire length above speciftie« 
That is the length proposed to be improved— 
and at a time when the water was at nearly its lowest stage. The middle 





portion of this river from the Grassy 
to be comparatively level, 


These 16 miles— 
at low water for boats drawing 4 feet 
That is very good— 


but there would be no way of connecting 


sland Shoals upward 16 miles, was found 
and in itself could be easily made navigable”’ 


this navigation to other nav ible 


parts of the river below, or even to nearest railroad, except at a cost to-day out 
of proportion tothe resulting benefits. The rest of this river, the general feat- 
ires of th2 whole river, the cost of its improvement, and the statistics of com 


merce were found to be practically as already described in the preliminary re- 
port, to which you are referred for fuller details 

In my opinion this river-basin is one of considerable water-power and of 
great agricultural wealth, but at the same time one which is at present best 
adapted to development by the construction of a railroad up its valle 
stead of by the improvement of its water ways. Moreover, the peo; 
the river appear anxious to have an open passage cut through the ex 
dams, more to allow fish to ascend the river than to factlitate the ri 
merce 

That was the case, I believe, several years ago in West Virginia, be- 
fore either of the present Senators was here, where an appropriation 
had been obtained in a preceding year, and it was made the foundation 
for a secondary one for cutting away the brush and the logs in a cer- 
tain stream in West Virginia, and it was found on examination that 
that stream was not either nationally or locally a navigable stream at 
all, and that the only benefit that would accrue to the public—and that 
I admit is a great benefit—would be to fishermen (including Senators) 


who go up and down in canoes fishing for trout, for it is a very good 
trout stream. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator will pardon me. Ido not quite under- 
stand to what stream in West Virginia he alludes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ican not remember the name of it. As I said, 


it was before the Senator came into this body, or his colleague either. 
Mr. KENNA. I believe I have read of streams so characterized by 
the newspapers; but no su h stream in West Virginia has ever received 
an appropriati ion fron neg ess. There is nota err in West Vir- 
er appropriated where there could not 
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Senator himself the absolute 
propriety of the appropriation and its benefit totheGovernment. The 
West Virginia Senators have ample opportunity for fishing withou 
asking appropriations for trout streams. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very glad to know that 
ning and the end of my friend’s discourse—— 
Mr. KENNA. And in the middle of it. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. And Irepeat, withoutusing it in any Pickwickian 
sense, that my recollection is at fault if there does not appear either in 
a bill or an act of Con gress—I can notsay thatit becamealaw—a propo 
sition for catting out the brash and logs in a certain stream, and that 
with what light we could get at the time, ten or a dozen or fifteen years 
ago, loraught | know, it appeared that the only value that stream had to 
anybody besides floating logs was the value of its fishery interest, which, 
of course, we Republi e all for just at this present time. 

Now, IT come the rest of this report of the engineer about the 
Yadkin— 

Moreover, the people along the river appear anxious to havean open passag 
cut through the existing fi sh- dams, more to allow fish to ascend the river than 
to facilitate river commerce 

Since making the above-descril 
similar nature 


blicans ar 
back to 


ved examination, I have visited other rivers of 


I suppose North Carolina, like Damascus, has a good many other rivers 
than the one mentioned in Scripture— 


upon which there 
tion 

Asa result of all these examinations, lam now of the opinion that the steep 
descent of the ‘ adkin River, its comparatively small volume of water at ordi- 
nary stages, and its large extent of rocky bottom render any extended naviga- 
tion of this river impracticable except by the aid of locks and dams and the ex- 
tensive removal of rocks between these dams; that the cost of any such im- 
proved navigation (even for rafts and barges) is here altogether too great (s 
preliminary report), in comparison with the advantages to be derived there from. 
until the mineral resources of the river-basin are much more fully developed 
than at present; and that under these circumstances, this river, within the 
limits of the prescribed examination, is not to-day worihy of improvement by 
the General Government. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


already exists a more or less successful pole-boat naviga- 


WM. H. BIXBY, 
Captain of Lngin< ers. 
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Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, if the Senator from Vermonthad paid 
atteition to the inquiries suggested to me by the chairman of the com- 
mittee and to the attempt I made to make my answer clear, he would 
have seen that he is now reading from a different survey entirely—a 
survey not of the part of the stream on which the improvement is to 
be made, but a survey 50 miles below it and in no way connected 
with it. 

Why, Mr. President, this same engineer and the Chief of Engineers 
in the reports before us recommend this improvement agd make an es- 
timate for it, putting it down at $10,000. That is a different part of 
the stream. ‘That is a part of the stream that I said to-day I never had 
asked an. never would ask an appropriation for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amen'!- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
nays on this, 

i¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the yeas and nays. 

‘V he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Myr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Ido not know how he 
would vote if present; therefore I refrain from voting. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 


I think we can safely divide or have the yeas aud 


The Senator from Vermont asks for 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Llinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. My pair is with the Senator from Mlinois [Mr. Cur- 
10M], a member of the Committee on Commerce, and as this is a com- 
mittee amendment I consider myself at liberty to vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam informed upon inquiry that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would vote “yea” upou this proposition, if present, and 
I therefore record my vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock]. If he were here, I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. QuAY]. Ido not know how he would vote if present. 

Mr. RANSOM. He would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLAcKbuRN ], but I am informed that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea’ on thisamendment, and therefore 
I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


I am paired with 


I am 
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The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
tn, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Faulkner, Kenna, Ransom, 

Blodg rett, Frye, McPherson, Sawyer, 
B rown, Gorman, Manderson, Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell, Vest. 

Hale, Morgan, 

( cha e, Hampton, Paddock, 

‘ ph, Hawley, Payne, 

NAYS—6. 
Allison, Davis, George, Platt. 
Chandler, Kdmunds, 
ABSENT—4L. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Palmer, Stewart, 
Beck, Eustis, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Farwell, Plumb, Teller, 

blackburn, Gibson, Quay, Vance, 
Seuve n, Harris, Reagan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hearst, Riddleberger, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Hoar, Saulsbury, Wilson of Maryland. 
Colquitt, lugalls, Sherman, 
Culliom, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Danie Morrill, Stanford, 


T he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 
absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Che roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Allison, Davis, Hawley, fansom, 
Bate Dolph, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Bec k, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
err y, Evarts, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Blair Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, 
! Blods ett, Frye, Manderson, Turpie, 
srown, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Butle Ys Gorman, Paddock, Walthall, 
Ca! Gray, Paseo, Wilson of Md, 
‘ ian Hale, Payne, 
Chan ler Hampton, Piatt, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll shows the pres- 
ence of 45 Senators. A quorum being present, further proceedings 
under the roll-call will be dispensed with, if there be no objection. 
The Secretary will call the roll upon the question of agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it is quite evident with the number of 
ore that there is no quorum to vote on this bill at this stage; and I 
move therefore that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) 


| the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 28, 1888, at 12 


o’ clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1888. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W. H. MiLBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS, 1887. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
| and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied with 
selected correspondence relating to foreign affairs for the year 1857. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 25, 1888, 

INDIAN SCHOOLS, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying correspondence, 
a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claim 
of the Board of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church for im- 
provements made on the grounds of the Indian school at Albuquerque, 
N. Mex.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House communications from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and of law 
in the following spoliation claims; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, namely: 

Ship Speculator, Charles Frances Adams, administrator, and others, 
claimants; : 

Schooner Elizabeth, Frederick J. Huntington, administrator, and 
others, claimants; 

Sloop Farmer, Charles Francis Adams, administrator, and others, 
claimant ; and 

The brig Sallie, Charles T. 
claimants. 


Lovering, administrator, and ethers, 
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important proposition is thrown upon the House at the end of this bill, 
and it ought to have some discussion. 


Mr. WEAVER. 


tleman was not present. 
Rk. There can be no debate, except by unanimous 


The SPEAKE 
consent, 
Mr. COBB. 


lowed for debate upon the proposition. 
%. Willthe gentleman indicate the time ? 


The SPEAKEI 
Mr. COBB. 
The SPEAKEI 


Mr. COBB. Y 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Mr. SPRINGE 


in favor of the an 
Mr. ANDERS( 
Mr. ROGERS. 

azain reported. 


The amendment was again read. 


Half an hour. 


Mr. Speaker, it has been discussed, but the gen- 


I ask unanimous consent that a limited time be al- 


t. Isuppose to be divided equally between the op- 
posers and supporters of the amendment ? 


es. 


I object. 


Is there objection ? 


Rk. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Alabama be allowed five minutes in opposition to this amendment, and 
that the same length of time be given to some gentleman on this side 


1endment. 
IN, of Kansas, 


I call for the regular order. 


I ask unanimous consent that the amendment be 


The question being taken, there were—yeas 131, nays 38, not voting 


155; as follows: 


Abbott, 

Allen, Mass. 
Ailen, Miss. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, 
Lacon, 

Baker, N. Y. 
Baker, Il, 
narnes, 

Barry, 

Bayne, 
Bianchard, 
Bland, 

Blount, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va. 
Browne, Ind, 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Burrows, 
Campbell, F., N.Y, 
Candler, 
Caruth, 

Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cothran, 


Anderson, Ill. 
Biggs, 
Breckinridge, Ky, 
Bunnell, 

Cobb, 

Darlington, 
Davidson, Ala. 
Dingley, 

Dorsey, 

Felton, 


Adams, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Bankhead, 
Belden, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Brewer, 
Brower, 
Brown, Ohio 
Brumm, 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y. 
Cannon, 
Cariton, 
Catchings, 
Clark, 
eee, 
aaewe ° 
Collins, 


Compton, 


YEAS—131. 
Cowles, Latham, 
Crisp, Lawler, 
Culberson, Lynch, 
Dargan, Maish, 
Davidson, Fla. Mansur, 
Dockery, Martin, 
Elliott, Matson, 
Farquhar, McAdoo, 
Ford, McClammy, 


French, 
Fuller, 
Gay, 
Gest, 
Glass, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 


Henderson, N.C. 


Hermann, 
Hiestand, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hudd, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Johnsten, N.C. 
Kerr, 


McComas, 
McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Mills, 
Moflitt, 
Moore, 
Morrill, 
Neal. 
Newton. 
Nichols, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Parker, 
Perry, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 


Kilgore, Rayner, 
Laffoon, Richardson, 
Lagan, Robertson, 
Laidlaw, Romeis, 
Landes, Rowland, 
Lanham, Ryan, 
NAYS—338. 
Fitch, McKenna, 
Forney, McRae, 
Grout, Morrow, 
Herbert, Outhwaite, 
Hovey, Peel, 
Kelley, Penington, 
Kennedy, Plumb, 
Lane, Reed, 
Lyman, Rice, 
McCullogh, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—155. 
Conger, Guenther, 
Cooper, Hall, 
Cox, Hatch, 
Crain, Hayden, 
Crouse, Hayes, 
Cummings, Hemphill, 
Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa 
Dalzell, Henderson, Il. 
Davenport, Hires, 
Davis, Hitt, 
De Lano, Hogg, 
Dibble, ielacen, 
Dougherty, Hooker, 
Dunham, Hopkins, Il. 
Dunn, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Enloe, Houk, 
Ermentrout, Howard, 
Finley, Hunter, 
Fisher, Hutton, 
Flood, Jackson, 
Foran, Jones, 
Funston, Kean, 
Gaines, Ketcham, 
Gallinger, La Follette, 
Gear, Laird, 
Gibson, Lee, 
Glover, Lehlbach, 
Goff, Lind, 
Granger, Lodge, 
Greenman, Long, 
Grimes, Macdonald, 
Grosvenor, Maffett, 


Sayers, 

Scull, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Simmons, 
Smith, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
‘Thompson, Ohio 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Weaver, 
White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Yardley. 


Rowell’, 
Russell, Mass. 
Sawyer, 

Stone, Ky. 
‘Thompson, Cal, 
Turner, Ga, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 


Mahoney, 
Mason, 
McCreary, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Nelson, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
O'Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owen, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Post, 
Rockwell, 
Russell, Conn. 
Rusk, 
Scott, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
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Shively, Struble, Washington, Wilkins, 
Snyder, Symes, Weber, Wilkinson, 
Sowden, Taulbee, West, Williams, 
Spooner, Taylor, E. B., Ohio White, N. Y. Woodburn, 
Steele, Thomas, Ill. Whiting, Mich. Yoder, 
Stewart, Tex. Vance, Wickbain, Yost. 
Stewart, Vt. Warner, Wilber, 


“So the substitute was agreed to. 

Pending the ro}l-call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. If he were present, I would vote 
“ae 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired. If I were at liberty to vote, 
I would vote ‘‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I did not suppose that this was a polit- 
ical question, and I do not now think it is, but as a matter of precau- 
tion I will withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the pairs all provide that 
members may vote if necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is it necessary in this case ? 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet appeared. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will let my vote stand. I do not know 
how my colleague, Mr. HENDERSON, would vote on this question. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, under the circumstances I will vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. LYNCH. Under the same circumstances I will vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Iam paired with Mr. F'Loop, 
but under the circumstances I shall vote ‘‘ ay.”’ 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired and may have to withdraw 
my vote, but I will vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Houk, but if allowed to break the pair to make a quorum, I will vote 
"ag? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Massachusetts, Mr. HAYDEN. 
ee ay.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the practice of votin™ 
after the roll-call is completed is irregular and not allowed by the rv 
but as there has been no objection in this instance, and as it is 1: 
sary to make a quorum, the Chair has not endeavored to enforce te 
rule, The proper way, however, is for gentlemen who are paired to 
vote in the first instance and afterwards withdraw their votes if they 
are not necessary to make a quorum. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitula- 
tion of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York. © 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCorMIck. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. LyNcu with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr, BURNETT with Mr, DINGLEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. BuURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. ENLO with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. RoMEIS. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. HoLMEs. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. ForAN with Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. Trmotuy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BLouNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. HopK1ys, of Illinois. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. GorF. 

Mr. Hutton with Mr. STRUBLE, 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
If permitted to vote, I will vote 
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Mr. Peet with Mr. LA FoLuerre. ved to mort ly 160 acres The consequ of the I ition 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. CANNON, | proposed t lw be that | tred i s¥v com- 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. Cooper. i} ito abandon t homes the \ undertak to esta 1 on 

Mr. CoLLIns with Mr. WICKIAM it ts of d t] Witl it tresy i ie time 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. GUENTHER, fouse, and thanking the e led to 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BowpDEN. j i l only say that the adop* { pre of this with- 

Ir. Hupp with Mr. CLARK | out t | s ) who 

Mr. WISE with Mr. BOUTELLE. may wish to locat theit lesert s for the purpose 

Mr. Wuite, of New York, with Mr. CocKRAN. of establ ! 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THoMas, of Illinois. | M i [AN 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. WEST. Phe t t [ 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. SPOONER. es ' 

Mr. Hatrcu with Mr. CONGER. I EAKI h ' n of. 

Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, with Mr. OATEs. rhe q on orce yt i to ( 1 

Mr. DouGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. | read a e, vr : ! 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. Russexx, of Connecticut. Mr. MckAl ‘ ( ‘ 

Mr. HALL with Mr. WILBUR. on this } und ; I ents t 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. DAvVis. Mr. HOLMAN I t \ ] é ! nthe 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. RECORD on this bill will be grant 

Mr. ELiiotr with Mr. HAYDEN. The SPEAK] I g ‘ if l .{ Mr. H \ isks 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. CoGSWELL. unanimous conse that all g el 1 t 0 I t re- 

Mr. LonG with Mr. MoRGAN. marks in the R1 on this b Is there ol > TheCl hears 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. THomas, of Wisconsin. } non 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. HOLMAN. Ihavel D S the ¢ 
bee aa - ; ; 


Mr. HowARD with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. missioner of the General Land Office on the subject of coal lands, LIask 
Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON. unanimous consent that it be printed in the Rec 


= A : - 1.: 7 ’ } ‘ } ‘ that 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this Mr. McRAE. I think I cught to object to that. 
cay: heSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman f Indiana 
ted 


Mr. HOOKER with Mr. JACKSON, could publish this report in the REcoRrD as a part of remarks prin 
Mr. DUNN with Mr. GALLINGER. i under the leave just granted 

Mr. GRIMES with Mr. FINLEY. Mr. McRAE. This information ought to have |} 1 furnished to the 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. CROUSE. House before the vote just taken 

Mr. SowpEN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. Mr. HOLMAN rhe report only ¢ 1 this morn 


Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. De LANo. Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the idea of submitting a] i. the 
Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. GROSVENOR were announced as paired 1 Department after the vote has been tal on propositions which revo 
til June 30. utionizes the policy of the Government in regard to the | lands 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. of the country ought not, I think, to go unre! ] yte was had 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. this morning after the letter was recei 
Tke next amendment {proposed by Mr. CH1IPMAN) was read, as fol Mr. HOLMA® [ hope my friend will al a publi mmunica- 








lows: tion from the Land Office on an portant s ct to be printed. If 
Add to section 3 the following not, I will tre I t spo } { I I 
road corporation, or corporation formed to carry on the business of Mr. McRAE. I withdraw t 
common carriers, shall have a right to enter any land under this section, or at my SPEAKER r it as tha 4 — 
iny time in the future to acquire by gift, grant, or devise any land entered und a — ~y ‘ , : ; — will 
this section; nor shall said railroad corporation, or corporation formed to carry be printed in the Reco 
on the business of common carriers, at any time in the futurecarry on the busi- The report is as follows 
ners of mining, either in their own names or the names of other persons, « 
land so entered.”’ D rMENT rus IN’ ym, j isss. 
The amendment was agreed to. Sin: In accordance th ye recent v equest of the Com: oner of 
The next amendment (proposed by Mr. SEyMouR) was read, as fol- , on 'b 1 No “ y hr I ewit ‘ 
lows: Very respectfills 
Add to section 11 the following WM. F. VILA < 
“Any portion of an abandoned military reservation located within the lim Hon. W. S. Horm 
of an incorporated city may be set apart and reserved by order of the Presid« ( 


for public purposes 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that this amendment be 
modified by striking out the words ‘‘setapart and’”’ so as to read ‘‘may PARTMENT O EIN ENERAL LAND OFFICE, — _ 
be reserved,’’ etc. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHrpMAN ai a eS 5 - ee 
consents to this modification. calf Uses catenin cal Cc eee iW > for the dim 
TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the modification requested ition, and re tior 1 pu 3, [have the honor to s 














will be made. ; ‘ a ct est r : 
There was no objection; and the amendment was accordingly modi- | ¢:ates ¢} + es lof Boe Be crest y Poses ste a a! med 
fied. 1 populat 1 of the utry and « en tl ir ig on 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. J sand 5 ‘ 
The next amendment (provosed by Mr. BriGGs) was read, as follows roe oe i ure ‘ a _ 
Amend by striking out, in line 3 of section 13, the words “three hundred and | mu t Le ¢ ‘ f or I 1 ring 
twenty” and inserting “six hundred and forty; ” in lines 8 and 9, section 17, | purposes, al! conspire to ike ita matter of the greatest ent that the coal 
make the same amendment. | mines belonging to the ¢ ernment should be rapid nd judiciously devyel- 
Mr. HOLMAN, Inasmuch as the gentleman from California [Mr. | °? : a i aaa ais i ' 
B1GGs] was deprived of the opportunity of being heard on this propo- of equal if not greater importan a the sition | e Go ent of 
sition, I ask unanimous consent that he now be allowed five minutes s coal lands, justice and fair dealing demand that so far as it is possible, 
to explain this amendment. ore as “a rn ucter of property should be plac lin the power of as 
There was no objec tion. b it of sound I slic y as it ter is t ) pre venta mor : we \ f the c al inte aia te 
Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably detained from the | the hands of the few to the detriment of the consumers ofcoal. | 
House the other night when this question was up for consideration. | *"'Y = ante a = ngress in the act of March ae 
The committee have treated me very courteously, but I do not feel tion 2347 the amount o ; i] seen tes vid nt henay mpeineey * 160 


disposed to occupy much time. acres, and associations not exceeding 320 acres, ar ction 2348 an asso- 


| ciation of not less than four 





I am satisfied that itis a great mistake to undertake to fix 320 acres 








as the maximum amount of desert land which may be taken up by any a chad : oa si = oft i. act of mu 2 pauherentber a a 
one person. I am very familiar with this question, and I have re- | by corporations in quantities far in excess of led for by law 

ceived some forty letters, which I could produce if necessary, asking | , t Sarr coe penne Ry eons OF Slope Nee en pane aneeeennetay 
that the present law on this subject—allowing 640 acres of desert land | ian cooheahe oe stile sheahs Gas Ghamabenneh ane. teeta 


to be taken up—be continued in force. No man can make a living for | position a coal entryman will make of the property when his title shall have 
i “ i . i. . - > 5 i} ane f, 4 ‘ 4 ° Vix . 

himself and his family on 320 acres of desert land, because the im- | ®Co™e perfect. Wealthy individuals and corporations can furnish the means 

‘ : 7 . with which to purchase the lands, and by a secret under tanding the titles may 

provement of such land requires a large amount of money for the pur- | be conveyed away as soon as patents issue and the jurisdiction of the Govern. 

pose of bringing in water to irrigate the land that it may produce | ment ceases. This is not only possible but practicable, and experience shows 

something. | that itis a probable resultof the present system. In my opinion it would prove 


. a er . 2s ‘ : . . a great calamity to the whole country to allow any system to continue which 
Under the provisions of this bill a person holding such land is al- | wouid result in the accumulation in the hands of the few a monopoly of so in- 
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dispensable a necessity as that of coal. It would affect injuriously, if not disas- 
trously, every material interest in the whole country. How to prevent this 


threatened calamity whilst it is yetin the power of the Government to do so 
| 


is a question of the greatest moment. 

The bill before me provides first for the survey of the public lands in the 
States and Territories containing coal lands, for locating, making, and keeping 
record of the same, and makes needed appropriation therefor. 

The second section provides that coal beds thus discovered shall remain the 
property of the United States; that they may be leased for a term not exceed- 
ing twenty years; that no more than one lease shall be made to any one person, 
company, or corporation inany one county or district, and that no one lease 
shall contain in quantity exceeding 160 acres. and the third section provides 
that settlers on public lands shall have the rightto mine coal for their own uses, 
ete, 

In order to obtain all the light and information obtainable on the question, I 
caused a short note to be addressed to each of the representatives of foreign 
Governments in Washington, requesting them to furnish me with information 
as tothe mannerin which their respective Goveruments dispose of their min- 
eral lands, and especially of coal land 

Prompt answers have beea received from most of them, from which I gather 
the folowing 

In Costa Rica, mines, whether on public or private land, are granted tothe 
person who applies for them to the proper offices. The grant is forfeited by 
stopping work for six months if before resumption of work another person ap- 
plies for the grant. 

In Mexico mineral lands are free (coal lands included) to any person who de- 
nounces them. 

In the Belgian Government the Government does not work any mine under 
its immedizte direction, The mineral lands (including coal) are neither leased 





nor sold. He who wishes or proposes to work a mine, whether on hisown land | 
or that of another, must apply to the Government for a license. The applica- | 
tion is examined by the consul des mines, who makes a report on the case. If 


no other claim to the same ground appears the application is granted, and roy- 
alty is paid to the Government, which is rather atax than a dividend. 

In Austria-Hungary mines are partially worked by private individuals and 
partly by the Government under its immediate direction. The Government 
works all silver and gold mines. No such thing as a lease of mines is known, 

‘The Spanish Government reserves the monopoly of its quicksilver mines 
All other mines may be denounced by private parties and worked upon pay- 
ment of a royalty to the Government. 

In Corear ral lands are the property of the Government,and may not be 
sold, They may be leased for an indefinite period, but the usual custom is to 
work the mines for a royalty, the per cent. paid to the Government being reg- 
ulated by the nature of the deposit and the difficulty of working them. 

In France the mines are disposed of by way of concessions, as set forth in the 
act of April 21, 1810. 

In Japan they have not adopted any fixed rules with reference to the disposal 
and development of its mineral lands, There have been instances of sales of 
such lands to private parties, of leases, and of direct working by the govern- 
ment. The representative of that Government in Washington says: *' 1 am in- 
clined to believe on the whole that the system of leases will in future have the 





preference,”’ Of the three principal coal mines in Japan, one, the Takeshima | 


mine,near Nagasaki, belongs to and is worked by private parties; one, the 
Miike mine, in Kenshen, belongs to the Government, but it is worked bya 
company which has a lease from the Government for aterm of years; and one, 
that at Horonai or Peronai, in Yesso, is worked by the Government. These 
three mines supply the greatest part of the coal for domestic consumption, as 
well as for export, 

In Great Britain, so far as her represenjative knows, the Government does 
not own any coal property, but he says should it own any it would be worked 
by private individuals on lease, paying tonnage royalty of 5d. to 6d. a ton. 

According to the Chilian code of laws relating to mines and mining, enacted 
November 18, 1874, and according to article 591 of the civil code, enacted Janu- 
ary 1, 1857, the mines containing gold, silver, copper, platina, mercury, lead, 
zine, bismuth, cobalt, nickel, tin, antimony, arsenic, iron, manganese, molydena, 
and precious stones belong to the person who discovers the same and represents 
the fact of discovery before the competent officers, following the rules set over 
in the code, whoever may be the owner of the land in which those mines are 
found. 

The same rule is applied to mines lying in lands belonging to the Govern- 
ment. Coal mines and fossils not covered by the tormer specifications belong 
to the owner of the land. Building stones, sands, clays, limes, turbaries, niarls, 
and other substances of the kind lying in lands belonging to the Government 
or municipal corporations can be worked by whoever may want to apply those 
substances for building, agricultural, or artistical purposes. 

The Government or municipal corporations have nevertheless the right to 
make concessions of the same to private parties by means of particular agree- 
ments. 

The Government has not at present and never has had (to the knowledge of 
her representative in Washington) any mines worked under ils immediate di- 
rection. 

It appears from the above that foreign nations have noone settled policy with 
regard to the disposition of mineral lands, nor has any one of them a uniform 
system. In our country and with our system of disposition of coal lands the 
trouble has been to prevent capitalists under color of law from absorbing these 
lands in such great quantities as to create monopolies, If the law as it now 
stands could be so amended as to effectually prevent the evil referred to it would 
be better to continue under the present system than to resort toa policy of leas- 
ing. In some cases it requires much capital to develop and successfully work 
coal mines, and it is to be feared that persons would be slow to invest in prop- 
erties to which they do not get a fee-simple title. The term of twenty years 
when it expires would perhaps in some instances find the property just begin- 
ning to be profitable, and I fear that persons possessing the mining capital 
would not be willing to invest in property which might be taken away from 
them just as it was beginning to prove profitable. The people of the United 
States are accustomed to holding their lands in fee-simple, and any change 
from this method instituted by the Government is not likely to give satisfac- 
tion, Moreover it would in al! probability be a matter of as much difficulty to 
prevent combinations and monopolies under a leasing system, as there is under 
the present law. Ona consideration of the whole question [am unable to see 
how the leasing system could work well. 


Very respectfully, ‘ 
S. M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner. 
Hon, Wriuiam F, Vins, 
Secretary of the Interior, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I call the previous question on the passage of the 
pill. 

/ The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


V the bill was passed, 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


ei we 


’ 





passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO ATTEND GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the House take up and 
pass the joint resolution which | send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res.178) granting leave of absence to certain persons em- 
ployed in the service of the United States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That all persons em- 
ployed in the service of the United States who were present at the battle of 
Gettysburgh, either in the Union or Confederate forces, be, and hereby are, 
granted sufficient leave of absence, without loss of pay,to attend the reunion 


2 


to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next. 

The amendments reported by the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service were read, as follows: 

After the word “‘that,’”’ in the second line of the resolution, insert the words 
“the heads of Departments are hereby authorized to grant.” 

In line 6 strike out *‘ be, and hereby are, granted,”’ 


Add to the resolution the words ‘such absence not to be taken from the al- 
lowance made by law.”’ 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

‘The amendments as reported were agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to still further amend the resolution by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘either in the Union or Confederate forces;’’ so that 
it will conform to the Senate resolution. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent on behalf 
of the Committee on the Public Lands that the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. TURNER] may be recognized to bring before the House a bill for 
consideration, and which, I think, will occupy but a few minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of any 
member to object to its consideration. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I desire to ask consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military 
reservation in Kansas. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to present consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. LANDES. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue, 

Mr. KELLEY. Lask the gentleman from Texas to yield to me long 
enough to submit to the House a proposition which may expedite the 
adjournment and lead to the final disposition of the tariff bill accept- 
ably to the House and to the country. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. KELLEY. Neither Chitty’s Pleadings nor any other book in- 
dicating methods by which an issue may be reached has suggested a 
process by which a fairer or more direct issue could be made than 
that which has been made between the two political parties of this 
country, and been submitted for consideration to the people of the 
country by their respective conventions. 

Thus the President sent us his message. The Democratic convention 
at St. Louis indorsed and approved it without qualification. The Re- 
publican convention at Chicago found nothing in it worthy of com- 
mendation, and the issue upon the doctrines of the message is perfectly 
clear and unmistakable. The Mills bill, as it is called, received the 
approval of the St. Louis convention, and the condemnation, as cordially 
expressed, of the Chicago convention, again making this issue perfectly 
clear. 

The action of the members of the House favoring the bill and urging 
its adoption was approved at St. Louis, and the course which seemed 
fitting as a matter of duty to the Republicans, to contest every modifi- 
cation of the existing tariff attempted by the bill which the judgment 
of the Republicans of the House could not approve, was cordia}ly in- 
dorsed at Chicago, thus presenting the same well-defined issue a third 
time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Hear my proposition first, and then I will submit 
to any interruption. Iam not asking an immediate reply to my sug- 
gestion, nor does its presentation involve any of my associates in re- 
sponsibility. I alone am responsible for submitting it to the consid- 
eration of the House. I believe that in submitting it to the consider- 
ation of gentlemen good results will flow from the proposition; but 
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Now, what is the object of debate? Is it to get over time; or is it, 
fairly and fully, like reasonable men, to discuss propositions and give 
reasons for and against? And upon what principle of fair discussion 
can you purpose to compress the entire business of a great country | 
like this within ten legislative days without knowing what arguments | 
may be urged for or what arguments ought to be urged against? Why, | 
this bill has had no discussion elsewhere. When these gentlemen have | 


been charged, as they have been charged repeatedly, with the suppres- 
sion of discussion and of means of information in relation to this bill, 
when they have shut their doors against all the business interests ot 
this country, they have replied, ‘‘There will be ample opportunity for 
discussion in committee;’’ yet we had hardly got into Committee of 
the Whole before they began to exhibit every symptom of impatience 
at discussion even here 

They wanted to crush out this Republican minority in the same way 
that they have crushed out the Democratic minority on theirside. But 
they will find that the people of this country have business interests 
involved here, which, however willing we might have been to make up 
mere political issues by accepting these questions in a lump, demand 
of us full, complete, and proper discussion. That we propose to give 
to the bill, but no more. We do not intend to adopt the tactics which 
were adopted in the Forty-seventh Congress, when the respectable gen- 
tlemen who managed the affairs of the Democratic party argued as long 
as it was respectable and then put other gentlemen up to do the rest. 
{Laughter.] You will find that all discussion on this subject will be 
in the future as it has been in the past, solely for the purpose of eluci- 
dating the questions and principles involved, so far as we are able to do 
60. I say to gentlemen on the otherside, and Isay to everybody whom 
my voice can reach, that there never has been an effort on this side since 
the beginning to induce any man to speak, to induce or cause any dis- 
cussion. Whatever discussion has taken place has been spontaneous, 
arising out of the imperiled business interests of the country. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
immediate consideration. I ask that it be read for information. 

Mr. KELLEY. We will hear the resolution read, reserving the right 
to object. 

The SPEAKER. Of course it is read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to report to 
the House arule for the further consideration of the tariff bill, providing for 
stated times for votes upon the more important propositions, and fixing a day 
upon which the bill shail be reported to the House and put on its passage. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, one of the rea- 
sons which prompted me to make the suggestion I did was because the 
suggestion had first been made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] himself. He and his colleagues on the Committee on Ways and 
Means suggested that they would, as a last resort, offer a substitute. 
I hold in my hand the views of the minority of that committee as 
printed with the report of the majority. These gentlemen of the mi- 
nority say that— 

They sought by amendments in the Committee on Ways and Means to make 
this bill reasonable, just, and practical; failing there, they will seek to amend 
and modify it in the Committee of the Whole House, and if their efforts there 
are unavailing, they will seek as a last resort an opportunity to offer a substi- 
tute, which will assuredly diminish the revenues without any impairment of 
the American system of protection. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

What I was proposing to do was simply to offer the opportunity 
which these five gentlemen said they would seek as a last resort. 

Mr. REED. Wewill seek our opportunity under parliamentary law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After they had tried the 
process of amendment and after it had failed, we proposed to aid them 
in getting the opportunity which they said they would seek. Not- 
withstanding the various adverbs which the gentleman used in charg- 
ing me with having acted unfairly, I sought simply to offer the oppor- 
tunity which he and his colleagues had publicly pledged themselves 
to the country and their party that they would seek to obtain. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say-—— 

{Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the bill (H. 
R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. This bill has been returned from the 
Senale with amendments. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is very necessary that this bill 
should pass both Houses during the present week. I have examined 
the amendments; they are in general slight. I ask that the bill be 
printed with the amendments; that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference with the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think these amendments ought to go to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. RYAN. It seems to me they should be examined by that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FORNEY. The amendments are slight, and unless the bill be 
passed by both Houses during this week a resolution extending the 
appropriations for the present fiscal year will be necessary. 

Mr. RYAN. We know nothing about these amendments whatever, 

Mr. FORNEY. They appear in the Recorp of to-day as a part of 
the Senate proceedings. Jf the amendments be at once non-concurred 
in, and 2 conference agreed to, there will be no difficulty in getting 
the bill through by Saturday night. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the committee can consider the amendments 
in the course of half an hour. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This isa privileged matter. There being objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Alabama, the bill with the 
amendments will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 

The question recurred on Mr. MILLs’s motion that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection 6f the revenue. The Clerk will read the pending para- 
graph, page 5, lines 89 and 90. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Coal-tar, products of, such as naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead oil,and pitch. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is not line 87 still pending, ‘* coal-tar crude?’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. And line 88, ‘‘aniline oil and its homologues,”’ is 
pending. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly line 88is pending. Line 87 has not been 
voted on or passed from. 

Mr. MILLS. It was passed from and not read this morning. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Those lines were passed from when the bill was 
under consideration before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that when the 
House was in committee considering this bill these two lines were read 
and the House adjourned after reading line 88. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move tostrike out lines 87, 88, 89, and 90. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point that line 87 has been passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I make the motion to strike out the three lines, 
87, 88, and 89. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As to lines 87 and 88, they have been passed by. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That can be settled by reference to the Recorp. 
I ask for the reading of the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the RECORD to be read. 

A MEMBER. What page of the RECORD are you reading from ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is page 5738 of the REcoRD proceedings of 
June 15, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Sulphur, refined, in rolls, 

“Wood-tar. 

‘*Coal-tar, crude.” 

Mr. Foran. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole recur 
to line 77, to which I wish to offeran amendment. A gentleman came to my 
desk and asked a question atthe moment the Clerk was reading that line, hence 
my attention was momentarily diverted. 

Mr. McM1iu1y. I have declined similar requests so often that I do not see how 
I can assent in this case, though I very much dislike to be unable to oblige my 
friend from Ohio. 

Mr. Foran. I would not make this request but for the fact, as I have said, 
that a gentleman came to my desk and was asking me a question while the 
Clerk read the line. I think, under the circumstances, the gentleman from 
Tennessee ought not to offer objection to my request. 

The CHarrMan. As the Chair understands, objection is made, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Aniline oil and its homologues.”’ 

Mr. Foran. Mr. Chairman, is objection made to my request? 

Mr. McMinn. I have declined to accede to every similar request. 

Mr. Foran, It was through no negligence on my part that I lost the oppor- 
tunity to offer the amendment when the line was read. 

Mr. McMI.urn. I understand that. 

Mr. Foran. well, if there are to be no courtesies here—ifthere isto be an iron 
rule—— 

Mr. MCMiLurn. I wouldrather suffer an injury than have any gentleman sup- 
pose me capable of being discourteous. The gentleman can make his proposi- 
tion, and if no one else objects, I shall not. 

The CHarRMAN. Whatis the amendment which the gentleman from Ohio de- 
sires to offer? 

Mr. Foran. I move to strike out line 77, which reads: 

“Tron, sulphate of, or copperas.”” 


Mr. McMILLIN. That is all that occurred. It is as | stated to 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]; line 87 had been 
passed and line 88 had been read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In that way it occurred, and I stood here waiting. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It makes no difference in what way it occurred, 
the committee passed to the next paragraph. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, we agreed to go back to line 77; the vote was 
taken on that, and when I came to make my amendment the commit- 
tee rose. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. The point is that line 87 had been passed upon. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, it had not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman’s right to amend had been com- 
plete. 

Mr. McCOMAS. At the moment the bill was read, but before I 
could get recognition, Mr. FORAN asked to go back to line 77. Con- 
sent was granted, and the committee did go back to line 77. The 
pending matter therefore before the committee is line 87, just as I 
have stated—‘‘ coal-tar, crude.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The line was read and the gentleman never 
opened his mouth on the question. 
J McCOMAS. The gentleman himself was the one who objected 
to going back and then withdrew his objection, whereupon Mr. FORAN 
made his amendment to line 77 and was heard upon it. I stood her: 
ready all the time to make my amendment to line 87, when the com 
mittee rose. I stood here as a Representative in my place waiting 
for Mr. FORAN to get through with his amendment to line 77. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The point I make, and that is just what the gen- 
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tleman ignores, is that line 87 was read and no amendment was oflered 
to it. Line &8 was then read 

Mr. REED. To-day? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. nd the only point at which an amendment could 
You could not go back to the other 
line without unanimous consent, and against that the point of order 
has been made. 

in answer to the gentleman from Maine, I do not mean to say that 
the line was read to-day, but when this bill was considered before, on 
the 14th day of June. 

REED. Because the moment the bill was taken up before the 
House to-day, I thought I heard the gentleman from Maryland make 
his statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, that is correct. What Ireferred to was the 
proceedings had on the 14th. The point I made was that the gentle- 
man had no right to return to line 87, because that line had been passed, 
it having been read and no amendment offered. 

Mr. REED. How long is line 88? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It contains five words. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Three words. 

Mr. REED. That might have been passed entirely through inad- 
vertence, being so short as not to attract any attention. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But there had been five or ten minutes’ debate 
over another matter after line 87 was read, in which time the gentleman 
from Maryland did not seek the floor, and after that line 88 was read. 

Mr. REED. Hecould not have sought the floor if there was five or 
ten minutes’ controversy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the pending 
amendment is the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Foran], 
who by unanimous consent was allowed to return to line 77, and moved 
to strike out the words: ‘‘ Iron, sulphate of, or copperas;’’ upon which 
a division was had, and no quorum appeared, and the Chair had ordered 
tellers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Chair states correctly the status in that con- 
nection; and in courtesy to the gentleman from Ohio, who is not now 
in his seat, [ ask unanimous consent that that status be permitted to 
remain, to return to it hereafter when the gentleman is present. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will only consent to that on condition that I 
can have the right to offer the amendment here, which the gentleman 
seeks to deny me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; rather than wrangle with the gentle 
man all day I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. You are wise. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish I could say the same for the gentleman. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I mean to say it for myself. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that permission be given to recur to line 77 when 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foran] is present ? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now entertain the amendment | 
of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. Mc COMAS. My motion is tostrike outlines 87, 88, 89, and 90 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not make the motion 
so broad as that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Very well then; I will confine it to line 87, ‘‘ Coal- 
tar, crude.’? Other gentlemen may want to object to the lines just read 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the lines under 
consideration are lines 87, 88, 89, and 90, which are now subject to 
amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, of the bituminous coal product of 
this country last year, which was nearly one hundred and twenty-four 
millions, two and a half millions of it were devoted to illuminating 
vas. This is the product of coal distilled for the purpose of making 
gas. By this book, prepared by the Ways and Means Committee clerk, 
coal-tar, crude, has now a duty equivalent to 10 per cent. ail valorem, 
and there were imported last year 2,599 barrels. In that connection 
coal-tar products, such as naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead oi], and pitch, 
and by the provisions of the present bill all of its homologues, are | 


he offered would be at line &&. 
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admitted free, while at present there is a duty of 20 per cent 1 
freight of 20 cents per gallon. The preparations of coal-tar, 1 
or dyes, and not acids of colors or dyes have a like duty of 20 per cel 
id valorem 
Now, this coal-tar is the residual ft making ¢ \ 
illuminating gas It is made of t xtu ormed by t ‘ 
nary distillation of coalin the making of the illuminating gas 
separation in water th nhtha rises to the su while the dead 3 
prec ipitated, and the residuum of the dead oil is the mmon 
nEowe as pitch Now, t substa e, coal iD 
and pi are the second stages of the coal-tar, « le x ch ia nut = 
the Fear 4 apir-ylot-apane repaid 1a is distilled it vields 
and toluole, from which when combined is made by con, the 
niline ois rele ed to in Hine &&8 N v, this is a cor pilieat 
which I do not pretend to understand and further analy nor 
dertake to enlighten the House upon it very much 
but n nt is that in this country lately, in the large cities 
timo: elphia, Ne York, Boston, and St. Louis 
t Pp! iad i ul epa ted Len rpy < I 
nd | ole uole are converted into a ‘ id toluidin Now, 
t¢ » consumption of these various produc sin this country, in 1836 
> 150.000 tons of bituminous coal wa used in t making ofgas, | 
it coal 200,000 tons of coal-tar was produced In thesma 
id cities it is not yet a matter of great consideration hatsha e 
W ith these | by-products of coal. In the older countries at 1 
been given to this matter Che result is that there comes from \ 
toa small amount, from England to a greater degree, and very large 
rom Germany, competition with us in all the products in all of the 
s to which I have adverted. Che oils, nap! tha, benzol and the 
oal-tar, crude, all alike come in from Germany. If there | n in- 
fant industry in this country if is that of these by-products, under 
further analysis which has lately been established by three firms in this 
country Some of the experiments in this country indicate that here 
is to be found the beginning of an industry which will make it unnec- 
essary to bring coal-tar across fram Ge1 nany, ora t the by produ 
und give the industry to home work here. In competition with pav- 
i, with roofing, with tin, with all of the building material whe it 
can be used, the products begin to show a possibility of home produc 


tion which we all should guard As you have ri ehtiy kept bitum'nous 
coal from the free-list, these by-products of coal and these oils 
also to stand where they nowstand. ‘Therefore | hope the amendment 
will prevail. But my time has expired and I can go no further 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Coal-tar, products of, such as naphtha, benzi: benzole, dead oil, and 
Mr. RANDALL. Line 88 ought to be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. It has been read. 
Mr. RANDALL. I desire to amend that line. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will entertain the amendment 
Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out the word ‘ “ho nolo 
ae TRACEY. I rise to a point of order. 

he - HAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 
+ RACEY. These three lines have already been consid 





The on AIRMAN Chat point has been passed 

Mr. RANDAI I objected to their being considered togethe hen 
the gentleman from Maryland | Mr. McCoMAs] su ted it 
the word ‘‘ homologues ’’ is entirely too indefinite to find a place ont 
free-list. Its meaning is in the nature of similitud ‘There is no ob 
jection so far as I know to having aniline oil on the free-list: but a we 
like this might mean a greatdeal more than is intended and migl ld 
to the now prevalent dis} utes in the custom-house which ha 
so much litigation. tis myjudgment that 1 rticle should go t} 
free-list unless it is specifically named or f t is an 
in its character carefully described 

Che amendment was rejected 

he Clerk read as follows 

All preparations of coal-tar not colors « dyes i t acids of « nd 
dyes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to change the phrase- 
ology of those lines so as to make them perfectly explicit anc | 
derstood. I offer an amendment simply to change the pl of 
the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All preparations of coal-tar except colors and d) except t 
acids of colors and dyes 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the committee, and especially t] ren- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who has charge of this 
chemical schedule, will see it is much better instead of having neen- 
tions to make this paragraph simply affirmative Chere is ne 


in the sense. It does not change any of the articles. It simply 





law. I hope the committee will agree to this amendment It is 
merely verbal, and I think it is necessary in the construction of the 
law at the Treasuay Department. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Logwood and other dyewoods, extracts and decoctions of. 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ex- | 


tracts and decoctions of’’ in lines 93 and 94, 
The Clerk reported the amendment. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, the duty on these extracts and decoc- | 


tions is 10 per cent. ad valorem. The principal competitor we have is 


France. This small duty protects us against the French competition. | 


The industry has about $10,000,000 invested in it, and employs many | 


hundred men in different States. It is a comparatively new industry. 
J can see no reason for taking from these capitalists and workmen their 
employment in order to give it to France. I offer the amendment for 
the purpose of indicating the mistake that is made by striking this 
blow at that industry. 


l ask that this letter from the representative of the manufacturers of 


dyewood extracts and decoctions be read and incorporated in my re- 
marks: 

The letter was read as follows: 

WasurinctTon, D. C., March 8, 1888. 

Dear Sir: We note with feclings of deep concern that in the proposed new 
Mills tariff bill the articles of extractsand decoctions of logwood and other dye- 
woods are placed upon the free-list. 

Against this proposition we desire to protest, inasmuch as the present duty of 
> percent, ad valorem is a small but necessary protection to this American in- 
dustry. 

The amount of revenue derived from the importations of this article is small, 
and the amount will not materially effect any great change in the proposed re- 
duction of the revenue. 

The present duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem is barely sufficient to offset the 
difference in price of labor between the United States and France, which coun- 
try isour greatest competitor, and whose tariff laws exact so high a rate of 


duty as to make exportation from this country into that impossible—their rates 
being from 20 to 30 per cent. specific. 


The amount of capital invested in this industry is about $10,000,000, and many | 


hundreds of men are constantly employed. 

The various manufactories are located in the following States, namely: Massa- 
chusetis, New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, Maryland. 

‘The duty is now and has always been small, but has been of value in develop- 
ing the industry, which, if removed, will take away the proper offset in differ- 
ence of labor between ours and the French, and will be of no material advantage 
to the proposed reduction in the revenue; neither will its removal be of any 
benetit to any other industry, 


J would also cail your attention tothe proposed reduction on American sumac 
and sumac extracts. The latter isan infant industry, the oldest works having 
been established only afew years, and our own have been erected within a year. 
Both the raw and manufactured article are produced in this country, and we 
are obliged to compete with the foreign article imported intothis country. We 
therefore are obliged to again protest against the proposed reduction of duty on 
these articles for the same general reasons and to the same general effect that 
we have applied to extracts and decoctions of logwood. 

We therefore respectfully request your very best endeavors in our behalf, with 
both committee and in the House, in the direction above indicated, and we do 
this, not only from a personal interest, but for the general welfare of ali the in- 
dustries of the country. 

Yours truly, 
MARSHALL K. ABBOTT, 
Representing the Manufacturers of Dyewood Extracts and Decoctions, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, if nobody desires to oppose the amend- 
ment, I will move to strike out the last word. This proposition is in 
conilict with the high-sounding professions that heralded this bill to 
the country and the assurance that it was designed to secure *‘ free raw 
materials.’’ ‘There is no country in the world that has such abundant 
raw materials as the United States for the extracts and decoctions enu- 
merated in this paragraph. As near as I can learn, there are about 
$10,000,000 invested in the gathering of the materials and the produc- 
tion of these extracts and decoctions. 

The present duty is not prohibitory, as we imported last year, in spite 
of our enormous home supply of these materials for their manufacture, 
3,666,378 pounds. What are the materials? Logwood, which we do 
not produce; fustic, quercitron, sumac, oak, hemlock, and chestnut 
barks, all of which we do produce. The gathering of sumac alone, by 
women and children in Virginia and North Carolina, as I had occasion 
to say when we were on the bill before, amounts now to about a.mill- 
ion dollars a year. It amounted to $500,000 in the days of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, and it is but one of the industries to be damaged or 
destroyed by this paragraph. 

Put, if you please, these raw materials on the free-list; but leave 
undisturbed the manufactures and the capital embarked in the em- 
ployment of many people North and South in the preparation of these 
extracts and decoctions. Live up to your boastful announcement: 

We shall injure no industry, because we do not mean to affect any of them ex- 
cept beneficently by giving them free raw materials, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, these logwoods, dye-woods, extracts, 
and decoctions are dyes that are used in the manufacture of cloth. The 
gentleman [ Mr. KELLEY] says they are not raw materials. They are 
materials that are used by the seamalibaens of cloths, as the gentleman 
knows; and I remember very well that the manufacturers of woolen 
goods, when they were asking Congress to raise the duties on woolen 
goods to compensate them for the taxes they had to pay, brought in 
the dyes as one of the items, and, according to my present recollection, 
they charged that the additional cost to them was 2} cents a pound on 
account of the dyes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I never heard that statement from a manufacturer. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, we want to remove the duty on these materials 
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| used by the manufacturers, so as to enable them to purchase their good 








at alow r cost than th y can now. 

Mr. KELLEY. But these decoctions and extracts are not raw ma- 
terial. They are advanced manufactured products, though they | 
materials for more highly advanced manufactures. 

Mr. MJLLS. but at the same time they are raw material for som 
thing else. . 

Mr. KELLEY. No, they are not. That which is cooked, as thes: 
extracts and decoctions must have been, is never raw material. [Laugh 
ter. | 

Mr. MILLS. Provided it is cooked done. 

Mr. KELLEY withdrew his tormal amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Lopas, and it was 
rejected—ayes 51, noes 57. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After line 94 insert the following: 


“Alizarine, natural or artificial, and other dyes and colors produced from an- 
thracine.”’ 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend- 
ment because alizarine colors or dyes were intended to be made tree in 
the last tariffact. ‘‘Alizarine, natural or artificial,’? was then made 
free. Since that time three additional colors of alizarine have been 
added to the list, but those colors, under a decision of the Treasury 
Department, are not included under that law. Consequently we have 
the anomaly of five colors madeof alizarine that are admitted free, and 
three colors, orange, brown, and blue, that are dutiable by the decision 
of the Treasury Department. 

This amendment is for the purpose of clearing up this matter and 
admitting free, as was intended in the passage of the existing tariffact 
all colors of alizarine. No colors manufactured from anthracine are 
made in this country; all such colors are manufactured abroad, ard 
the duty upon them is a tax which falls upon all calico printers anc 
manufacturers of fine worsted goods. I offer this amendment in the 
interest of manufacturing alone. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Spirits of turpentine. 

Bone-black, ivory drop-black, and bone-char, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to amend by striking out the line last read— 

Bone-black, ivory drop- black, and bone-char, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ocher and ochery carths, umber and amber carths, sienna and sienna earths, 
when dry. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move to amend by striking out the lines last 
read. We have in this country the earth and the raw material (if that 
name can be properly applied) sufficient to furnish all of these articles 
that we can possibly need or use. Their manufacture is a business in 
which there is at present a very considerable amount of capital em- 
ployed and which gives occupation to a large number of persons. It 
is a comparatively new but growing industry, and sufficient has al- 
ready been developed in this line to show that we can very readily pro- 
duce all that we need of these colors for the manufactures for which 
these earths are used. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All preparations known as essential oils, expressed oils, distilled oils, rendered 
oils, alkalies, alkaloids, and all combinations of any of the foregoing and chemi- 


cal compounds and salts by whatever name known, and not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the para- 
graph just read and insert the following in lieu thereof: 
Olive oil, salad oil, cotton-seed oil, whale oil, seal oi], and neat's-foot oil. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘ neat’s-foot oil.”’ 

Mr. BucHANAN’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, and excrescen- 
ces, such as nut-ga!ls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, grains, gums. and gum resins, 
herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, and stems, vegetables, seeds, and 
seeds of morbid growth, weeds, woods used expressly for dyeing. and dried in- 
sects, any of the foregoing which are not edible and not specia:ily enumerated 
or provided for. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to amend by striking out in the para- 
graph just read the word ‘‘ mosses.’’ Whilst I am aware that there 
are some mosses imported into this country which are not grown here, 
and which might very properly go upon the free-list, other mosses 
which are imported come into direct competition with some of the 
agricultural products of my own district and other parts of the country. 
I offer this amendment at the request of a constituent of mine, who is 
to-day a prominent Democrat in his locality, an office-holder by the 
grace of his party, and an extensive farmer. 

The importation of a coarse kind of moss has become very greaf in 
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a few moments ago to the request of the gentleman from Virginia to 
recur to line 74. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I am very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read line 74 again. 

The line was read, as follows: 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I move that line 74 be stricken out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman explain why? It 
2 a free raw material, as I understand it, and a very raw material at 
that, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. My reason for asking is this, that in 
my district I have considerable interest in this product [laughter on 
the Republican side]; of course Iam like gentlemen on the other side, 
a little selfish in this matter. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
I will say that this is quite a rough material, and when ground is used 
in paints exclusively. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask if the gentleman did not 
vote against protecting the farmers’ straw in my district? 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I voted in reference to the question of 


moss, if that is what the gentleman means. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask, with permission of the Chair, 
whether harytes is not an element used in the adulteration of paints? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. It is used, I understand, in paint in 
the place of white lead. 

Mr. KELLEY. A very bad adulterant; a substitate for white lead 
in no sense or wise connected with it or related to it. It is a mere 
means of cheating the consumers of cheap paint. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. They have no business to use cheap 
paint, 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not object to the line being stricken out; be- 
cause it is a great industry, adulterant as it is, in the gentleman’s dis- 
trict in Virginia, 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Needles, sewing, darning, knitting; and all others not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act. 

Copper, imported in the form of ores, regulus of, and black or coarse copper 
and copper cement, old copper fit only for remanufacture. 

Abtimony, as regulus or metal. 

Quicksilver. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike outline 128. Dur- 
ing the general discussion of this bill I submitted some remarks to the 
Ifouse in relation to thisitem. I therefore do not desire to take up the 
time of the House in repeating myself; but I desire to briefly supple- 
ment what I said on that occasion, as one of the most important in- 
dustries of the district I have the honor to represent is the production 
of quicksilver, The source of its production in the United States is 
confined to the State of California; its chief production is within my, 
or the Fifth, Congressional district. Sir, there is no item on this free- 
list that occupies thg peculiar position that does the production of quick- 
silver. The facts are that the sources of its supply are practically but 
three: the Almaden mine of Spain; the Idria mine of Austria, and the 
New Almaden mine of California, before referred to. 

It is a well-known fact to those who are conversant with this sub- 


ject, or the production of this metal, that the Almaden mine in Spain | 


and the Idria mine in Austria are owned, controlled, and worked for 
the account of their respective governments; that they are remarkably 
rich; that they can and are producing this metal at about one-quarter 
the cost that wecan produce it. The price of labor is about one-fourth 
of that paid in California in this industry (there is probably no such 


scale of wages paid in the aggregate in any ofour home industries); the | 


ore of the foreign mine is from five to ten times richer than ours at the | 


present time; their ore-bodies are more compact and homogeneous, thus 
enabling them to work almost all of the rock mined, while those of Cali- 
fornia lack these important requisites tocheapness. At the timeof the 
first production of this metal in California it was selling at $1.50 per 
pound; since the production in California it has been reduced to less 
than one-half dollar per pound. The mines in California at the pres- 
ent time are not a bonanza, 

As I before remarked, its cost of production is about four times that 
of the European. In connection with the remarks I made and before 
referred to I submitted a table of the production and prices of this 
nietal during the time it had been produced in California, from which 


any gentleman who will take the trouble to examine will observe that | 


the production of California has ruled the price throughout the world 
during the whole time of its production, save and except that time 
when no duties were levied upon it, to wit, from 1874, when it was put 
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upon the free-list, to 1883, when the tariff was restored. An cxamina- | 


tion of those statistics will show this state of affairs: that during that 
entire time, year by year and month by month, quicksilver invariably 
sold for a higher price in the London market than it did in the Ameri- 
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Another striking fact is developed that during the interim between 
the passage of the act of 1883 restoring the tariff on quicksilver and its 
taking effect nearly as much was imported into the United States as 
was imported during the nine previous years; and here we observe the 
conservative policy of the Austrian and Spanish producer. While com- 
manding and protecting the market other than the United States they 
produced and exported to the United States a surplus, manifestly for 
the purpose of breaking down the industry within the United States. 

Now, sir, quicksilver is a metal which has no equivalent. Nothing 
takes its place in the arts or mechanical uses. Just in proportion as 
the industries of this country grow, in that proportion is the use of 
quicksilver required. I have no doubt, and though 1 have not the sta- 
tistics and can not prove it or positively make the statement, I believe 
that the United States is the largest consumer of this metal. 

Now, I submit to this House these facts, that practically the only 
other producers, and consequently competitors to the United States, are 
the Spanish and Austrian Governments. Their policy has ever been 
conservative; that whenever possible they have taken advantage of the 
laws of this country to give them a monopoly of the production, they 
have sold their products at higher prices at home and sent their sur- 
plus here to be sold at less prices. I believe the present tariff is not 
sufficient to promote and develop the quicksilver industry of this coun- 
try as a competitor to the foreign production; and I think I hazard 
nothing in saying (and it ismy honest opinion) that if the present tariff, 
small as it is, is removed, taking into consideration the conditions and 
advantages of the European producers as against those of the United 
States and the poverty of the American ores at the present time, this 
industry will be suspended or annihilated. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORROW was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. FELTON. As I was about to remark, takinginto consideration 
the fact that the only sources outside of the State of California are the 
mines controlled by the Governments of Austria and Spain; taking 
into consideration their uniform policy of husbanding their resources; 
taking into consideration the vast amount of ores that they have still 
in store, this article should not be put on the free-list. 

It is said in the Spanish mines there is a sufficient quantity of ores 
to supply the present yearly output for fifty years; that the New Idria 
mine has in store already developed a quantity of ore equal to o.e-half 
of the production of California for the last thirty-seven years. I sub- 
mit to this House that if the California production is discontinued— 
and I believe upon my honor it will be if the tariff is taken off—will 
the consumers be benefited? Ican see no mode or means by which the 
consumer of this country can be benefited; and I believe the price will 
be twice what it is now. : 

If the object of the gentlemen on the other side (and I believe that 
to be the case) is to furnish necessary articles to the consumers of this 
country as cheap as possible, the only way they can do it in this in- 
stance is by taking this item from the free-list, which I sincerely hope 
will be done, and restoring the duty to 10 cents per pound instead of 
10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Spain and Austria have protective duties upon this article. They 
hoth protect their own industries so that we can not export the article 
into those countries without paying a tariff duty- 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask to have read the extract which I send to the 
desk, to show that the proposition to put this article on the free-list is 
in the interest of a foreign trust. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Rothschilds are at the head of a quicksilver “trust’’ which controls all 
the output of that metal save that which is produced in the United States. A10 
per cent, duty has prevented them from deluging our market to a degree that 


would make profit impossible to our mine owners,and then purchasing their 
unprofitable mines cheaply and regulating the price over all the earth. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Weare large exporters of quick- 
silver, having exported in the last fiscal year over 500,000 pounds of 
that commodity. 

Mr. FELTON. The United States? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes,sir. Ourimports during 
the same year were six hundred and ninety-three thousand and some 
odd pounds, Thus it appears that our exports nearly keep pace with 
our imports. 

Mr. FELTON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman had his time 
extended, but I will hear his question. 

Mr. FELTON. Does that embrace the exports from San Francisco? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I speak of the exports from 
the United States. Some of our exports are made to Quebec. Some 
of the exports of our domestic product are made from the Atlantic sea- 
board, but we export largely to Guatemala and principally to Mexico. 





| Our quicksilver is able to enter the Republic ot Mexico upon an equal 


can market, varying, of course, in degree, and at one time bringing a | 


‘price of from $24 to $25 per flask greater in the London market than 
it was sold for in the American, and during all that time large exports 
were mnade to the United States from London, the product of the Span- 
ish and Austrian mines. 


footing with the foreign quicksilver and to command that market! y 
sales almost as great in extent as our imports from foreign countries. 

It is perfeetly clear that our producers have got the whole East at 
their command, and when they are able to export and undersell the 
foreign producer in the countries I have named, it is not proper that 
we should hold our consumers of quicksilver along the Atlantic sea- 
board in unnecessary bondage in order to control for the producers an 
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unnatural and unnecessary market. 
free-list justly hurts nobody. If there be a trust in Europe, that fact 
lays no just or proper basis for inaugurating a corresponding trust in 
America. Our friends upon the other side seem to think that if they 
can by any means claim or show that there is a trust abroad, then it 
follows that we should inaugurate a trust at home. 

Mr. FELTON. I do not say that there was a quicksilver trust 
abroad, but I said there would be one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is no need for 
on quicksilver, either for revenue or for any other reason. 

Mr. FELTON. In reply to what the gentleman has said, I think 
that if he will examine the exports from San Francisco he will find 
that our quicksilver producers export to China, Mexico, and perhaps 
to South America, but he will find that the volume of that export is 
not very large. Ifthe gentleman knew the cost of transportation from 
the Pacific coast to the Atlantic coast he would soon discover why 
so little of the product comes here. The only legitimate exports of 
quicksilver that we of the Pacific coast have at the present time are to 
China, South America, and Mexico. 

California has produced more quicksilver than she and the rest of 
the Pacific coast could consume; but notwithstanding that, much has 
been imported into this country because it can be brought from Spain 
and from Austria at less cost for transportation than it can be sent from 
the Pacific coast to the Atlantic coast. Now, if we have no quicksil- 
ver production upon the Pacific coast, what will be the result? As |] 
remarked before, I prepared a table of statistics which any gentleman 
can examine, and when he examines it he will discover that just in 
proportion to the production on the Pacific coast its increase or its 
diminution have been the fluctuations in price. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
tleman think that he is not going tc have that industry in Califor- 
nia? 

Mir. FELTON. Because it costs $28.30 to make a flask of quick- 
silver in California, while it costs in Spain only $7.10; and also be- 
cause they have cheaper transportation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
you out of the Mexican market ? 

Mr. FELTON. Because it is more convenient for them to buy of 
us, because our freights are less, as the steamers leaving San Francisco 
for China and the South American ports do so practically in ballast, 


a tariff 


Then why do not they drive 


returning with cargoes of teas and rice from China, coffee and other | 
s 


products from South America; because the transportation takes less 
time, and perhaps because the demands of those markets for this metal 
are too limited to be worth contending for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is because you have con- 
trol of the situation and hold it, and yearin and year out you godown 
to Mexico and Guatemala and sell great quantities of your product. 


Now, if the foreign producers can not drive you out of Mexico they | 


can not drive you out of California. 
Mr. FELTON. Inreply tothat I have to say they can by reducing 


the price here, and free quicksilver would accomplish that. Ten years 


ago we had thirty mines producing quicksilver in California, while two | 


years ago we had but nine, and now—— 
We have but one principal mine having a large production, and that 
iS In a very poor condition so far as the ores are concerned. Taking th« 


present prices of quicksilver—about $27 a flask—lI believe that putting | 


quicksilver upon the free-list will be the straw which will break the 
camel’sback. I desire gentlemen to remember that if the result should 
be to crush this American industry, every branch of manufacture which 
requires quicksilver will be compelled to pay twice as much for it as it 
does now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As these manufacturers are 
able to get along in selling to the Mexicans, I do not see why they can 
not command the market nearer home. 

Mr. FELTON. The gentleman, I presume, did not hear my state- 
ment that during the entire time quicksilver was on the-free list—dur- 
ng every month of those nine years—it sold at vastly larger prices in 
ondon; always higher than in the United States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then how are you going to be 
broken down ? 

Mr. FELTON. Because they could make their profits abroad and un- 
(lersell us here, as during the interim between the passage of the law 
imposing the duty and its taking effect as much quicksilver almost 
was imported and sold in this country as in the nine years before of no 
protection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am unable to see how an 
increase in the price of quicksilver is going to break down the market 
of the gentleman’s constituents. 

Mr. FELTON. Iam very sorry I can not make the gentleman see it. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. LODGE. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
two words. I merely wish, in behalf of certain constituents of mine 
who are interested in the quicksilver industry, to put upon record 
their protest against this attack upon that industry. Without delay- 
ing the House, I will simply read a letter from the treasurer of the 
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Bat what makes the gen- | 
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Napa Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company, which state Se 
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erty to call your good services into requisition, and beg that you w g 
matter your attention, and see that the duty is not taken off 
I am, dear sir, yours, very respectfully, 
W. B. BUCK MINSTEI 
T ’ M 
Hon. Hexyry Casot Loner, Washing I 
r a} . . 1 ’ 
I also submit as a part of my remarks the following: 
Mem al of the quicksilver manufact rs of California. 
To the President and M bers of the Tariff Comm 
rhe undersigned, quicksilver manufacturers in the State of California, respect- 
fully beg leave to submit to your honorable body that the production of « k- 
sliver is one of the most important interests of the Pac coast, repres » 
capital of $30,000,000, and giving permar t employme to re than fiv 
and men, who are paid liberal wages; that t article o licksilve : 
yute necessity in the mining of silver and gol nd other uses; that f 
years Ww e the article was pr cted by d the business was fairly } ita 
ble and munerative to the manufa irers, and that some thirty mines were in 
operat it State ; 
Phat w i last few years, since the abolition of the duty, owing sharp 
pet m with foreign producers, partic irly of the Almaden mines in Spain, 
which are owned and worked by the Spanish G ent, and the Idria m 
n Aus owned and worked by the Austrian Government, the price has b 
reduced toso low a figure that there is » profit to manufacturers here ‘ 
only eight mines are how bein, vorkerd in Californ tt total amo it 
received for sales of the artic ring ist tl 3 ty i the cost 
of its manufacture, allowing for depreciat 1 in work ust i - 
that owing to the richness of the Spa rand Austr und fact 
| the cost of labor in those countries is n« f s paidi 
California, quicksilver can not be man » CO ete w i 
the product from Spain and Austria, and unless so ! tect s gis 
this important interest must entirely give way to foreign competit th 


owing to the high rates of transportation between California and the Eastern 
States, foreignquicksilver can be sent from Europe to New York at one-q 

the freight and in one-third of the time that it can be sent from San |! 

that many articles necessary for the working of quicksilver mines, p 





and steel, are ! 












































iron subject to high duties, there gcely increasing 
of manufacture; that empty quicksilver flasks are su t to aduty of 5 | 
cent.; that most of the flasks used in California are secon ind flasks 
from China, on which the quicksilver manufacturers here are « edtoy t 
high duty, oft paying many times on the same flasks, while ‘ f 
with quicksilver are imported into New York fi ‘ ) er t 
facts f the American market east of tl M as bx 
home manufacturers id supplied with a foreign product w I 
or revenue to our Government 
1883—Duty imposed on quicksilver, 10 per cent 1 
1888—New tariff bill pu icksilver on free-list 
That the imposition of a duty on quicksilver would lead to no } 
lamage to other industries in tl intry, the ar e 34 
tim n gold i silver minis hat the smal! advances pri I 
lly t ilmost nothing in the cost of mining, w! t mlyo 
which would be affected—the manufacture of vermilli ind tl] 
of medicinal preparations from mercury, both of which are sma 
n with the manufacture of quicksilver—are now prot a 
rhat owing to the great extent and ricl fthe S s . l 
th mines in this country, and the 1} ite I Spa 
( nt can at any time produce quicksilver in ent i 
ply t consumption of the world, and i lel eve ¢ 
s cour ; that the control of thisSpa: 
hands of Messrs. Rothschild, of Lond ise 
mines for thirty ye s, to secure the paymer! rove t t 
there is a very large accumulation from the } nes v 
don; that prior to the manufacture of q silver in Ca i I 
eign quicksilver was more tnan treble the present | ind that 
California mines, which are practi ly the only competitors of the S i 
Aus 1 mines, be, for want of protection, driven f 1 the fic 
the foreign article would be advanced to arate that would com] 
of quicksilver in this country to pay a hundred-fold n et 
of a duty on the American product would cost them. The ad ‘ 
duty of a product manufactured exclusively by fore 1 governments i 
themselves have a high protective tariff), to the detriment and ruin of Ame 
ican industry, isan anomaly in our reve! laws w 1 your pet t beg 
| may be at once removed. 
Your petitioners further respectfully represent that ¢ other metais of Amer 
| ican manufacture, from native ores, iron, copper, zinc, nickel, lead ‘ 
| protected by high duties; quicksilver, which under the present foreign competi 
tion seems to require it more than any other, forming almost the only exce 
tion; and they therefore trust that your honorable body will recommend the 
imposition of a duty on this arti 
Under the old tariff the duty on quicksilver was 15 per cent. ad valor i 
ranged in amount from 10 to 23 cents per pound, but your petitioners w dr 
spectfully suggest that a specific duty of from 20 to 25 cents per po ibe recom- 
mended—20 cents being, in their opinion, aboutthe lowest figure which would 
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enable American manufacturers to compete with the Spanish and Austrian 
Governments, and give them a fair return for the capital invested. 
Tur QUICKSILVER MintInGc Company, NEw ALMADEN, CAL., 
J. B. RANDOL, Manager. 
SuLtpuvcr BANK QuicksILVER MrxinG Company, 
By PARROTT & CO., Agents and Factors. 
GREAT WESTERN QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY, 
G, PALACHE, President. 
THE REDINGTON QUICKSILVER COMPANY, 
JOHN H, REDINGTON, President, 
Tue New Iprta Mrxina Company, 
By THOMAS BELL, President. 
TNE SANTA CLARA MINING ASSOCIATION, OF BALTIMORE (GUADALUPE), 
HENRY MAY, Receiver. 
THe OAKLAND Mintnc ComPany, 
By THOMAS BELL, Trustee. 
THE NAPA CONSOLIDATED QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY, 
W. B. BUCKMINSTER, Manager. 
Tue Great EAsteryx QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that if quicksilver 
should be put on the free-list these establishments which now produce 
it will shut down and quit exporting quicksilver to Mexico ? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no Jarge margin of profit in this business; 
and the destruction of the quicksilver-mining industry will put ihe 
supply of quicksilver for this country into the hands of government 
monopolies of Austria and Spain, controlled by the Rothschilds, 


Mr. HERBERT. How will putting this article on the free-list pre- | 


vent these American establishments from exporting to Mexico as they 
do now ? 

Mr. FELTON. I will explain that matter to the gentleman. The 
chief quicksilver-producing mine in California now is the New Almaden. 
The present price under the existing tariff leaves these manufacturers 
a protit of only $5 or $6a flask. They work some 750 men, and their 
operations extend over a surface of country 5,000 feet one way and 
6,000 feet another, and 2,300 feet deep, making the production very 
expensive. 

Mr. MCSHANE. The gentleman must be mistaken in his statement 
as to the profit on a flask of quicksilver. It is $22 instead of $5 or $65. 

Mr. FELTON. In a flask of quicksilver there are 76} pounds. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MORROW. I ask unanimous consent that the time of my col- 
league [Mr. ELTON] be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FELTON. Quicksilver is selling for $37 per flask of 76} pounds. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Iam sure the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. FELTON, In what respect? 

Mr. MCSHANE. I know what I amtalking about. I know that 
quicksilver is being sold by Wells, Fargo & Co. in San Francisco at $50 
a flask. 

Mr. FELTON. I know that a month ago it was selling in New 
York and San Francisco at $37 a flask. It has ruled about that price 
for years. If the gentleman will take the trouble to examine the mat- 
ter he will discover that my statements are about correct. I do not 
undertake in every case to speak with perfect exactness; I am talking 
about the average. If there is any one thing about which I am soli- 
citous it is to state nothing here which I do not believe to be strictly 
true; ifany statement of mine is inaccurate it is because I am mistaken, 
and I now state that for eleven years past the average of the highest 
prices (ignoring the lowest) has been about $35 per flask, and I have 
the statistics to prove it. 

At the time I obtained my figures (and that was during this debate) 
this metal was selling at $37 per flask. That price does not leave a 
sufiicient profit, because last year the cost of production was $28.38 per 
flask. 

Now, the mining of this metal in the United States is under disad- 
vantageous circumstances compared with the Austrian and Spanish 
mines. ‘the amount the mine has been making for the last year or 
for the last two years has not been more than enough to pay the wear 
and tear, and will not now pay the interest on the plant in addition. 

Mr. McSHANE. Iam not discussing as to the cost of production. 
I take the gentleman’s statement that it costs $28 a flask, but I do say 
that it is selling to-day in San Francisco at $50 a flask; at that rate 
selling $100,000 worth. 

Mr. FELTON. I understand it has been selling at the highest at 
$37 a flask. I have not heard of its selling at $50 a flask. I say if it 
is $50 now it will not remain that very long, and that there must be 
some especial reason for it. 

Mr. MCSHANE, It is $50 a flask. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me call the gentleman’s attention now tothe 
question which I put to him. I admit the Government does com- 
pel the home consumer to pay these quicksilver manufacturersa bonus 
on what they produce, but this mine has no power to compel the 
Mexican consumer to pay for these quicksilver miners any bonus at 
all. How, then, will it affect the export of quicksilver to Mexico? 

Mr. FELTON. That is the easiest thing in the world to answer. 
If we do not produce it we will not export it. At the present rates 
you will not export it because you will not produce it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Under the present conditions you do produce and 
sell it in Mexico. If there were a repeal of the tariff why could you 
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not produce and sell it in Mexico, where you have to compete with the 
production in other countries? Please explain that. 

Mr. FELTON. I will explain it. We would not produce it be- 
cause the Austrian and Spanish mines would ship their surplus to sell 
in this market at a less price than we could produce and break down 
our industry and get both markets. They have sold it for nine years 
at a less price here than they sold it in their own markets, 

Mr. HERBERT. Why do they not send us their surplus? It is 
because you can produce it cheaper. ‘There is no answer to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for debate has expired, and if there be 
no objection the formal amendments will be withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word, and I do 
so for the purposeof answering the question of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama | Mr. HERBERT], which he put to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Fe_ton]. He asked what effect it would have upon our exporta- 
tion to Mexico of quicksilver by putting thisarticle upon the free-list. It 
would have this effect: The quicksilverindustry, through theinfluence 


| of the tariff, has become so great in this country and the competition 


has grown up amongst them to such an extent they have reduced the 
price of the article so that they can afford not only to sell it in this 
country in competition with what comes from abroad, but they can also 
ship it into Mexico and compete with the production there. They do 
that because they have a 10 per cent. tariff upon it. In that way they 
are enabled to build up an export trade. But the moment you take 
off the tariff you not only kill off the home trade, but you also kill off 
the export trade. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman’s theory, then, is, by making the 
price of quicksilver higherin thiscountry you thereby enable us to build 
up an export trade in that article. 

Mr. WHITE, of indiana. That is the theory upon your side of the 
House and that is the theory upon which you act; but let me say to 
the gentleman from Alabama that there is nothing in it. It is purely 
imaginary and not at all practicable. 

The only difference, Mr. Chairman, is in respectof the wages of labor. 
There is nothing else in it under the sun. The business men here are 


just as good as they are in Europe or anywhere else. Our manufact- 


urers are just as ingenious and just as successful as those in Europe. 
They can produce whatever can be produced elsewhere. The differ- 
ence is, however, that here high wages are paid to labor, whilst in other 
cases it can be hired at the rate of 25 centsaday. The result of th« 
adoption of free-trade doctrines in tnis country will be to reduce our 
labor to the same low rates. To that we are opposed. We favor the 
protection of our industries. We propose to keep up the wages that 
are paid our labor in this country. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then your theory seems to be that the higher the 
wages you pay and the more it costs to produce the article the bette: 
you will be able to export the product for sale to the Mexicans. | 
that it? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. As I have already said, the question of 
labor is the principal one, and it is only right and just that when the 
product of our manufactures is brought into competition with the for 
eign product the difference in wages paid in this country and abroad 
should be made up by a proper rate of duties for the protection of our own 
manufactures. In that way we have seen that our manufacturers can 
not only afford to supply the article at a reasonable rate but at the 
same time to build up an export trade; otherwise we would not be ab): 
to carry on the manufacture to supply our own market or to supply th 
demand created by our export trade. 

Why, let me refer the gentleman to the fact, as the result of the pol- 
icy to which I am referring, we shipped calico over to Europe and so!d 
it in London, Glasgow, and Liverpool in competition with the foreign 
fabric. It will be the same case with the production of quicksilver 1! 
we are only careful to provide wise legislation. 

Mr. MILLS. It is the cost of transportation in which this prod 
tion finds its protection. Ten per cent. does not give any protection 
against the Austrian production of quicksilver. 

It is the enormous transportation charges overland from California 
to New York that gives it protection. The very fact, sir, that quick 
silver is exported from California into Mexico, or into any other coun- 
try where it is to come in competition with the same mineral from 
other countries, shows that it has this distance competition. 

Now, it can be sold cheaper at the point where it is produced than 
anywhere else, because the producer has not got to pay the charge for 
transporting it to the open market, where it comes in competition with 
the productions from other conntries. He can sell his quicksilver 
cheaper in California than he can sell it in Mexico; but we see that it 
is exported from California into Mexico, and is sold cheaper in Mexico 
than the quicksilver which is produced in Spain or Austria; and hence 
it follows as a matter of course that he must be able to produce it in 
California cheaper than it can be produced in Spain or Austria, and it 
does not suffer by competition and needs no such protection as gentle- 
men urge. 

Let us have a vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
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MILs], the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, saysthat; Mr. KELLEY. No; Iwanttospeakonthisline. We have not per- 
there is notany protective duty in 10 percent. on quicksilver; or rather, | fected this line yet. We have voted on one amendment, which was to 
that 1t really does not protect the industry in California, because of the | strike out all of t Ll} ) ect it by striking 
f enormous railroai charges which this product has to meet in seeking | out the last word. 
. the markets of the world. Why, God bless his soul, there arenorail-| The CHAIRMAN Very well; pro 
: road charges in that connection. The vessels that come to California} Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to know nt ) are 
for wheat, that come there for a cargo, come in ballast and they are | aware and w be kind et 1 to tell me what chief use of this 
very ulad to have the quicksilver, and the heavy iron flasks in which | hromic ore is? It is vy ma ,u ' Ye 
it is imported, as ballast, and take it without charge. , | It is the raw mate l which a mo t lustry ends 
There is no charge for the water transportation of the Rothschilds | and which we could not establish u lt { 1 
j Italian and Spanish quicksilver of the Almaden and Idria mines, which | or chromic ore were found on the Pacilic « ; 
j they hold as mortgages from the Italian and Spanish Governments. | frem which bi-chromat potash is prod the t 
There are no railroad charges whatever unless it be in getting the prod- | which from San ‘ r other p it 
uct to the seaboard in Spain or Italy; and then all is water carrixge, | Baltimore and Philadelphia we have 1} Le 
where this very heavy and condensed article is gladly taken by vessels in | of bi-chromate of potash, which enters into our dy i col 
\ vant of ballast, that come by the hundred, not by the tens or scores, | we are now able to « pete with ] ha ‘ manutact 
i but which you will find lying in the harbor of San Francisco, and in | high-priced colored cotton ial yi n of « y to work 
A the harbors of other wheat-growing countries, by the hundred, each | chror beds in ¢ 
f one waiting a chance to get into dock and receive its cargo. So that rhe duty is not by any 1 is prohibi y, for last ,asi 
the gentleman’s calculation of railroad charges as a protection to the | by the paper furnish ry th 1 1.403 tons 
industry of producing quicksilver is utterly and entirely delusive. a value of $20,812. To remove whol ity 1 
” Mr. MILLS. Now let us have a vote. © perceptible impression on our revenues, | 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FELton to strike | are really, without knowing what we are about, , 
out the line, the committee divided, and there were—ayes 45, noes 49. | bullin a chinashop. We are destroying an lust 
So the amendment was rejected. coast, and thereby endangering the industries in Maryland 
The Clerk read as follows: | vania, and New England and affecting of the f t 
129. Chromate of iron or chromic ore. | factories. 
Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike out this line 129. The CHAIRMAN. Does the ge thd 
st In my district there is a very considerable quantity of this ore pro- | amendment? 
= duced. It barely sustains its own under the existing tariff, and if it Mr. KELLEY. Yes; I withd 
a be put upon the free-list it will result in_the obliteration of the entire The Clerk read as folloy 
£ industry in that State. Mineral substances in 
This mineral is found chiefly in the county of San Luis Obispo. | ™etated or provided 
Contracts have been made for the product of the mines. It is mined Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. ¢ in, I move to ( 
and shipped around the Horn to points on the Eastern seaboard. It | and 151, just read. I do it for the reason that those lin 
is a business carried on within the limits of our own country. It is | in their effect than I suppose the committee intended. That | 
carried on by our own people, and it will be fatal to the prosecution | ion is copied in form from the old act, but in the old act it was ]} 
of that industry and the production of that ore if it be put upon the | vided that such substances should pay a duty of 20 per cent. In 
free-list. old act the schedule of metals was full. There was but little left 
This ore, mined as I have said in California and carried around the | be included under this proviso, whereas in the sched nt 
Horn in vessels, is sold upon the Atlantic seaboard at a very close mar- | bill but tew metals are specified. The proviso in t! 
gin; and if you putit upon the free-list you offer a direct premium on | sideration say 
the part of this Government to the producers of this ore on the other | Mineral substances in 
‘- side of the water and discriminate against our own industries. And | ™erated or provided for, 
you can see, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, what an Especially enumerated or provided for where? Why, in 


impression such a condition must have upon the minds of the people | under consideration. It thus admits to the free-list a 
who are directly interested in that industry in this country. The mo- | metals in the unwrought state that are not named in this bil 
tion I make, therefore, is a matter of equity. The revenue derived | ally and that are not upon the free-list as it now stands. For 
now isnot much. I think the chairman of the Committee on Ways | in the old schedule, of which these words area part, I find that 





and Means might very well consent under the circumstances to allow | nickel, zinc ores, argentina, and some other meta an u 
that to be stricken from the free-list and the duty to remain as under | state are provided for, but in the schedule attached to this bill I do 
the present law. not find that they are provided for, though my examination has 
Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the ore mentioned in this paragraph | hasty upon the spur of the moment. ‘Therefore they would come in 
of the bill is produced only in California, and in but three places in | free under the provisions of this general clause. I do not believe the 
that State—San Luis Obispo, referred to by my colleague, in Placer | committee intended that to be the effect, becanseif they had I believe 
County, and also in Del Norte County. | they would have been manly enough to say in so many word t 
I find upon an examination of a petition which has been presented | these articles should go on the free-list. Therefore I mov 
to the House and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means that | two lines be stricken out. 
chrome-iron ore is sold in the New York market at about $20 per ton. Mr.MILLS. There isno difficulty in my mind or in the mind 
That, I take it, is about the average price from year to year. We pro- | committee as to the clearness of the language we have used. W 
\3 duce in California 5,000 tons annually. The cost of this product is | an article is not specially provided for either by: ing law or b 3 
is about $17 to $18 per ton. Now, the present duty is 15 per cent. ad | bill it would comein under the free-list. ‘‘ ytherw iv y pro- 
ES valorem, which I believe is equivalent to about $3 per ton. The pres- | vided for’’ means either by existing law or by t iw 
: ent proposition is to place this ore upon the free-list, and the removal} But I would say to the gentleman from New ey that a 
B of the duty as proposed will, of course, not only reduce the present | of gentlemen in the House have suggested some do s about 
je price, but it will result in destroying the industry because it is impos- | guage, and so the committee have prepared a ‘ e to. 
sible to carry on a business on such a narrow margin without the re- | end of the free-list which will cover all the 
‘i duction of the rate of labor. The amount paid in earnings is not less | Mr. BUCHANAN. Upon that as e, that a proviso 
§ than $100,000 annually. presented which will beyond doubt or cavil cover t i 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the result of placing this ore on the free-list will | cause it is a difficulty—I am perfectly willing ess m end 
be the destruction of the industry altogether. No ore can be produced | ment at the present time, but I would like to hear t I 
{ in California and shipped to New York and sold at $20 aton at the | Mr. MILLS. I will read it to the gentleman 1 
present rate of labor in California. By continuing this tariff you en- | This act is intended and shall be construed as an 
able us to produce a large amount of ore annually for the benefit of the | amendatory to existing laws, and the rat ty 
consumers and to pay large numbers of workmen good wages for their | provimtena, nd sections herein spe 
labor. The question is simply whether you will continue this labor or | ;, ee woiad wronged gt he 
whether you willstrikeitdown. If the article is placed upon the free- | ally changed, modified i,t 
| list it will, under the present conditions, put an end to the whole in- remain in fullforce and effect 
dustry in the country. | Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam free to say that the language of t 
| The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. | viso is not satisfactory to v + it speaks of rates o 
Mr. MORROW. I call for a division. | here specifically changed ;’’ but is specifically « 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 52. | mit that the very fact that it has occurred to sev ly 
So the amendment was rejected. this language is doubtful shows that there is 
j Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. | objecting to it, and for fearing that the ‘‘not otheryv 
Ys The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- | enumerated or provided for in this scheda Will bel : t 
man to the fact that it will be necessary to read the next line. | to apply to articles named in this schedule and 1 
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Mr. MILLS. Now, will the gentleman name the articles of which | amendment of the Committee on Ways and Means will accomplish the 
he speaks ? purpose I have in view. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, /Yes,sir. I will withdraw my motion to strike Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask gentlemen of the committee 
out, and move to amend by inserting ‘‘ except lead, nickel, and zinc.’’ | what mineral substances they mean by this language: ‘‘ mineral sub- 





Mr. BAYNE. And iron ore. I will ask the chairman of the Com- | stances in a ernde state.’’ 
mittee on Ways and Means where iron ore is enumerated in this sched-| Mr. MILLS. Anything not elsewhere embraced specifically. 
ule? | Mr. BAYNE. What are they? 
Mr. MILLS. It is enumerated in the existing law at 75 cents a ton Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman will find by 


duty. 


| referring to page 72 of the compilation of the existing tariff various 
Mr. BAYNE. Yes; bat do you propose to leave section 41 still a 


articles enumerated—ashes of zinc, barytes earth, or ore in natural con- 





part of the bill? dition 

Mr. BAYNE. Lecause if you do leave it in the bill you will have | 74— 
two conflicting propositions, ; : Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the amendment offered by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is another article alto- 
the gentleman from New Jersey. gether. : : 


Mr. BAYNE. Why not accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ]? 

Mr. bYNUM. Because it would make the meaning doubtful. 

Mr. KELLEY. JI desire to insert ‘‘zine, lead, and iron ore, and bi- 
tuminous coal.’’ The gentleman will find, on examining pages 20 
and 21 of the bill, that ‘‘lead in pigs and bars,’’ ete., pays a duty of 
1} cents per pound, and that zine ores pay 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

My contention is that with the provision now under consideration 
inthe bill, ‘‘ Mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, 
not specially enumerated or provided for,’’? the other products can do 
as well without a special provision as ore and coal can. 

Mr. MILLS. But my friend will remember that iron and coal re- 
main as they are under the existing law. Wedo not touch them atall 
in this bill. : 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, the others remain also. 

Mr. MILLS. Coal and iron ore remain untouched at 75 cents a ton. 
But we have touched these others. The provision is in relation to 
‘‘mineral substances in a crude state, and metals unwrought not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for.’’? These are specially enumerated 
and provided for, one set of them by this proposed bill, and the other 
sct in the existing law. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, as tens of thousands of men believe that by 
the cireumlocutions of this bill their industries are to be ruined or in- 
jured, either by the decision of some Department clerk, or possibly by 
the decision of a court, why not protect them by using the language of 


Mr. BAYNE. What other articles do you speak of? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am simply reading the 
names of some of these articles not elsewhere provided for— 

Black lead ; British luster; crysolite; claystone; cobaltum or cobalt crystals; 
yellow metal manufactured— 

‘* British gold,’’ as some gentleman suggests— 

Fining earth; gannister, crude; guhr; limestone, rough, for burning into 
lime; sheathing metal, old, and fit only for remanufacture. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is equivalent to putting iron ore on the free-list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is not iron ore, how- 
ever. 

Mr. WISE. That is otherwise provided for. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The colleague and associate of the gentleman says it 
is not; that it is included in this proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I say it iselsewhere provided 
for. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why did you name it, then, as one of those sub- 
stances included here? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have not named it. I am 
naming these other articles. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman has mixed those which are provided 
for and those which are not provided for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Just the reverse. I have 
been separating them. 

Mr. BAYNE. What mineral substances will come in free under this 


| 
| 

Mr. BYNUM. No; this will take its place. | Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; that is provided for here in this bill, in line 
| 





the present law, ‘‘on bituminous coal 75 cents a ton,’’ ‘‘on iron ore proposition ? 
75 cents a ton?” ’ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have been reading a few of 
Mr. MILLS. But I say to the gentleman that we have agreed in | them. 


committee upon a provision which we will insert at the end of this bill, 
and which will make its meaning as clear as the English language can 
make it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Like the gentleman from New Jersey, I listened to 
the reading of that proviso, and like him I did not think it was quite 
clear. I have no coal miners nor iron-ore miners in my district, but 
I am appealed to by thousands to have their rights made clear by a 
couple of lines in this bill, and i propose to amend this provision so as 
to say ‘‘mineral substances in a crude state, and metals unwrought 
not specially enumerated or provided for, except iron ore and bitu- 
minous coal,’’ 

Mr. WISE. Ihaveas much interestin this subject as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLey]. I shall not vote for his amend- 
ment, because I believe the amendment of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which will be adopted by the House, will leave this subject 
free from doubt. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, this provision as it stands covers some 
articles which are not enumerated, and there are numerous other arti- 
cles which, though not enumerated in the present bill, are to be found 
in the existing law. If you undertake to include in this provision any 
purt of those, you simply make the construction of the provision more 
doubtful and difficult. For this reason the committee prefer a general 
repealing clause which will apply to the construction of this whole bill | is a wrought article manufactured. The very moment the miners go 
and leave it consistent. ‘The adoption of the amendment of the gentle- | to work, that moment there is labor used and applied to the article, 
man from Pennsylvania would, | submit, only complicate matters and | whatever it may be. 
probably create doubt in the minds of the courts as to other items ot They go upon the principle these metals when unwrought are raw 
equal importance. material. Iron ore may be a raw material when it lies in the bowels 

Mr. KELLEY. Iron-ore is certainly a ‘metal unwrought;’’ bitu- | of the earth, but when the ore has been taken out and turned into metal 
minous coal from the mine is certainly a ‘‘ mineral substance in a crude | it is a manufactured article. 
state.’’? Now, by this bill metals unwrought and crude minerals are | If this clause goes through, other metals may also come in free. If 
put on the free-list. I ask the committee to adopt an amendment ex- | they are not produced in this country, itis well enough to allow them 
cepting iron-ore and bituminous coal. to come in free; but if they are produced here let them pay a tarifl 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisk] may very courageously | equal to the additional labor and the higher wages paid in this country. 
vote for the provision of the bill, and if he lives until next November, | If you will allow it to be introduced into the country our manufact- 
he may wish he had not done so. I know that I have heard from urers will soon be able to manufacture it; but if it is manufactured here, 


Mr. BAYNE. You read one which you admitted would be equiva 
lent to placing iron ore on the free-list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I denied that expressly. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman mentioned sheet-iron, fit only to be 
remanufactured. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not one of these ar- 
ticles I have been reading. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘‘ Sheathing metal,’’ not shect- 
iron. I presume it refers tosuch metal as is used for the copper bot 
toms on shipping—‘ ‘sheathing metal, old, and fit only for remanufact- 
ure.’’ I refer the gentleman to page 72 of the compilation of the pres- 
ent tariff. 

{ ifere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. As an amendment to the amendment, | 
move to add after the word “‘for,’’ in line 131, the following: 

Provided such mineral substances and metals are not found or produced in: 
the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment so that if this bil) should 
pass there may not be any conflict or difficulty arising from the lan- 
guage of this clause. Under the language as it stands at present al- 
most any kind of metal can be imported into this country free. Metal 





many iron-miners and coal-handlers of his district begging me to try | then our producers should be protected, as I have already stated, by 
by this simple phrase to have their industry protected. the difference in the higher wages paid here than are paid abroad. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman will allow me to say that I have heard The amendment to the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, was 
from the people engaged in this industry in my district; and they are | rejected. 
satisfied that I understand what Iam doing. I propose that their in- Mr. BUCHANAN’S amendment was rejected. 
terests shall be guarded so far as my vote can control the matter, and The Clerk read as follows: 
that iron and coal shall not be put on the free-list. 1 believe thatthe | Brick, other than fire-brick. 
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Mr. eae AN. I move to strike that out. ing from the free-list a completed i eof t] scription. when 
I do not see how th: it got into this bill. I see no reason forit. I | « f the materials by whichit is ed is ithe dutia st 
have heard no cry along ‘the seashore for free bri k, and I know im- | SMITH, of Wisconsin. Mr. ¢ in, I to state a few 
ported brick does not reac h very far into the interior. The manufact- | fa or t irpose of setting m« S$ rig is to the manufa e ol 
ure of brick has become an important industry, and especially in my | b Che 3 very little 1 ! t ! ture of 
own State. Bricks are not raw material. They do not make them- | brick asar [ have built é g ( ud to 
selves. Three thousand and odd years ago it was tour d impossible to I e themat e rate ol thirt la V,¢ ( t ake 
ake bricks without straw, even. |} me somewhat familiar with the sub . Li e is, | repeat it little 
A MemBER. Where do you find that? lal bout it All you have to dois tos L the nto the machine 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask the gentleman to peruse the book from | and the brick comes out just as 1 I own State, 
which the quotation is - n. which is one of the largest brick-producing Sta 1 t l n, they 
Bricks are made by the expenditure of labor to a larger extent per- | are paying very low wages, and are employing little boys to do the 
haps than is the case in almost any other manufacture. LBricks, as I }| heavy work and in carting the brick to the floors where they piled 
have already said, do not make themselves; they are made to a limited | f ing. 
extent by machine ry, but largely by hand. [f they will go to work and pay living wages. I am in favor then of 
Bricks do not burn themselves; they require to be burned by the ex- ting to keep the tariff on ia ick But they will not do tl 
penditure of labor and by the consumption of coal. This House has y that our laboring men for three years have been trying to g 
just refused to give us free coal with which to} im them. The duty | to add a few shillings daily to their wages, but they have been ent 
to-day on bricks is only 20 per cent., and the revenue, which will essiul, although the brick is to-day sold at an enormously 
reduced, last year was only $6,157. f this bill passes in its present A [ repeat, while there is little labor used, and that p 
shape $ },157 is the total amount of surplus, which will be reduced by | at a low rate, the work being done by mac hinery, I hope th 
putting this American manufactured product on the free-list. ment will not prevail | Applause on the Democratic side 
There is nobody that I am aware of who is asking to put brick upon Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, a aalien x to the report of the cen- 
the free-list. Who asks forit? Noone. On the contrary thousands for 1880 the production of brick in this country amounted in value 
of menin my State protest against putting bricks on the free-lis to $32, 833,587, of which product $13,443,532 was paid in wages, and 


They back their protest by assertions and tigures which I would de- 
tail here to-day, but as we are now under the five-minute rule it is | 
imp esible for me to do so. 

i see no reason for putting this on the free-list. Bricks are not raw 
material; they do not make themselves; they do not burn themselves. 
They are the brick-makers’ finished product. 

[ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to call the attention of our friends on the | 
other side of the House to the grave injustice of placing manufactured 
bricks on the free-list, while at the same time they allow to remain on 
the dutiable list bituminous coal, which is used in such large amounts 
in burning them. Along the New England coast and in the Middl 
States bricks are manufactured to a large extent. In 1880, according 
to the census, the value of bricks and tile, the bricks not being sepa- | 
rated, was $33,000,000. And thereare over $15,000,000 paid out in 
wages, a larger proportion perhapsthan in any other manufacture. Yet | 
in the face of that fact, in the face of the fect that more than one-third 
of the cost of bricks is in the coal used to burn them, it is seriously 
proposed to put this completed product on the free-list. It seems to 

if geutlemen will reflect for a moment they will not carry out any 
such policy. 

Mr. MILLS. The $6,000 of revenue which is taken off certainly will 
not injure the manufacture of this product. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘There is a duty of 20 ~~ cent. on bricks, which 
keeps and maintains that industry almost entirely in this country. 
On the St. John River, adjoining the State of Maine, bricks are man- 
ufactured by labor costing 75 cents a day less than labor in the State 
of Maine. They have coal there, while we are obliged to bring it to 
our side, and yet you propose to put a duty of 75 cents upon coal. 

Mr. MILLS. Your party put it there in 1883, and we only leave it 
where you put it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But while you put the perfected article on the 
free-list, you put a duty of 75 cents upon the coal used in producing it. 
If you proposed to put coal on the free-list there would be more reason 
for your action. But when you propose to retain a duty of 75 cents } 
ton u pon bituminous coal used in the manufacture of brick, and th: 
put brick themselves upon the free-list, with the labor that is used in 
this country costing 50 or 60 per cent. more, it seems to me that1 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, must pause | 
for 4 momentand see that so far as this manufacture is concerned upon 


( 
the seacoast, where the provincial brick may be brought as « heaply from 











the St. John River to Boston or Portland, or along the coast anywhere 
as cheaply as any other brick, that he will destroy the interest if this 
provision is allowed to remain. 

Now, in the platform adopted by the Democratic party, it has been 
decl: _ that it did not propose to place a single article pre xiuced by 
the labor of this country in snch a condition that it would not protect 
the difference in the cost of the labor as between the producti: n of the 
same article here and in foreign countries. And yet here is a prop 
tion to put manufae tured brick upon the free-list, where the labor ei 
of every thousand brick manufactured is at least a dollar more per 
thousand than it costs in the sdjotning British provinces, and in addi- 
tion to that, and nore than tl you propose to leave the very fuel, 
one of the materials used in its manufacture, on the dutiable list at 75 
cents a ton. 

| appeal to gentlemen who desire to do justice in this matter if such | 
a condition and such a proposition as that is either just or fair or rea- | 
sonable. Llask if it is in accordance with the principles that your | 
party have put forth and which you have proclaimed at St. Louis? All 
that is proposed in this matter is simply that we may concur in strik- 






I think that is a sufficient answer to the suggestion of the gentleman 
who has just spoken, that these wages are lowand that but little labor is 
employe din the product, I think this \ W vill compare most favorably with 
other industries in this country, and show at once that there is a larger 
proportion of labor employed than in most any other. While in some 
sections of the country machine-made brick are largely used, yet this 
product is largely produced by hand, because better brick are made in 
that way. 








Mr. MILLS If the gentleman had $30,000,000 worth of bricks 
made in Nova Scotia, or anywhere else outside of the limits of the 
{ d States, he would find the corresponding amount paid labor 


was greater in proportion than it is here. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; that is a mistake 
Mr. MILLS. I admit that you do pay a higher rate of wages per 


day or per week or per year; but you leave out the most essential 
factor, and always leave it out, in your calculations, and that is that 
our laboring people turn out from fifty percent. to a hundred or a hun- 


dred and fifty per cent. more by their labor than in other count: 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman is entirely mistaken in his 
calculations 

Mr. MILLS. I know I am not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because there are no such facts existing as he sug 


But I withdraw the pre forma amendment 








Mr. KELLEY. I renew it for oment 

| have seen bricks madein En 1 I have seen r girls anc ing 
women, old mothers and young children carryit wet fire-brick from 
where it is fashioned to the warm boards on ch it is laid ir the 





furnace door in which it is to go on the morrow; and yet with all the 



























gained by the employment of women : ‘ ren 
s -makers, the day seems to come when Macaulay’s New Zealande 
take his stand upon a breken arch of London bridge and | at 
the ruins of London’s past. 

As you cross this bridge you behold one of the mo ible build 
ings on the Surrey side, St. Thomas Hospita building 
which was not built of ose. in brick, according to « because 

my friend from New York says every nov 1 aga s discu 
sion, the laborers of London had learned the ] er of united labor: but, 
sir, St. Thomas Hospital—one of the most beneficent buildings in its 
object and one of the finest for its purposes in its archit ¢ 3a brick 
bu ing, the girders and all other iron work of ( if n and 
not OF rlish be mse B ii 1 can i lu e her ore il a convel it Into 
iron and send it to Eng! heaper than Eng 1 ma ie ma 
terials for her own hospital 

Beleium had secured the contracts for all the cks for St. Thomas 
Hospital. ‘The Belgian iron was there, but the United Bricklayers of 
Eng nd prohibited the laying of Belgian bricks in that buildin nd 

| the managers cas St. Thomas Hospital had to } ther 
eee : Belgium with whom they] id contracted 
7 r the brick for the building, and but for the pluck and nerve of the 
British Assoc ited Brick] yers and House-build st. Thomas Hos- 
| pital would stand a monument of the increasing w kness of En land, 
and the intensification of the poverty of her laboring people under free 


rade, which puts brick on the free-list. There it stands, near the 
bishop’s palace, near the greatest pottery works among English-speak- 
ing people—Dalton’s. But there the public building is a monument 
of the growing decline of England under free trade. 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. MILLS. The remarks of my friend from Pennsyl\ ania | Mr 
KELLEY | about seeing women and children making bricks in England 








FT cototee 


wy 


oes 





ran 


< 

ee 
38 
a 2 
J 

a 
a 


ae 


5642 2 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 27 


3 





recalls to my memory a speech he made a few years ago, in which he to the same severally, requested conferences with the House on the 


reminded this House that on a former visit to England he had seen 
women making nails at 37) cents a day; and that the product of that 
pauper labor was coming over here to drive our people out of employ- 
ment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no; I never said that. Iwas only talking 
about the condition of England. 

Mr. MILLS. I appeal to therecord. You were talking about the 
tariff and the danger from the product of that pauper labor. 

I asked a gentleman who was familiar with the manufacture of nails, 
how many nails that old woman could have made in a day for 37} cents. 
He said about 10 pounds would be a fair day’s work for her. That 


to the table of the census prepared by Mr. Swank on the iron and steel 
industry of the United States—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I must say I think the gentleman is appealing to 
his imagination as to my stating the price of the nails by the pound. 
I never computed it 

Mr. MILLS. No; but you said the woman got 37} cents a day. 
That is all you said about it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. You said she was making 37) cents a day while our 


} 
| 
| 


cis greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Vest, Mr. SAawyYErR, and Mr. DoLPH managers at said conferences on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 


| Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
| River, in Arkansas; 


A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 


| the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
would make the labor cost for 1 pound of nail’s over 3 cents. I went | 


good nail-makers were getting five and six dollars a day; and you said | 


the product of such pauper labor would come over here and drive our 
men out of the market. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment. I would like to say there that I was 
not comparing them with our people as to power to produce. 

Mr. MILLS. I know you were not. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was pointing to the fact that that system had re- 
duced mothers, wives, and daughters to the condition in which I saw 
them. 


it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of « bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Llli- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (8. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Clin- 
ton, Lowa; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Railway 
Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou d’ Arbonne, 


| in Louisiana; 


Mr. MILLS. Iam coming to that. I went to the census report to | 


find out whether there was any danger of our workingmen being sup- 
planted by this pauper labor in Europe. I found out from the census 
thatone man working at five or six dollars.a day as a nailer would turn 
out 30 kegs of 100 poundseach by machinery; that while that poor old 
woman was working over yonder for 374 cents a day tomake 10 pounds 
of nails, one man here was sitting by and working a machine and mak- 
ing 3,000 pounds of nails; and that the cost of the labor in the United 
States was from one-fifth to one-sixth of acent a pound, while the cost 


of the labor in Europe was over three cents a pound. And yet those 


us. ‘Those nails are to drive our nails all out of the country and de- 
stroy our industry. 

And then the gentleman brings up a pathetic scene of women and 
children working over yonder making brick to come here and drive our 
brick out of the country. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend, who is a practical 
brickmaker, or who understands that business, pricked the whole bub- 
ble here before us when he told us that these bricks were made by ma- 
chinery. 1 have just told my friend from Maine that I knew enough, 


by general reading, of the efficiency of American labor to know that | 


the labor cost of a thousand bricks in Nova Scotia, England, or Belgium 
was greater than it was anywhere in the United States. 


Now, gentlemen will say that we are endangered by the product of 


iron-workers in Belgium, in Germany, and in Great Britain, and yet 
they want a great duty on iron to protect the labor init. Yet I read 
the other day a most able and exhaustive lecture made by a German 
engineer, who was sent over to Pittsburgh to investigate the cost of 
natural gas. He made a thorough investigation into the subject and 
went back home and delivered a lecture, in which he told all about these 
things, and then he concludes by saying that he found at Pittsburgh 
that forty men working in iron could do in one day as much work as it 
required one hundred men to doin Germany. That means that the 
labor of the United States is 150 per cent. more efficient than the labor 
of Germany. Here was a German engineer, a man of ability, talking 


to his own people and telling them what obstacles stood in the way of 


their controlling the market. It is not the labor that is in our way. 
We have got the cheapest labor in the world. I know that our labor 
gets more wages by the day, more by the month, more by the year; 
butit is because our laborers do more work than any others in the world; 
and when you come to compute the labor cost of a unit of product, I 
do not care whether it is brick or woolen goods or cotton goods or silk 
goods, our labor gets less for a given product than labor anywhere in 
the world receives. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senat>, 
and Mr. Blount took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

A messave from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the Jiouse that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 178) 


granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in the service of 


the United States. 

The message turther announced that the Senate had concurred in 
the first amendment of the House to each of the following bills of the 
Senate, and had non-concurred in the second amendment of the House 





A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 

TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
If there be no objection, the formal amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I renewthe amendment. I wish to 


, | say a word as to this brick question. But first I wish to make a sug- 
nails are to be brought to this country to take the market away from | 


gestion about the mistake of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs] 
upon the question of nails. There is no doubt, I take it, of the fact 
that the nails which the old lady was making, referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], were hammered or wrought 
nails, while those referred to by the gentleman from Texas were cut 
nails. They are not deficient in machinery in England to make cut 
nails, nor are they unable to find Englishmen who can make as many 
nails per day as an American can; but by ignoring for the moment the 
difference between cut nails and wrought nails, the gentleman from 
Texas has run entirely wild of the facts. 

Now as to this question of brickmaking, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Smrru] alleges that wages are not paid in Milwaukee that 
are satisfactory to him in the brick-making business, and therefore, in 
order to punish the brick-makers there for not paying such wages as 
he thinks they ought to pay, he is ready to admit Canadian brick free. 
Does that do any good to his constituents who now make their living 
at this business even at poor wages? Is it probable that he can benefit 
the workingmen living along the northern border by having Canadians 
make the brick that build our houses and by having the brick-makers 
fed upon provisions produced in Canada, or is it better to reserve the 
benetit of these industries to ourselves? 

There are made annually in the United States over 3,822,000,000 
common brick, and in the State of New York over 576,000,000 of such 
brick. 

The capital invested in the United States in the brick and tile manu- 
facture (exclusive of sewer and drain tile) is over $27,500,000, the num- 
ber of employés is over 66,000 (of whom over 59,000 are males ahove 
sixteen years of age), and theamountof wages paid them per year is over 
$13,400,000. In the State of New York the same manufacture employs 
nearly $4,000,000 of capital, and over 7,000 hands, of whom over 6,700 
are males over sixteen years of age. The wages paid them amount to 
over $1,600,000 per year, and the product amounts to over $4,000,000. 

Under the existing law the duty is 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The value of theimportation last year (other than fire-brick) amounted 
to over $31,000, paying a duty of over $6,000. What the importation 
would have been with theduty removed no man can tell. 

The gentlemen who constitute the majority of the committee who 
framed this bill live so far from the Canadian line that they are in no 
wise affected by Canadian competition. Therefore they are safe; and 
they propose to take the tax off cotton-ties and other commoditics 
which do concern their own locality, and make the people along the 
northern border suffer in order to benefit their own friends, the Cana- 
dians. 

They propose that Chicago, Detroit, Rochester, Buffalo, and all cities 
on the northern lakes sha)! have their workmen injured by letting 
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i Canadian brick come in free of duty, and we shall have those great | Mr. OUTHWAITE. The point I want to make is, that the duty 
3 avenues of approach to our large cities, the Erie Canal, the Oswego | does not make the difference in the wages: that the lower! 
4 Canal, the Champlain Canal, kept busy transporting Canadian prod- | in Belgium is because labor o plenti ther 
i ucts, and the whole line of our northern coast dotted with Canadian Mr. KELLEY I am t talking about t tion whether the 


4 vessels, manned by Canadian boatmen, carrying these products to our | duty affects the Belgian \ on ‘Atiiedan 4 ~ ' seni en 

£ markets, where they will sell them at prices which our producers, with | floor who thinks | 

; their higher wages and higher rents and higher expenses generally, Mr. OUTHWAITI : saan a 

can not compete. In the southern tier of New York counties a great | a the A 

many brick are made, but the cost of making them is such that the 6 on we 

producers can not compete with the Canadi 
It is difficult to see why gentl@men who are so quick to protect their | it estinweiateed 

own interests by making cotton-ties free a ‘ ‘ e 

duty upon rice and sugar are so read to pour upon Northern citi OUTHWAITI 





S$ in cheapness. vi NIhULEY. 








free bricks. It is perhaps to credit of tl tellects of frie ; 
on the other side that no man has had the “‘ gall’’ to attempt to ‘ ail 

fend the proposition. You can go on and get confused in the matter . 1 

of wrought and cut nails and talk glibly about general principles, but t hat I 7 | 

no man of you has yet attempted to make any defense of this pro} ay wna : aa | ;: 
tion. Applause on the Republican side al a . 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I must have been singularly un-! | ‘ tch t ! i t { ud 
fortunate in my language if I |] t | l 
mittee on Ways and Means to suppose I was afraid of our nail industr i ( sand | Ni i | 


ied the exceilen hairman of the Us 








being destroyed by the women of the vill res of Lye ste ul i } amn 
other towns near Birmingham. I used the illust osl Mi BRECKINE | \ : 
how in the destruction of one industry after anot ng peo ’ or tw g stat t 
ple of England, apparently thrifty, temperate, and hard-working, have iat all the nails made abroad are made hand: that 
i: suffered. Those people I was able to visit in their humble homes, | il nails ] ne l 1 developed t 
: cause I had with me a lady—my daughter. I visited the women nail- ‘ ve § 
| oe makers, the women brick-makers, the women galvanizers of t | tion as to that [dot , hows 


es trict of country. 000.000 po of nails d ee to col eee 

I want to protect the poorest of American laborers against such deg } yn in forei 
radation. To show the humiliation of British industry, I pointed to Now to the rtter VW } - 4 ‘ 
4 the fact that the grandest of the benevolent institutions erected in ti W nd m ms ol : » pr 











last fifteen years in London—the St. Thomas Hospital—is an enduring | 1 on th vn 
monument of the incapacity of England to provide material for such I ) ) f 
building. The brick came from Belgium, the iron mainly from Bel- | { val « u cing :, Lit ca 
H gium, and what was not from Belgium was from Germ The doors i ( t 
4 and sash, the door-frames and sash-frames t only the timber, bu 
: the finished work—are all from Norway. Within cighteen months ] é | ; ur 
3 have seen colored boys in Chattanooga turning out by machinery m- ind Prince Edward Is e he coa 
mered nails at the rate of one hundred, or perhaps five hundred, to | | st in Canada l we « 
every one produced by the poor women of Lye and Lye-Waste, work est situated to compet th u 
ing in their little smoky coops. ntleman from 
I know what machinery can do, and I know that British fuel wil tion with 1] rom Wis 1{M ti 
run our machines and theirs as rapidly and as effectively as American inter f nt In th yuntry we k lar yma 
fue] will run either native or foreign machines. There is where labor | ery. We ase machinery more freely t 1any other people th orld 
comes in. Their machines run as rapidly as ours They do not cos be we a yevond tion 1 most in 3 peo 
so much in the beginning; and the boys and girls and women who at V pl ] r for the light ube \ 
tend the machinery in the cotton and woolen manufactories get not on rk, that which requires mu t 
third the wages paid per hour, per day, per yard, or per piece to Am n Mr. KELLEY | t us 
ican laborers in the same line. One of those colored boys in the Bes- | d 
semer Nail Works at Chattanooga gets more money for his day’s work Wi could employ old } ! | l ) 
at an American machine than is paid to five of those women working t of rk, but lo we do B el 
in English establishments by British methods. I am not afraid that e | table th d ons ¢ 
the manual laborers of England in any department will interfere with | men to whom pay hig \ Wi y we could « 
our industries. I hope I have made that statement emphatic enough } hildren who v get | than are paid 
for the gentleman from Texas to understand. of women and ¢ emplo in Eng 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. What difference does it make whether the bi man from Pen lvan But we 1 toemp 
are manufactured in Belgium or in England, when there is no duty ives because we find i 
upon the manufacture of brick in Belgium? people in th porti« of t ve refo t 





Mr. KELLEY. To the capitalist it does not make any difference; | t vages of labor it i ) 








. to the English brick-maker it is a question of life or death. id children 
t Mr. OUTHWAITE. As there is no duty upon brick in Belgium, | at daily and 
( how does it affeet the manufacture of them or make them cheaper ? that we iid ex 
Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman is a little confused, or I am. ( it as it 1s 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thereis no duty upon the manulacture of brick | of d id we 
in Belgium. Belgium is free trade so far as brick-making is concerned. cat uestion 

Mr. KELLEY. My point is this: The St. Thomas Hospital in Lon- | take it out of the range t] nd 1] $61 
don is built of Belgian brick, because England imposes no duty against | tie was no duty on t t 
Belgian brick and in favor of the British brick-maker. Those brick | I hold in 1 hand. ‘I ve ree 
are therefore made in Belgium, where the highest wages paid to a I want to call th tention of th if 





woman brick-maker is a franc a day. I saw those women at their | LEY] to this point, that the: i 
work. I spent three summers traveling among the laboring people of | The duty on coal wa ) 
Great Britain, France, Belgium, Holland, and Germany; and I tell you | 1861. 1 would like to 
that a woman brick-maker—a virgin girl, a young wife, or an old | tries to te us what a 
grandam—gets never more than a franc a day—a little short of 20 | from 1346 to 1861 j 
American cents. period thar 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is in free-trade Belgium, is it’ 
Mr. KELLEY. Yes. pa the 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not the low rate of wages mentioned by the | protection do 
gentleman due to the fact that labor is so plentiful, not because the | | 
duty has anything to do with the question whatever ? four or five 
Mr. KELLEY. There is no duty in Belgium, and you can not in- | only effect ( 
duce me toadmit that there is. Nor isthere anyin England. As the | tion, tolower wages, to 
English do strive to pay some sort of iiving wages, contracts were made Here the hammer fell 
with Belgian brick-makers to supply the brick for the St. Thomas Hos- Mr. REED. Iwas glad to listen t ) 
pital, London. | man of Committee on Wa M 
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labor-cost. According to him there is something in this climate which | inconsistencies of this bill, and tells us how gently we touched rice be- 
produces magical results and great wages. According to his idea the | 
amount a man receives for wages here depends upon the amount of the | 


product. If a citizen of India gets 10 cents for a day’s labor, and a 
citizen of the United States gets $3 for his labor, the citizen of the 
United States produces just thirty timesas much. Itis the same with 
regard to England or Belgium, although the relative percentage is dif- 
ferent. 

If that be so I do not understand why this bill stops just where it 
does. If it be true that the labor cost in this country is cheaper than 
in any other country in the world, why is the great truth limited in 
its application in this bill te the articles to which it is limited? Is it 
that there is a division resulting from climatic influences inside the 
United States, as well as a difference between the United States and 
abroad? This bill certainly indicates such a thing. ‘The labor of the 
citizen of the United States ought to be equal to the labor of the citi- 
zen of India, compared relatively price with price; and yet the tarifi 
tax on rice has been very slightly diminished. 

Again, the labor of the citizen of the United States ought to be equal, 
price for price, according tothis great theory propounded here, to that 
of thecitizen of Cuba; and yet only 20 per cent. comes off sugar, while 


cause it is a Southern product; that we would have touched it more se- 
verely if it had been located further North. I will remind the gentle- 
man from Maine and the gentlemen on the other side who have re- 


| peated that remark heretofore, that we have cut rice more than we 
| have iron-and steel. The reduction on rice is greater than the reduc- 


tion on iron and steel. A large part of the whole metal schedule we 
left untouched. 


The same is true of sugar. The Southern products have been touched 


| more severely than nfany of the otherg in this bill. 


Why, sir, in the woolen manufactfes, where you have a duty under 
existing law of only 35 per cent. to represent the protection of the man- 
ufactured product, we give you 40. We have increased it. And yet 
the product is nearly all manufactured north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, or the greater part of it. We have taken the duty from wool, al- 
though a great part of it comes from the South. We have done it be- 
cause it was araw material, and because it was a heavier mode of tax- 





| ation to tax the raw material and in addition to tax the finished prod- 


the whole percentage comes off lumber. Is it not singular that this 


great principle of labor cost, somehow or other, seems to be strictly geo- 
graphical; that it strikes the Canadian line with cyclonic force, and 
that the Southern States seem to beso far removed from the storm cen- 
ter as not to be in the slightest degree even ruffled? [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. Chairman, it shows clearly that there are climates within cli- 
mates. That not only are the citizens of the United States more pro 
ductive in their capacity than the citizens of foreign countries, but 
that those of us near the Canadian border are much more productive 
than those who are a little more distant from it. 

This is a variation from the great principle of labor-cost which has 
so delighted the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
so largely mystified the House. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 
If in its original enunciation it was trne, namely, that the difference 
which has been suggested exists between this country and foreign coun- 


tries, why then the tariff bill ought to run straight through the whole } 


line, and without variation. The same reasons are as applicable at one 
end as at the other. But under the new arrangement, as developed 
by the pending tariff, it is evident that the whole affair is geograph- 
ical, and I think, Mr. Chairman, if it be closely watched in the amend- 
ments which will be placed upon it from time to time, it will be found 
that the geographical condition is modified to a considerable extent by 
the political complexion of the various Congressional districts. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will assume the pro forma amend- 
ment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLS. I renew it. . 

Mr. Chairman, we have had various speeches laying down the doc- 
trines on the tariff as they are held by gentlemen on the other side. 
it has been boldly denied, however, by the gentleman who has just 


uct, than it was to keep the raw material free and put the tax alone 
upon the finished product. Myr. Chairman, it will not do for these 
ventiemen to tell us what we have done in the South and what we 
have done in the North. Nobody believes this bill is perfect. Wedo 
not profess it is perfect. But it is an honest effort to comply with the 
recommendation of the President of the United States to reduce taxa- 
tion, which is filling the coffers of this Government with more than 
S=0,000,000 sur plus every year. 

We have yet to reach the first item in this bill, except rice, where 
the gentlemen on the other side have consented that one solitary dollar 





| of reduction should be made. In the committee and in the House every 


amendment that they have offered has been either to restore the tax- 

tion to existing rates or to increase it. They mustered their whole 
force on an amendment to increase the duty on tin-plate that will in- 
crease the revenue and the taxation of the people over $7,000,000 in 
addition to the present rate. ‘They have pending in this House now 


| before the Committee on Ways and Means a proposition to increase the 
| duty on wool and on woolen goods that will add $15,000,000 more to 


| 


the taxes on these articles, and that ata time when the Treasury is 
overfiowing; when money is taken out of circulation and the channels 
of business and locked up; when prices are falling; when mortgages 
are maturing, and when the whole business of the country is in peril 
of panic. They are proposing to add to that panie by increasing the 
taxation on two articles of over $20,000,000. Weare engaged in an 
honest effort to try to reduce taxation. Our effort may not be philo- 
sophical; it may not be just exactly fair on everything. If the gen- 


| tiemen on the other side had come to us to help us, instead of to criti- 
| cise every efiort and throw every obstruction they could in our way, 


spoken that the efficiency of labor has anything to do with its pay- | 


ment; that the bootblack will get just as much and does get just as 
much as the book-keeper does; that Depew gets just as much for his 


they might have assisted us in many cases to make a much better bill. 
We would cheerfully accept their efforts now, instead of their criticisms, 
if they would only come and help us to improve this bill and to reduce 
: 


the taxation unnecessarily imposed upon the peop! 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. CASWELL: Mr. Chairman, I did not know that we were dis- 
cussing the iron schedule or the steel schedule. I supposed the propo- 
| sition was to nlace brick nnon the free-list. iy col'eague[ Mr. Sym H | 


labor as the lawycr who has just received his license; that the tariff | 
regulates the wages of Depew, one of the greatest lawyers of the United | 
States, who said the other day in an address to the people that his | 
earnings were equal to an income of $2,000,000; and yet that the tariff | 


regulates the wages of Mr. Depew and every other lawyer of the coun- | 


try as it regulates the wages of the bootblack and the book-keeper. 

I said before during the course of this discussion, and 1 repeat, that 
the history of this country and its business affairs shows that men are 
paid in proportion to the amount of work they do; not always thesame, 
it is true, in every part of the country, but in proportion to the efli- 
ciency of the labor performed. 


has told this House whet he knows of brick-making in the city of Mil- 
waukee. He stands here upon this floor as the professed champion of 
labor, representing their interests; and yet he seems to congratulate 
himself that he has reached that period where he has made a machine 
to take the place of hand-labor in the city of Milwaukee, and that there 
are very few laboring men now employed there in bri 








k-making. Sir. 
I want to say that outside of the city of Milwaukee, in the State ot 
Wisconsin, there are twenty thousand laborers to-day making brick fora 
living. It may be true that in my colleague’s district, in Milwankee, 


there are a few wealthy men with machines he has made for them, 


| which have driven laher from that city into the interior. It may be 


Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has carried | 


day, as it seems I failed to do a few years ago, when he said that the 
result of free trade in Belgium was to produce prostitution amongst 
the women of that country. I want to know if that is one of the le- 
gitimate consequences of the doctrine ot free trade? If it is why is 
it? And willthe gentleman explain why it has not produced the same 
results in America? Our fathers made tree trade here. The free-trade 
idea among the States prevailed, and was one of the cardinal princi- 
ples in the formation of the Government of the United States and in 
its Constitution, which removed all obstructions or restrictions upon 
the trade of the United States and the commercial relations between 
the States, and I ask the gentleman if he will say that that pernicious 
effect which he claims was produced upon the women in Belgium has 
been produced in this country under our Constitution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And Belgium much smaller in area than one 
of our own States. 

Mr. MILLS. But this is the legitimate doctrine of the gentlemen on 
the other side and of the Republican party which they represent. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Kerp] has again called attention to the 


this thing out to the extreme, and I hope that I understood him to- | 


ruc those wealthy men are able to carry on brick-making and might 
possibly compete with imported brick if this bill should pass; but it 
would be utterly impossible for the men who make brick by hand in 
the intericr, men without capital, to make brick to send forward to 


| build up our cities. 


Mr. Chairman, if my colleague has deserted the cause of labor in my 
State I want to appear here, temporarily at least, to champion their 
cause; and I want to say to this House that if you place brick upon the 
free-list you will render it almost impossible for the laboring man or 
this country with small means to make brick for the market. It ean 
only be done by wealthy men, perhaps with my colleague’s machine 
to aid them inthe manufacture. My colleague forgets that for the time 
being he issimply speaking in the interest of the machine, which has 
driven out and absorbed the labor. He seems to feel proud of the oc- 
casion. My friend from Texas [{ Mr. MILs] indorses the evidence which 
my colleague gave as the key to the situation. But while you progress 
with this bill section by section and paragraph by paragraph, do not for- 
get that in every step you take in that direction you are crushing out 
the laboring classes of the country. It can not be otherwise. 

You may reduce the tariff, increase the imports into this country, 
turn the balance of trade against us, and we shall not be long troubled 
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with a surplus in the Treasury or in business circles of anywhere 
else. 


balance of trade had been against us forten years. We had sent $103,- 


Do not forget that prior to the great financial crisis of 1573 the | 


000,000 on an average every year from this country to liquidate the | 
; v3 : 


balances due to foreign countries. Shall we see that repeated? Re- 
duce the duties on imports, and you will increase the importations, 


alance of trade will be 


and not one year will roll around before the ba 
against us, and nothing but the gold of this country will serve to liqui- 
date it; and that drain will continue year alter year until we find our- 
selves again in a financial crisis. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex 
hausted. If there be no objection, the Chair will regara the formal 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas as withdrawn. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken up mach of th: 
time of the House in this debate, and I do not propose to, but I wish to 
say a very few words upon this question of the effect of law upon wag 

‘No better illustration can be found of the fallacy of the idea that 
wages depend upon the existence or non-existence of tariff laws than 
the cases of Belgium and England, alluded to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] when last upon his feet. Belgium ha 
free trade; England has free trade. They are both upon precisely the 
same footing so far as regards the law, and yet the 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, make brick and transport them 
all the way to London and there sell them in competition with Engiish 
prick. They do this, he says, because the wages ef labor are lower in 
Belgium than in England. Now it is perfectly certain that the differ 
ence in wages between Belgium and England does not arise from any 
difference in laws, for both countries are on free trade. So, on t! 
other hand, when you come to America. Here we all live under pre 
cisely the same tariff laws. 





Rale} : als 
belgians, according 


And yet we find differences in wages 
the different States, East, West, North, and South. If it was free trade 
that made low wages you would find the same low wages in England 
and Belgium; if it was protection that made high wages you would fin 
the same high wages ruling in every State in America 

Contrast other countries in Europe one with another, and you find 
there that the wages are higher there in free-trade England than 
where else. Why? Is it solely because of free trade? No England 
has coal; she is surrounded by water, giving the benefits of cheap tran 
portation, and, in addition to these natural advantages, she has fi 
trade, which gives her free wool and free cotton; and being thus al- 
lowed by the wisdom of her lawmakers to utilize her natural advan- 
tages, she can and does pay higher wages than are;paid anywhere else 
in Europe. 

I traveled there last summer myself, and was very much struck with 
the differeuces between things in England and in Belgium, France, and 
Germany. The highest wages paid anywhere in Europe are, as I have 
said, paid in England, and the next highest perhaps in France, where 
protection prevails, but not to so great an extent as in Austria and 
Germany. Nowhere in Europe are wages lower than in Germany. It 
@ high tariff could make high wages we should find wages higher in 
Germany than in England; workingmen would remain in Germany 
and not go to England; and yet, sir, [ was particularly struck with the 
almost universal complaint that cheap labor coming over from pro- 
tected Germany was ruinous to labor in free-trade England 

You find the English newspapers filled with the complaint that the 
Germans are flocking to England and working for less wages than En- 
glish workingmen receive as firemen on railroads, brakemen, conduct 
ors, barbers, waiters, and every imaginable position a hungry man can 
fill. I think the gentleman will not deny that that is a common com 
piaint among the English working people, that they are being ruined 
by the lower-priced labor of Germany. Therefore, sir, it is clear that 
it is not, and can not be, in the power of the law to secure men high 
wages. Wages depend upon other conditions; where population does 
not crowd the means of subsistence; where there is work to do and 
money to pay for it and demand for its products, wages will be high, 
and they will continue to be high, and labor will find plentiful em- 
ployment where lawmakers are wise enough to add to their natural 
advantages by giving them free raw materials upon which to employ 
their skill, just as the Mills bill proposes to do for the workingmen of 
America. [Applause on the Democratic side. 1 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] says that his 
bill may not be philosophical. I think it is not open to that objection. 
{Laughter.] It is a bill which can not be reconciled with any princi- 
ple which he has enunciated in any paragraph of his speech in the 
general debate, or of his speeches since the five-minute debate began. 
If his doctrine of labor-cost be true, there can be no excuse for keeping 
the tariff either upon the articles from which he takes the duty, or 
upon other articles of his own region upon which he leaves the duty. 
It is this discrepancy to wiftch I have repeatedly called his attention. 





T also called attention the other day to the fact that the chairman of 
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this Committee of the Whole [Mr. SPRINGER] came down from his | 


place and enunciated the doctrine which, if it leads to anything, leads 
to the abolition of the tariff. 
the House to the gravity of the occasion and the distinctness of the 


I called the attention of his own side of | 


enunciation, and not one of them has made any reply from that day to | 


this, 


I chal the production of any speech upon the other side, which 
if carried to its logical conclusion, is not in favor of the abolition 
of the tari There is never an argument in favor of putting any- 
thing on the free t which is not an argu 
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{ rsist in pressing Ss measure, notwithsta ne the de i 
ot r head man; they are determined to rush on without ar efer- 
ence to the business interests of the country 
Che n in from ‘Texa omplains that we rt pl 
p I | Why, we ive been ti ‘to do that since t a 
( yn b i } we | el t ( rom 1 ist ( 
I rid Laughte1 
i if he would allo to impro that bill we wo it 
u fit, re ible 1d suitable bill We would get rid of the s 3 
re the country ! ire of it I stries s 
t! tie il nh € rv district ce lsee it even when beat t 
( of econtiict | lente l ) 5 
I want to say another t oF W \ ve ‘ rt al 
improve the bill a little more when in Co ittee of the W l 
‘ tl nuiacturer ut Wi! em i ont 0 
prevented from improving the bill Why did th f i isk 
I tance a littl rlier; and why was not a littl d 
p 1 » agree when it was proflered to him? Laught 1 ap 
pl ° 
I 
Mr. MILLS We are told here an argument carried out to its 
egitimate results would be an argument in favor of absolute free trad 
N Mr. Chairman, the arguments we make and the proposit 
make in this bill, it is true, come down. We propose to reduce, and 
as we are coming down from high taxes, we are necessarily gravit r 
towards a point where there is no taxation; and if we should continue 
to come down we would ec rtainly get at absolute free t1 ide in the end. 
But there has n litical party in this country from the 


‘ver bes nh @ poilti 


nosed absolute free 


foundation of the Government that | ever D 
trade. 

We propose to sup} it by taxation, and by taxation 
on articles imported into the United States. But we say that when 
we find the rate of t bringing more money to the coffers of 
the Government than is needed for an honest, efficient, and economical 
administration of the Government, our duty to the people is to stop 
taxation at that point. 

A Member. And reduce it. 

Mr. MILLS. And reduce it to the point where the revenue is nec- 
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essary. We do not propose to relieve the people from taxation on im- 
ports, but we propose to tax them only to obtain whatever revenue is 
pet {or hor uiministration of the Government, and not to 
have it bt n e upon them in any way. 

Let ou where their argument in favor of protection comes to. 
Su xe the Republican party should carry out to its legitimate conse- 
quences the doctrine ich tlfey have proclaimed—that is, to restrict 
commerce and trade within certain lines with a view to foster the 
growth of wealth, the growth of manulactures, the growth of agricult- 
ure, the growth of all departments of labor. If it is true when you 
place such a Chinese wall of restriction around the whole of the United 
States, it is « lly true in reference to asingle State. The policy 


would be as good for the State of Virginia, then, as it would be for th« 


whole thirty-cight States and the Territories. It would increase her 
manufactur 1 it would foster the growth of all her infant indus- 
tri 

Of course it is the legitimate reasoning, if good for Virginia, why is 
it not good for on yunty of Virginia? Suppose they shonld build a 
Chii wall around each county of the State, would it not, according | 
to t theory of the gentleman, necessarily foster the manufactures ani | 
increase the wealth of the people ot that county t Would it not make 


them more happ and prosperous in every respect? Unquestionably. 





And if it be good for a county, why not for an individual? Thatis the 
legitimate rc sult; but we know thatsuch a thing is a perfect absurdity, 
and it exp 3 the fallacy of the whole doctrine. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MILLS If nobody else wishes to be heard on this matter I 
hope we will] have a vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to say a word as to how free trade in 


England and Belgium has produced the most unhappy social condition 
It seems to have startled some gentlemen to hear that in countries 
probably unknown to them there were families, including parents 


sons, and daughters, old enough to be at work, sons-in-law and 


| afterward, one by one, by hand labor put in the kilns and then burned. 


daughters-in-law who are all huddled together in one sleeping room in | 


such a way as to render modesty and delicacy impossible, and which 
leads necessarily to vicious social results. And yet that is the condi- 
tion in belgium, 

rhey seem to think it doubtful whether they have doomed maiden- 
hood, wifehood, or motherhood to the unnatural task of working in 
the mines or in the fields of unskilled labBr in the furnaces, the forges, 
the rolling-mills, the glass-works, and in carrying the stone and the 
mortar and the brick for the masons clear to the upper story of a six- 
story building, as 1 saw done in Belgium, in France, and in Germany. 

When leaving Brussels with two members of John Cockrell’s com- 
pany I said to them, were I in your imperial legislature as I am in the 
Congress of the United States, I would try to procure the enactment of 
a luw to prohibit the working of women in these unwomanly industries, 


this product thus manufactured by this expenditure of labor be not 


| proportion of hand-labor used there. I was told that before the brick 


| and was in doubt as to the result. 


imperfectly clad as they are, not only for humanity’s sake but for de- | 


cency’ssake, as lsaw them working at Charlevoiand elsewhere. *‘Why,’’ 
said one of them, ‘‘ you would ruin us; we can not get men to work at 


the hard work these women have to do at a franc a day ’’—a franc. less | 


than 20 cents, 19 cents and a fraction—‘' we can not get the men to do 
t‘e work for a france a day, for they would rather go into our army, and 
if its ranks are full go over into France and enlist there.’’ 

Nt 
thy working women of a country thus managed iu order to effect cheap- 
ness, and to enable its productions, thus created, to undersell the 
well-paid and the well-housed laboring people of the United States ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on striking out line 132 of the 
bill. 

‘he amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to offer an amendment here to come in after 
this line. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to perfect this line first. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment to offer to the linc, which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Add to line 152: 

‘And other than pressed, ornamental, glazed, or front brick.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SmirH] stated that there was but very little labor expended in 
the production of brick; that they were made almost entirely by ma- 
chinery. That may be true as to the locality he represents, but in re- 
gard to the locality that I have the honor in part to represent it is by 
no means the case. 

My ameudment is simply to provide that there shall not be placed 
upon the free-list the more advanced forms of brick. The Committee 
of the Whole have refused to keep the common brick off the free-list, 
and | ask that the paragraph be so amended as to keep off the free-list 
at least the more advanced and more costly forms of brick, to wit, 
pressed, glazed, ornamental, and front. The manufacture of these is 
carried on very largely in my section of the country, and it is done al- 
most entirely by hand. These brick are sent to almost all parts of the 
country. Some of them adorn the beautiful fronts in the western part 


Mr. Chairman, do you wonder that chastity ceases to be a law among | 





RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 27, 


of this city to-day. They are to be found in Buffalo, in Chicago, in 
Cincinnati, and, in fact, all over the country. We fear that this in- 
dustry coming to be so important mgay be interfered with by the bric} 
that are imported. Very few common brick are imported, but it is ' 
the more advanced forms that we fear may be sold in this country from 
abroad if they are placed on the free-list, and the 20 per cent. rest 
tion removed. 

Mr. MILLS. From what country are they imported ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We fear them from Europe and especially fron 
Canada. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me detain the committee for just a few mo- 
ments. After nost two hours of solid debate during which we hav: 
been listening to general observations on all subjects disconnected with 
this paragraph, I want a tew moments’ time in which to tell the 
members of the committee somethiug about this product and how these 
brick are made. Bricks are not made by shoveling loose dirt or un- 
tempered mud into one end of a machine and taking smooth-pressed, 


Yr} 





hard-burnt brick out at the other as some seem to suppose. % 
First the soil must be stripped, and the only machines that can be 4 

used for that purpose are the shovel and the cart. The soil has then 

to be dug up, and the only machines used in the digging are the shovel 

and the pick. The clay is allowed to be exposed to the influences of 


the frosts and the air for months. It is then shoveled into a cart and 
taken to the mixing machine. The mixing machine issimply a whee! ei 
traveling in a varying orbit in a wide circular trough by which thx .: 
clay mixed with water is tempered._ It is shoveled out and taken to 
the man who makes the brick, and he makes them by molding o1 
at a time in a mold especially shaped for the purpose. ; 
‘The bricks are then laid one by one upon a beaten earthen floor by a 
hand, and when they become sufficiently seasoned they are gatherei a 
up by hand, placed upon a carrier, placed in sheds to further dry, and 





When they are taken out of the kilns they are handled in the sam: 
way, one by one. From the very first time the shovel enters the earth 
until the brick are placed in cars for transshipment it is, I iuay say, 
entirely a series of operations conducted by hand labor. I ask tha 


placed upon the free-list. From first to last the clay is handled from 
eight to twelve separate times, and this labor should receive protection. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I visited a brick-yard last spring 
where they have the most approved method for manufacturing brick 
that is known, so I was informed. I had some curiosity to know th 
were ready for shipment they were handled eight times by hand. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the general practice. 

The CHAIRMAN put the question on Mr. BUCHANAN’S amendment, 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for a division. 

While the committee was dividing the following took place: 

Mr. BUCHANAN (to gentlemen on the other side). You had better 
vote for the amendment. You will be asking for our votes in Novem 
ber. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And we will get them, too. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; unless the voters know where their bread 
and butter lies. 

The committee having divided, there were—ayes 43, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 182 add the following: 

‘German silver looking-glass plates made of blown glass and silvered,”’ 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
amendment is not germane to the provisions of this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is simply a collection of articles placed on 
the free-list. The amendment may be put in at any part of the list. 

Mr. KERR. I would like to know why the provision comes in here, ? 





| or why it ought to be made atall? While I have the floor I wish to 


say a few words about the position of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
MILLs] in regard to labor. I have had something to do with employ- 
ing labor in the West. We do not understand that a German is worth 
a great deal less than an American for ordinary work. We hire our 
Germans—— 

Mr. MILLS. Nobody has ever said that. When a German comes 
to this country he works with American machinery. 

Mr. KERR. ‘That explains the whole matter. The gentleman has 
been trying to impress upon the House and the country that American 
labor earns so much more than foreign labor that we can afford to do : 
away with our tariff. a 

Now he says that American machines With American hands, a high 
quality of inventive genius combined with American labor, is more 
productive than a foreign laborer without any machine, That shows 
the absurdity of all the argument he has been making to the House 
Who denies that proposition? Does not the gentleman know that the 
prices secured to American labor by the American tariff throughout the 
whole of the American country have added to the character of the Amer- 
ican laborer and made him an invep*’ ec man; made him capable of in- 
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venting machinery that has se« ired greater p oductive! sto D i 

factures in this country ? fhat is all there 1s of it . 
Mr. OUTHWAITE lw @ like to ask t ‘ ques 

‘ Mr. KERR. Very wel 




















Mr. OUTHWAITE I have herea speech ve vered Ay 
© RRR. | would like to have you expiain ii t tal Dia 
higher in country in free-trade | 
in Jowa get less than they doin England? As 
verage wages of the schoo her in Ex 1 \ 
while it was only $9 in Iowa. 
Mr. KERR. Nine dollars in Iowa’? 
OUTHWAITE. Here is your tab! : 
Mr. KERR. If there is any such statement in the tabl 
take It is a misprint. | know the wages re ved in 
say to the gentleman that the ool-teachers in lowa are t j 
paid laborers we have. ‘They ought to get mor 
Mr. OUTHWAITE lhe ta ought to equa this matt 
Mr. KERR. Chat is not a protected indus | ht 
1 eache om \ ‘ 
ul nales, and t ! $ \ ) i 
pl eacl I LZ i ill i 
ing ust Sa i Ca i 
’ sit i WAIT SO iu) 
Mr. KERR. It be opportun ‘ 
wor than t ol } i reas 
wil Lé rehe l pala ik 1 t 7 A § 
I lowa | M \ \ wd 
WEAVER. You t un >] 
{Lau e1 
Mr. KEKR. but, Mr. Chairman the w wes ol tT 
included, are not less than $30 a 
3 The CHAIRMAN. The time of the itleman ex} l ( 
bate on the pending amendme is exbausted. 
Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word 
} Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, was the point of order withdrawn? 
: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair d led that it was not well t 
a Mr. BAYNE Mr. Chairman, I do not understand « iwctly t 
. ure of this glass; but from the language of the amendment, as I re f l I put en 1 on t | 
it i I 
Mr. FORD. Will the gentleman allpw me to explain it to him to t 
Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. t 
Mr. FORD. The amendment was oliered at \ icitation We 
have an industry in this country, the furniture stry ul 
productis very large, about $80,000,000. The re m tur 
use large quantities of glass, both what is called tl French n 
plate anc German silvered plate. The French plate is a thick glas the e W r cl ( 
the German plate is a thin glass, a blown glass, notcast. It is not mad ] He be Ly c as 
in this country, never has been, and probably never will be. Duty to | laboring women of those land One wou 
the amount of $400,000 was paid upon this article last year by the fur ¢ to | that there were no poor women in this count I 
niture manufacturers of the United States, and they belie t] utely a ‘ ‘ l fed 
the Government has more revenue than it needs, and as this is not a} and child in our cities was clearly esta hed by tl é 
protective duty, it is only proper that it should be abolished, and that é debat and if that itleman will go } to tl 
all parties should agree to abolish it. German looking-glass plate, as I} w him women working in the harvest-tiel low M 


remarked before, is notand neverhas been manufactured in the United ‘ther States will working there bk ise t ha 
States. It is made, silver@d, packed in boxes, and the original pack ands, to co te witl » labor of Europe i 





ages intact come to the furniture manufacturers, by whom the articl: their 1 it and other products. And although they m: 
is used. »t i toll n ioeg cabins or sod sha 
Mr. BAYNE. Whether any blown glass is made it r-glasses of their more fortunate sisters who ( it 


in this country I am not prepared to say, but that it can be made into of the rich L hie ire the peopie ' ) iaale 
looking-glasses ia this country I do say. ith to accumulate by their being compelled to 
Mr. FORD. Qh, certainly. to the proprietors of protected industrie 





Mr. BAYNE. Whatis ourcheap glass, nota e glass, that is made Ve ha t listened to an the 1d 
into looking-glasses? | Ini rd to this subject of brick t d 

Mr. FORD. The German looking-glas: plate is not the ordinary, | the river from where I reside, are establishments h, in 
common, cheap mirror glass that the gentleman sometimes sees in the n, make more brick than are made in the entire State of Ne 
market. It is a highly polished plate which is almost equal, so far as d they are notasking to have the tariff retained. You may incr 


use is concerned, to the French plate, but not so thick. The common on brick er you may reduce it and it will1 make one 

mirror glass is made in the United States, but the German plate is not. | difference with the wages of the laborers in those brick-yards, With 
Mr. BAYNE, Then, Mr. Chairman, I ohject to this proposition, and | this now upon brick there is no class of labor that is p 

I hope it will be voteddown. If this glass is of thehigh quality which | than the common laborer employed in br 

the gentleman describes, it will come into competition with the French | And why Because the supply exceeds the demand. 

plate and with several great manufacturing establishments in this coun But } I 

try, one in Indiana and one in my own district. » and have stated why If this bill 1 ry a 
Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman suppose that there is an inch of eedings upon it must take place 

French plate glass made in this country that is silvered for mirrot Mr. FORD. One wor 
Mr. BAYNE. Idonot know whether there is or not. | The furniture manufa ( 
Mr. FORD. I think there is not. al norial, signed 
Mr. BAYNE. Very well. Then this will come into competition gr . 

with a glass which is inferior to French plate, and therefore there is all | production—more than 1 ‘ wool prod 

the greater reason for excluding it It will certainly come into com- | United te More than 





petition with some kind of glass that wedo make and silver for looking- | this industry. 1 ! é it Congr , 
glasses. Now, the discrimination which this proposes strikes me as | to have ot ‘ t bu 
in keeping with many ot! provisions in this bill It is certainly in- I ( ‘ : 






i 
tended to drive out of consumption a product of American manufacture Mr. FORD ao not care hat 
or at least it will have that effect. I think we ought toe consider this 
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But, sir, almost every article that enters into the manufacture of 
furniture is taxed—timber, glass, screws, knobs, etc. Why, sir, within 
a short time a large furniture-manufacturing concern in the city of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., where I reside, entered into a contract with 
William Anderson & Co., of Liverpool and London, to furnish them 
with a large quantity of furniture monthly, furniture manufactured 
in ‘' the white,’’ furniture upon which simply the cabinet work is done, 
having no varnish, no glass, no screws, nothing of that sort. This es- 
tablishment in Grand Rapids packs that furniture and ships it to Eng- 
land. Those English business men supply the varnish, the glass, etc., 
needed to finish that furniture, and then they ship it to Mexico, a dis- 
tance of 5,000 miles, depriving us of trade which we or ght to get; for, 
Mr. Chairman, we exported last year only $2,000,000 worth of furni- 
ture. We could supply practically the furniture for the world if this 
Government would give that industry afairchance. The menengaged 


list. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘The gentleman has spoken of the very modest 
request made by these manufacturers. Will he enumerate the articles 
which they desire to have put on the free-list ? 

Mr. FORD. Ido not know that I can enumerate al! of them. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Buriaps, I believe, are one of the articles. 

Mr. FORD. Yes, sir; burlaps. Then they ask a reduction of duty 
on French looking-glass plates; they ask that German looking-glass 
plates be put on the free-list. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And sponges. 

Mr. FORD. Yes, sir; sponges. I think a large concern in Buffalo 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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Mr. MILLS. I move the committee rise. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I still retain the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. +. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLouNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 9051, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

And then, the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House adjourned 
according to previous order. 

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 


vee ' ¢ ; | and referred as indicated below: 
in it have asked that certain things which they use be put on the free- | 


sigued the memorial on this subject. That memorial was sent to me. | 
Why I know not, unless because the city of Grand Rapids, where I re- | 


side, is recognized as a very large furniture manufacturing place. I 
replied that I thought it impolitic, after these tariff duties had con- 
tinued thirty years, toask that so much in the way of reduction should 


be done at once; that if so many amendments were insisted on in their | 


? 


But I think there is every reason why German looking-glass plates 


behalf they could not probably secure the granting of their application. | 


should be put on the free-list. There is no home industry to be af- | 


fected by such a measure, because all of this article that we use has 
heen imported. Statistics furnished to me by the furniture association 
to which I have referred show that there was last year an importation 
of about $2,100,000 worth of German looking-giass plates, on which 
duties to the amount of $450,000 were paid. ‘The result is that the 
furniture industry in the United States is saddled with that large ex- 
tra expense. 

Mr. REED. If every dollar of the tax goes into the Treasury and 
none into the pockets of the manufacturers why does the gentleman 
object? 

Mr. FORD. Because the Treasury is raising $100,000,000 more than 
it needs, and I say it is robbery to tax the people for more than is 
needed by the country. 

Mr. REED. Your theory is, it is all right if $1 goes into the Treas- 
ury and $5 into the pockets of the manufacturers. 

Mr. FORD. Iam not discussing that now. Iam talking about 
German looking-glass plate for furniture, but I am opposing this tax 
which has been collected for years and years. 

[ fere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask in good faith in behalf of my constituents this 
go over until to-morrow. You will save time by doing so. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be passed over informally with leave to recur 
to it to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. GLASS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 186) referring the claim 
of Robert Dudley, administrator of Fletcher Lane, and C. 8. Farrar, 
administrator of Gray W. Smith, Lucy E. Dowdy, and W. A. Gallo- 
way to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10634) for the reliet' of Mary A. 
Ripley-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10635) to increase the pension of 
Joseph O. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 10636) for the relief of Charles B, 
Meyer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10637) granting a pension to James 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 106 8) for the relief of Henry 
Roark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10639) grant ng a pension to 
John Y. Hooper--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10641) granting a pen- 
sion to Leaman L. Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 10642) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge and approaches at New York City across the Hudson River in 
and between the States of New York and New Jersey, and to confer 
upon the same character and privileges of a post-route—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of citizens of the Second district of 
New Jersey, for a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post- 
Ottice and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Ann Ferguson, administratrix of 


| John Ferguson, of Absalom Grant, and of James G. Ferguson, of Mis- 


Vegetables in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated | 


or provided for. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means whether that includes potatoes. 


sissippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of William Hedges, of Bradford, 
N. Y., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of E. J. @lkey and others, of Strong, 
Me., for increase of pension of Joseph O. Dodge, of Company G, 
Twelfth Maine Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Neligh, Nebr., for the 
passage of the disability pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition asking for a pension for Martha J. Hig- 
gins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of citizens of Carver County, Min- 


' nesota, in favor of amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the 


Mr. MILLS. It does not. The committee will have prepared and | 


will submit an amendment which will provide for all such cases. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move tostrike out those lines in order 
to submit a few remarks. Now, it strikes me it is a fair construction 
of the language employed that this clause will embrace potatoes. The 
chairman states it is not the intention of the committee to embrace 
them. 

Mr. MILLS. It does not do it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then there should be some change in 
the language. 

Mr. MILLS. We have an amendment which will provide for all 
such cases. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It seems to me this language is of doubt- 
ful effect. Now, in the district I represent, and in Wayne County on 
the east and Genesee and Niagara on the west, bordering on the Cana- 
dian frontier, they produce an immense supply of potatoes, beans, pease, 
and other vegetables, which are protected now byaduty. In the par- 
agraph following ‘‘ beans, pease, and split pease’? are put upon the 
free-list. If it shall become the law it would seriously affect the agri- 
cultural industries of that whole section of country. In the first place, 
potatoes are protected now by a duty of 15 per cent, 


—— 


Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of John O. Buford, of E. Y. Reddick, of 
James C. Rice, of Dr. James V. Bolton, of Josephine C. Bailey, of Amos 
Black, of Benjamin S. Branch, of Mary McCormick, of John W. Rich- 
mond, and of William Reaves, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of L. C. Yates and 13 others, citizens 
of Brown County, Ohio, for a general pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Com- 
mercial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges, and the Vessel Owners and 
Captains’ Association, opposing Senate bill No. 1448 and House bill 
No 4923—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic ot 
Ohio, for an appropriation for tombstones for deceased ex-Union sailors 
and soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of John Turley, of Cass County, 
Missouri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Petition of Markus Mung, of Lake 
County, California, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Papen | 

3y Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of estate of Peter Cole, of Frederick | 

Cook, of James D. Copeland, and of Snowden B. Herbert, of Tennes- | 
see. for reference of their claims 40 the Court of Claims—to the Com- 





mittee on War Claims. | 
. . ; ; } 
The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- | 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: ; 
By Mr. GIFFORD: Of H. M. Hanson and 41 others, citizens of How- | 
ard, Dak. ee 
Bv Mr. REED: Of citizens of Mississippi County, Arkansas. 
SENATE. 


THURSDAY, June 28, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. FREDERICK D. Power, of the city of Washington. | 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Elizabeth 
M. Atwell, of Ontario County, New York, praying to be relieved from | 
her political disabilities; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of citizens of Bates and St. 
Clair Counties, Missouri, signed by A. C. Page and others, praying 
that Congress may by law provide amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law so that it shall be unlawful for any common carrier 
subject to the provisions of that act to carry or transport any com 
modity for any shipper in a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any | 
way controlled by such shipper, and that it shall be unlawful for any 
shipper tomake any contract with any carrier to convey the property of 
such shipper in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such shipper: 
and another addition, that in all prosecutions under that section, on | 
complaint of a citizen of the United States, such citizens shall be en- 
titled to have and receive, for his own benefit, all fines that may be 
imposed and collected for any violations of said act in any and all 


‘prosecutions in which he may be such complainant. 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Interstate | 
Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Clement A. Cahoon, J. G. Ry 
der, William M. Ryder, and others, citizens of Harwick, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the better protection of the 
Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Boston Board of Marine Under- 
writers and others, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of House 
bill 10183, to construct and establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of William Pierce, late of Com- 
pany F, Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteers, praying that he be re- 
lieved from the charge of desertion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Waldo County Grange, of Maine, pray- 
ing for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Portland, Me., praying that 
the surplus in the Treasury be used in making arable and cultivating 
the Government lands, giving many people who are out of employment 
an opportunity to work thereon; and that such lands be divided into 
farms of 40 acres each, to be let or sold on easy terms; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


VETOED PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following acts, and the veto messages of the President of the United 
States thereon, reported them with the recommendation that they be 
passed, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding, 
and submitted a report thereon: 

An act (8S. 820) granting a pension to David A. Servis; 

An act (S. 465) granting a pension to William Sackman, sr. ; 

An act (S. 549) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon; 

An act (S. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz: 

An act (S. 809) granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield; 

An act (S. 838) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; and 

An act (8. 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota, from 
the Committee on Pensions, reports the several bills named with a rec- 
ommendation that they pass, the objections of the President of the | 
United States to the contrary notwithstanding. The bills will be | 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the report on these bills | 
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I I ! i 
move tl 5,000 additional ec the report rint the us 
of Sena I ask t th 1 ‘ i tot ( 
on Printi: 

Ch l KES 1 EN i ) rt l 
the Chair understands, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understai a 
to the seven bills now reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ol rt 
to print 5,000 additional copies of the report of the on Per 
sions will be referred to the Committee on Pr 
numbers and titles of which have been read, will be placed ( 
cl 

DAVIS The committee re port seven bills. 

» PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood tl 
include seven bills; and the motion was to print 5,000 extra copies 
the report. 

Mr. DAVIS. The seven bills will be placed on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The bills, with the report of the com- 
mittee recommending their passage, notwithstanding the objections of 
the President of the United States, will be placed on the Calendar, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the matter of which 5,000 copies are pro 
post d to be printe d? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be stat 
no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK The report of the Committee on Pensions 
Senate bills 820, 465, 549, 1237, 809, 838, and y* i 1g 
and the messages of the President in disapproval thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These bills were returned to t 
Senate without the approval of the President of the United States Ch 
| committee report that the bills shot pass, notwithstanding ob- 
jections of the Executive, with a report in writing. Does the Senator 

from Tennessee desire to have the report read ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the committee ask that 5,000 ex- 
tra or additional copies be print d. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska |M 
M ANDERSON | moved that 5,000 copies of the report be printed, which 
motion was referred to the Committee on Printing 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, it was referred. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion has been ‘ ! 

Mr. HARRIS. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the report appear in the REcorp without hay- 
ing been read at the desk? 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not ess ord l to 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish there n be consent t ( 


pear in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection 
the committee being printed in the RE 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is it proposed to have the veto m«¢ 

3 the report of the committee printed ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The veto messages have alre 
printed in the Rrcorp. Is there objection to the request of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to printing the report in the Recorp. Let 
the Committee on Printing report the matter back, and we shall « 
sider it then. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [M 
PLATT] moves that the report of the committee be printed in the REc- 
orD. The question will be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it a brief report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not state 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to hear it read, if it is not long 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not concur in tse full report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in reference to all the vetoes. 
bills that have been vetoed by the Executive, I have very decided opin- 
ions; but before the 5,000 copies of the report are ordered to be printed 
I think it would be well for some of the members of the Committee on 
Pensions on this side of the Chamber to have an opportunity to read 


As to some of those 


the full report as to all the bills, so as to see whether they concur in 
the report made as to each and every one of the seven vetoes reported 
upon. 

As to some of these bills, I repeat that I have very decided opinion 
and I shall express those opinions when the bi up for action. 
As to others, I am not familiar with the facts, and wish to examine 
them before 5,000 copies of the report are ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLI- 


SON] asks that the report may be read. 
Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from West Virginia will with- 
draw his objection to having the report printed inthe Recorp. As 


| the veto messages have already been printed in the Recorp, it is proper 


and fair that the report should be also printed there. That will save 


from the Committee on Pensions is one of very great importance and | the time of having it read now. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] objected, not the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 


Mr. MORRILL. I thought the Senator from West Virginia ob- 
jected 

Mr. FAULKNER. I did not make any objection to printing the re- 
port in the Recorp. My only objection, as I stated, is to the motion 
to put OVO copies of the report before further examination; and the 
motion should go to the Committee on Printing, as suggested by the 


Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ]. 
The PRESIDEN’ pro tempore. [t has been so referred. 

















Mr. FAULKNI Then I can have an opportunity before the print 
ing of ey copies of the report of the Committee on Pensions is ordered 
to exami 1e report and see whether I, as one of the members of it 
committe peur in the views of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON I understand that the motion has been referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and if there should be a minority report, 
of course that would be printed with the 5,000 copies as a part of the 
repo I 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I donot know whether it is in order exactly 
now to move that the veto messages of the President on these bills also 
be published in connection with the report of the Pension Committee 
on these d to have the motion relerred to the Committee on 
Pi nitih 

It is very evident that the object and purpose is to assail the P1 
dent for th he has submitted It is right and fair an i jus to 
the Ioxe that if that is to be a campaign document it should nm 
he given out Ww wut submitting the causes of the veto 3, o that 
Executive may have the benefit of his own reasons assigned to accom- 
pi the report on thi -_ ect, and that the country may understand 
the reasons pro and con for these measures. I suggest, therefore, that 
if the Co ttee on Printing should report favorably to the printin 
oi t s document, it should also report favorably to the p: nting of the 
I veto messages on the subject. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware | 
unanimous consent that the veto messages of the President may be 
pri ea 

DAVIS. For the information of the Senator from” Delaware I 
wil e that in each instance the message of the President is set out 
ful n the report which it is proposed to eae bem 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Cha ls the attention of 
Senat 1 Delaware to the statement of t the : Senator from Minnesota. 

ir, SAULSBURY. a hear it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I] to the Senator from Delaware that in each in 

the veto 1 uze is set on fully in this report. 

Mi LULSBURY. Very well, if the veto messages accompany the 
I | j ie ‘ 

DA 3. It does, in each case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If that is to be the case, I am perfectly sa 
fied 

I PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will pro- 
ceeu 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HArkRtIs] | , wh ) I believe objected to the printing of the report in 
the Recorp. I raise a question of order as to whether when report 

ade in that way, and when it is first presented yp Senate, upon 
the request of any Senator the report can be read at full length. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such has been the uniform practice 
of the Senate so far as the Chair is advised. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have notso a rstood, and I do not believe it 
is in accordance with the rule. I had hoped the Senator from Ts nnes- 
see would withdraw his objection, that no such preagdent would be 
set, because I object to a ruling that on Senator can call for the read- 
ing of a report when itis presented _ before it has been printed or 
anything has been done with it. If so, the entire day could be taken 
up in reading two or three reports that would be presented. If it is 
the right of a Senator to do that, it would place the entire business of 
the Senate in the control of one Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
object to t ading of the report? 

Mr. HARRI I will withdraw the objection to the printing of the 
report in the RecorpD, if it is desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. Does the Senator from Iowa then 
ask that the report be read ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I do not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed in the 


RECORD, in the absence of objection. 
report is as follows: 


Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the messages of the Presi- 
ce turning with Executive di sapproval bills (S. 820) granting a pension to 
vid Servis; (8S. 465) granting a pension to William Sackman, sr.; (S. 739) 
granting a pe nsion to Johs anna Loewinger; (S. 549) granting ® pension to Hannah 
R. L aL don; (5S. 7) grantin g & pension to Anna Mertz and the snanow chlbdves n 
of Charles A, Mer 8. 809) granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield; and ( 
, grant ing a pension to Mary Sullivan, have considered the same, and repent : 
Since the sth day of M 1y, 1886, one hundred and thirty-six special acts grant- 
ig pensions to individuals have been disapproved by the President, 







































Legislation of this character hasbeen a matter of sett ed and favored policy 
a very iong pe riod, commencing before re civil war (hese disapprovals \ 
based in a great majority of cases upon the express« d opinion of the Presid 
that Congress had erred in its judgment upon mere questions of fact.s 
the ineurrence of disability in the service; o er death from a diseas 
casualty asserced to be the secondary result of some disease incurred int =< 
i ought to be held upon the testimony to be » referable; or whether 
k of before Congress showed the existence of any d.sawvil ty whatever 
rhe practi President respecting bills of this character is indicated 
the following from his message of May 1886, disapproving an t 
increase the | Andrew J. Hill: ** There have lately been presented 
eon the same r approval nearly two handred and forty spec I 
Y Ing and ing pensions and re storing tothe nsion-list the name 
pi es which for cause have been dropped. Toaid I utive action they we 
ed to the I ion iureau for examination ana r port.” Phis practice is 
er disclose the following extract from the reportof the committee upo 
t i d i} a t 2K hn Congress, first session, 
I ! ‘nsion to M 
I apers in these vetoed cases, wl in possession of 
cou tain a letter of the Assistant Secr« ie Interior, under dat« 
of June 14, 1 », Stating that he incloses enroli\« | follows, enumerating 
l llouse bills and1l Senate bills, and instructing the Commissioner of Pen- 
Please ca » the same to be critically examined, and report to this Depart- 
ment whether, in your opinion, any objections to their approval are know n to 
exist. In cases where objections exist they shou!d be specifically set forth.”’ 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session, Report No. 1424.) 


Phat this l of procedure still conti 


in question, rhe result is 


‘8 is apparent from several of the 
it the decision of Con 





uyes Nov 






‘ 


facts in reversal of the decisions of the Burea 1 of Pensions are 

» President to that bureau for ‘‘examination and report;’’ and for any sux 
objections to their approval as are known to exist,” in which cases such ob- 
‘specifically set forth.’ 

It is, of course, impossible for the President to examine the mass of document 
ary evidence upon which each case depe l 


1ds, and whi« 
committee; and it follows that when he disag 


jections are to be 








sinvanably examined 
s with Congress uj 









he restions of fact in these cases, his judgment must be based, not upon t 
re 3 of th ittees, in which the facts are always stated with suflicie: 
fullness, but upon the report of some subordinate in the Bureau of Pensions 


eau, whose action Congress has reversed, is thus enabled to review th 
on ot Congress by the express direction of the President. 

These reports of the bureau can not in the nature of things possibly be mad 
by any one person within the time during which the President can hold bills 
for consideration when they are received by him in such numbers. This ey 

action whick are hereaft 








the 1 





i :merous inconsistencies of Exe 


fully exposed. 


rhis method of cons deration is an abridgment by the Executive of the exer- 


cise of the right of Congress to waive that strict proof which is properly r« 
quired in ordinary cases in the Department under the somewhat technical 
rules that have grown up out of repeated precedents. This results plainly 


from the practice that Executive disapproval follows in any case where the 
records of the bureau are deemed by the President not to sustain the action® 

ongress. This invasion upon the province of Congress goes further: It an- 
nuls its undoubted power in the cases which have been subjected to Executive 
lisapproval to determine by the will of its majority that the public money shal] 
be appropriated for a legitimate and constitutional purpose. 

It can not be maintained upon any fair construction of the Constitution that 
o oe of Executive disapproval ought to be exercised upon acts of this 
character for the sole reason thatthe President differs in opinion from Congress 

! a mere question of the weight of testimony, or upon the expediency of a 
special act whieh subserves a proper general purpose and which imperils no 
»wer of any other department. 

If it shall ever become established that such an exercise of the veto pows 

has sufficient warrant as to this class of cases, it must follow that it is proper in 
| eases. That this has never before been systematically attempted in any 
lass of cases does not remove the cause for alarm, Usurpations move rapid 

n republics from small objectsto those of the greatestconcern. That the power: 








i 


exists in the Executiveto disapprove any lagielative 2 reasure can not be denied 
But the duty undeniably also exists that it shall not be used in such a manner 
or upon any eceasion or pretext as to make iis exercise operate as an en- 


croachment upon the powers of other departments of the Government. 

it is the theory of our Government that the great body of power shall rest in 
the legislative department as the most immediate representative of the people 
fo that department the Constitution has confided these powers by Gessriptio n 
if not by restrictive definition and enumeration. Equally with the executive 

epartment it is bound to exercise them in a proper manner and for constitu- 
ional purposes, But if from a factious or revolutionary spirit it shall ever fail 

do this, and thereby cripple the power to act of the other departments, it 
will then have violated the spirit of the Constitution, and it will be no defens¢ 








that the violation was committed by the refusal to exercise a granted power 
Che Constitution provides that “ no money shall be drawn from the Treasury 

but in consequence of ¢ appropriations made by law.”’ A factions Congress can 

stop every function of the judicial department by refusing to enact laws mak- 


ing appropriations therefor. In doing so it w yuld as clearly violate the Con- 
stitution as would a factious or usurping President who should refuse to ap 
prove an act making such appropriations in a case where the two-thirds voice 
necessary to enact the law over the disapproval cou! i not be obtained 
The right to so use the power of executive disapproval as to change the o 
dinary method of legislative action by a majority vote, upon proper subjects 
of legislation, merely because the Executive differs from Congress upon the 
sufticiency of proof or the expediency of relief, does not, in the opinion of your 
committee, exist. Such a misconception of the extent of executive power, 
making it limitless, is fraught with dangers to the independence and to the 
constitutional powers of Congress, and it clearly implies that a factious or 
usurping President who proposes to subordinate to his will that department 
to which the Constitution has confided the principal powers of Government 
ean rightfully do this and prevent the will of the people from taking statutory 
form, except by a two-thirds vote of each House of Congress. 

rhe present Chief Executive has disapproved one hundred and sixty-two 
bills. Of these, one hundred and thirty-six are bills granting pensions to indi- 
viduals, All of his predecessors vetoed but one hundred and thirty-three bills. 
None of his predecessors disapproved any acts of this character, excepting 
President Grant, who disapproved but five; and none of these were unsan 
tioned on account of any difference of opinion upon the facts. The bill to pen- 
sion Abigail Ryan was disapproved by President Grant because her name was 
already on the roll«; that to pension Ann Montgomery was disapproved merely 
to enable Congress sg to correct an ambiguity in the act and thereby to be nefit the 
soldier's children; that to pension R. B. Crawford because he was already en- 
joying all the pension the:general law allowed him; that to pension Lewis 
Hinely because his true name was Heinlig; that to pension Eliza Jane Blumer 
because the company to which her husband belonged was misdeseribed in the 
bill. These bills were disapproved by this great soldier and patriot, who knew 
and felt the obligations of the nation to its defenders, not for the purpose of de- 
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t to enable relief to be granted by amendments, or 5 I ’ ‘ i 
lief ‘ e\ ly been given s . 

The veto power was odious to the founders of t s Government The first , 
count in the Declaration of Indepeudence against the King of Great Brit . 
that “he has refused his assent to laws the most w lesome and necessary f{ ; - 5 
the public good,”’ The persistent vetoes of the royal g ve r led to his ex i I = : 
sion from South Carolina before hostilities broke ou In Virg . the repeate | ‘ ce was 
veto of acts to eck the siave trade was one « the mos I n it « colonia rhe “ i 
rrievances So unpopular was this power that it was conferred by « « 
of the first constitutions the original States—M chusetis } . 

To overcome the poy ar distrust the advoc: the Federal ¢ t 
urged that the } ver had not be 1 an r I . ‘ 

: »actsof Parliament: that ltw ployed a ce Ss ‘ 2 4 
cept to protect his own constitutior nh rare cases of | \ as the : 
geney where revolutionary legis!at < he gen Wea t e . . 7 

was a power whose uti ty lay rather and in efearthat ‘ 

possib be em} oyed than in ts use; that such exister was necess I ( : 

Hami n’s expression) “ because of the superior weigh nd in nce « 

levislative body "—a foreboding which has not been verified our histor 2 i ¥ 

A cotemporaneous xposition of this | er wil re found ina Ti 
delivered by Mr. Jefferson to President ngton, J J n S 
Secretary of State It was given upon the bill granting a charter to the ' \ ? 
the United States. He remarks, It must be added, howe that 2 case Vv ennaid le ; 
President’s mind on a view of everything wh 4 ged for and agai t the evide re i, and the ‘ , 
bill is tolerably c that it is unau rized by the Cons ut if } ar \\ re than u » s 
] ne so as to balance his judgmer a just respect for the wisdom of the I se as st ma ! vas re f ‘ 8 

iture would naturally decide the balance in favor of their oj o It is e} vas bas pon hl a 4 s s 
‘or cases whe they are ciearly misled by err y tior - inter t it and the cer ca he ex r 4 . 3 
Constitution has placed a eck in ne ative of the P sident ‘ ity sa fra . t 

The primary in ement 8 2M son nferring the veto pow _ ay 1s In po t ‘ + f pea 
upon the Presider s to enable him t efend himse!f lr leven I . as & W ” } 
land, where the King is considered a part of Parliament, and there e} ‘ ‘ 
e ashare of iegisiative power { i erative would only per i a : a ras ‘ . ed hb 3 ‘ 
< es where en achmer vere atter ed ut i the roval pre ative ert f dis urge, : ‘ y as 
“Th framers of the Constitution well knew that pap limitat s l g ot Asst \ a. and 
nev execute themselves They knew that the checksand balances of the t tof 3 I ) ee re as 
depend for their eff ey upon the wisdor nd the ot ‘ was recons red ens ' 
ons t 1 their exer is confided knew that ala ant shed t 2 es t ‘ 
tion 1 make the as destruc as correct ation can make < nt ori ul repor t 
se ative alte % s 4 ex ‘ 
The epti have been entertained by the predece f rin of t t ‘ . 5 
pre ate hey | e, in the opinion of your committ t < a . 
ee : 
ihe ordinate proportions to whi é eX ¥ s i the 2 
st twenty-five years, thr ‘ . 
production of those great subje t is inered t : . 
executive control through it ie luty after t da i : ' ed e service 
office-hol and through the 8 l 1 t is we have re ; 
f rmous fin il system, give just cause for ap hension fo admit , hand-writing of Ass e W ums. It states in one via 
these powers, “ which have increased, which are increasing id wl Z “ E rse w! le'a i . 
to be diminished,’ can tutional « e of the \ ce : ease has been prod i 
power upon theaction of ur wi ts prov ea t excessit xics q e« ¢ 4 
iuty, andinvolvin ip ny her dey wi n by s 1 r e. mu e false 
ist } a power t ‘ ) and des ant has success attack s , 4 
tive t Federal Constitution. as the rules of law ary for that purpose 

The folowing observations e subm tted upo the j r¢ es no by the tes cig S. ¢ es ; als 

cor er yn also ove row the t t t V tox iw 
DAVID A. s. he test ony of acle vi y w he vas ‘ ‘ 

The testimony shows that while Servis was absent on duty for ash ; ; 5 a “ P =* ; a ‘ vs 2 i ; 
from the military hospital to which he was detailed as an ne of 4 : 5 shoe often h le : ; . aaa : aed cane 
tients filled aj e with powder, hand 1 the pipe to claimant on his x ; - : iatala ‘ ee a ines dilie “d did aay 
the hospital, and that the consequences Getalied in the ae ve ‘id aie bt 

iis act is disapproved on the ground that the injuries were uch a ieee 1 aaa ee 7 
sult of military servi to entitie the applicant to a pe . j “ patented ai when aa : 

lhis js not @ case of & mere joke piayed by one comrade on anotier \y o of the company office To t e ther 1 1 
duty What er might be the rig sof this aimant to @ pension w a . i a Bigoers : s Sa ~- : 
ma ous or thoughtiess act of some well comrade whe! ff duty, oheey cen 
diflerent. ‘ e R25 the ¢ « ‘ of -onsior ‘ > 

Servis was on duty as a nurse in a military hospital He was in a pos \ - mad sthor of the cet . . . . 
auth rity over patients, required to ste! a ) . Thecla untin this y ‘ ‘ r I 
these patients, While Servis was in his piace of it l ea mu £ de I ‘ vy b . . 2 
ous injury. ing aimant is clear ’ within t e sta e (section 4 emy near Fred rtow [ ‘ e 

ints a pension to ‘ sted s r sabled b as any 1 
iniury ae er ee racted wh t . of t i 8 himant was ach e serv a 
and in ; e en x ‘ ¥ ‘ ! 

iD > was detailed to the hospital for dutve ,ins toany one 7 F \ " ea i : ~ . , 
was in so ice whvi ‘ t - y I ; oe pore ‘ . ; t 

ises alie ant was Ur ted v sz a aH € 
re} sdetail as nurse wa ‘ rs rreg : . ed : : 
the ress was f ‘ 

it is tied tha iia ( t ase did mn su el 2 : ‘ 

ee of the Presider Ver spectfu 

\\ ar rtand the 1 5 re, and it issage « 
bill, the objections of the President to t contrary 1 idin 

Mr. Sawyer, from the Committ n Per ; i . t 
i » MCCE any bill S. 8&2 é 

Phe ¢ mittee on Pensions, to whom was ‘ ithe | 2 stow ) et it e case V i 
a pension to David A. Servis have ex 1 the tic . = ; 

ihe cla ant was a private in Company i nV - .s . 
teers, and he claims 4 pension for injury to " discha aiaitindl ; : : 
ofa cartridge. The testimony shows that while ti . vm io fre : : 
hospital nurse, one of his comrades filled a | hich claimant was in t ‘ } 3in pa : bat 
habit of su oking with »wder, placing a thin layer of tobacco on t ily, your 



































clarmant, ignorant of the trick, lighted the pipe, which exploded and ble v7 vi i \. M., M 

half across the tent. There is no record tes:imo nthe case, nor does a { t i i 

pear that any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent ate. ved ‘ . 
rhe application was rejected on the ground that the injury. to whatsoe" ' ' ‘ 1 7 

tent it exists, was not due to the service. It was incur red in the serv awe rt . 

wW due to the willful and reprehensibie act of a soldier, for whose cond t ' : : of the 

military branch of the Government was responsible If he had killed this . and « 

claimant, his wife would have been pensioned That he escaped death and in- | } eile . 

curred injury tothe most sensitive and valuable organ of his physica) «truct . = Aiasheree ite cate . 

does not exempt the Governmert from the obligation of compensation and . yin “ 

lief. Surely the Government is as responsible in this case as is the corporation | ' "Wa d t a 

that by accident destroys life or limb, and upon which the decisions of t Sr a a ales ¢ “ ‘ cor ” 

United States courts have repeatedly imposed pecuniary penalties . en an ie e 1 < awe ve 

_ The committee believe that the claimant should be pensioned tothe extent of | c.o..er, ¢ 2 C sider e 1 the certificate of d z ‘ 

the existing damage to his eye-sight, and repx rt the bill favorably, with a rec- | , ¢ given tot ttee believe that botha . 

ommendation that it do pass. unworth f : esent question as they would be ‘ 

To the Senate: i ' 7, uve presented these considerat ‘ at f becanse t P t 
Ireturn without approy ate bill No. 820, e1 ed “An act granting a pen- ‘ y ry ple, incredible, and : de 


sion to David A. Servis.”’ 


pire 
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W® append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the passage 
of the act, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following 
report (to accompany bill S. 465): 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 465) granting 
a pension to William Sackman, sr., have carefully examined the same, and re- 
port 

The claimant enlisted as a private in Company K, Fifth Regiment Missouri 
Militia Cavalry, on the 24th of December, 1861, to serve during the war in Mis- 
souri, and was discharged on the 29th of February, 1864. His declaration for a 
pension was filed July 1, 1881, claiming that ‘“‘ at Fredericktown, Mo., about 
the 10th or 12th of April, 1863, he had three ribs broken by falling from his 
horse while surrounded by the guerrillas.” 

rhe claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau April 9, 1883, upon the ground 
“that the record evidence shows that the alleged disability was not incurred 
in the line of duty.’ 

fhe records of the Adjutant-General’s Office show the petitioner present Aprii 
10, 1863. Absent sick at hospital until October 31,1863. Present January and 
lebruary, 1864. Nature of sickness not stated. No evidence by the record of 
the injury complained of. 

The discharge for disability shows— 

‘* Palpitation of the heart and defective lungs, the disability caused by falling 
off his horse near Fredericktown, Mo., while intoxicated,on detached service, 
in the month of September, 1862. Not having done any duty since, a discharge 
would benefit the Government and himself.”’ 

The assistant and acting surgeon certifies the disability to consist of— 

‘Hypertrophy with dilatation of left side of heart. The disease in this case 
has been produced by sexual indulgence and excessive use of intoxicating liq- 
uors,”’ 

The surgeon who attached the certificate to the discharge for disability, in 
reply to a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, under date of November 
21, 1385, says : 

**] have to state that I remember the case very distinctly. I made the exam- 
ination in person and was thoroughly acquainted with the case. I read the 
statement on which the application for discharge was based to the man, and he 
consented to have the papers forwarded asthey read. Theapplication for pen- 
sion is fraudulent and should not be allowed, The excessive venery alluded to 
was in part masturbation,” 

Upon this evidence the Pension Bureau rejected the claim and declined to 
reconsider its decision, notwithstanding the affidavits filed by the petitioner, as 
follows 

* Henry Markwort, on the 27th day of December, 1883, made oath that ‘he 
knew claimant, William Sackman, sr.,in the year 1860, and also ever since, and 
knew him while he was a member of the above-named organization with affiant, 
and the said claimant was, during all that time, of sober habits and of virtuous 
disposition, and affiant never saw him in a state of intoxication, * * * and 
was never, to his knowledge, guilty of sexual indulgence, but that he was a 
good soldier and bore a good name for morality.’ 

‘Frederick Lauderman, Christian Pape, Deiderich Klingman, Henry Thies- 
sen, and John Haslauer, on the 26th day of September, 1883, made oath ‘ that 
they were members of the above-named organization, and that they well knew 
the claimant herein, William Sackman, sr., prior to his enlistment and during 
his service in said organization, and ever since he was discharged from the 
service of the United States, and that said William Sackman was a good soldier 
and bore a good character always for sobriety and moral habits, and that he was 
never guilty of the charge of being intoxicated or indulging in the excessive 
use of intoxicating liquors nor sexual indulgence.’ 

“Henry Thiessen and William Braus, on the llth day of June, 1883, made 
oath ‘thatthey were members of the organization aforesaid, and that they well 
knew William Sackman, sr., the claimant herein, and that in the organization 
aforesaid,in the line of duty, being on detached duty at the time, the said 
Henry Thiessen being a corporal at that time in command of said detatchment, 
and the said William Braus also a member of said detachment, and that while 
so detached for the purpose of guarding one of their company to his home, the 
horse claimant was riding took fright and ran off with him, thereby injuring 
said claimant so that he could not arise nor get onto his horse without assist- 
ance. That the post surgeon furnished a certificate to the said corporal in re- 
gard of - inability of said William Sackman, sr., to be carried back to his 
command,’ 

** William Wolfeckiller, on the 17th of September, 1883, made oath ‘that the 
said petitioner, while on duty on the march from Pilot Knob to Cape Girardeau, 
in the year 1862 or 1863, was thrown from his horse and seriously injured; that 
he was not intoxicated at that time; that he served with the said petitioner in 
the same company about three years, and that the said petitioner was free from 
sexual indulgence and the excessive use of intoxicating liquor.’ 

‘* William Northropt, on the 17th day of September, 1883, made oath ‘that he 
was first sergeant of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cay- 
alry, and knew petitioner to be a sober man and never saw him intoxicated or 
indulging in any bad habits. The record showing that the petitioner indulged 
in the excessive use of intoxicating liquors or sexual indulgence is false.’ 

‘*G. H. Cramer, mayor of Cape Girardeau, where the petitioner resides, on the 
12th day of February, 1884, made oath as follows: ‘I have known said petitioner 
and have been well acquainted with him ever since about the year 1854, while 
he was, as he is yet, a citizen of Cape Girardeau. I have never heard or seen 
anything derogatory to his moral character, and I believe he is considered, gen- 
erally, as an honorable and virtuous man.’ 

“On June 28, 1882, Fred B. Schultz, examining surgeon of the Pension Office, 
examined the petitioner and certified: ‘The disability is a fracture of three ribs 
on the left side.’”’ 

The evidence above quoted fully sustains that of the petitioner, that while in 
the service and in the line of duty he was thrown from his horse and seriously 
injured. This appears on the face of the certificate of discharge for disability. 
The records of the Adjutant-General’s Department, as well as the Surgeon- 
General’s, tend to sustain this view of the case. The certificate of the examin- 
ing surgeon of the Pension Bureau confirms the claim of the petitioner in the 
declaration for a pension. Does the evidence justify the conclusion reached by 
the Pension Bureau, that at the time of the injury he was not in the line of duty, 
or that it occurred while he was intoxicated, or that his disability at present is 
the result of excessive sexual indulgence or the improper use of stimulants? 

The committee is of opinion that the certificate of discharge and the evidence 
of his comrades conclusively show that the injury happening to him by the fall- 
ing from his horse, near Fredericktown, Mo., was whilein the line of duty, and 
— at the time he was performing services under the orders of his superior 
officer. 

Was he intoxicated at the time the injury occurred ? 

‘The only evidence to sustain that allegation is the statement embodied in the 
discharge for disability signed by his captain. This is contradicted by the oath 
of the petitioner, as well as the testimony of two of his comrades, who were 
present and had personal knowledge of the fact, and the corroborating evidence 
of a number of comrades, who testify to his sober habits. This view is further 
strengthened by the affidavit of the mayor of the city in which he lives, who 
éestifies to his moral character, 
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Was his disability the result of sexual indulgence or the excessive use of 
liquor? ‘ 

The testimony upon these questions is full and satisfactory. The numerou 
aflidavits filed overthrow even the suspicion that his disability is the result of 
either cause assigned ; and the certificate of the examining surgeon of the Peu- 
sion Bureau, that ‘‘ the disability is the result of the fracture of three ribs on the 
left side,” in the absence of all other evidence, should be conclusive on this 
point, 5 

In the opinion of the committee the claim of the petitioner for a pen 
should be sustained. The bill is, therefore, reported favorably, with the recon 
mendation that it do pass. 


To the Senate : 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 465, entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to William Sackman, sr.”’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill served from December 24, 1861, to February 
29, 1864, in the Fifth Regiment of the Missouri Militia Cavalry. 

He was discharged on the day last named for disability. His certificate of dis- 
charge states his disability as follows: 

‘* Palpitation of the heart and defective lungs, the disability caused by falling 
off his horse near Fredericktown, Mo., while intoxicated, on detached service, 
in the month of September, 1862, Not having done any duty since, a discharge 
would benefit the Government and himse'f.’’ 

It appears that a claim for pension was filed in the year 1881, in which the 
claimant alleged that— 

“At Fredericktown, Mo., about the 10th or 12th of April, 1863, he had three 
ribs broken by falling from his horse while surrounded by guerrillas,” 

It will beseen that while the certificate of discharge mentions a fall in Septem- 
ber, 1862, no allusion is made to any fracture of ribs, while the claimant alleges 
such an injury occurred in April, 1863. 

In 1885 the surgeon who made the medical certificate attached to the dis- 
charge, in answer to an inquiry made by the Commissioner of Pensions, says: 

‘*T have to state that I remember the case very distinctly. I made the ex- 
amination in person, and was thoroughly acquainted with the case, Iread the 
statement on which the application for discharge was based to the man, and h¢ 
consented to have the papers forwarded as they read. The application for 
pension is fraudulent and should not be allowed.” 

I have omitted references made to the habits of the soldier by this medical 
officer. 

Of course much reliance should be placed upon these statements made by an 
officer whose business it was to know the exact facts, and who made his cer- 
tificate at a time when such facts were fresh in his mind. There is no intima- 
tion that the surgeon who made the statement referred to was inimical to the 
soldier or influenced by any unjust motive. 

The attempt to impeach the record thus made is based upon affidavits made 
by a number of the soldier’s comrades, who testify to his character and habits, 
and only three of whom speak of an injury to the soldier caused by falling from 
his horse. Two of these affiants allege that they were with the claimant on de- 
tached duty when his horse took fright and ran away with him, injuring him so 
that he could not rise and get on his horse without assistance. So far as these 
affidavits are before me no date of this occurrence is given, nothing is said as to 
the character of the injuries, and no reference is made to the condition of the 
soldier at the time. The third affiant, who speaks of an injury, says that it oc- 
curred while on duty on the march from Pilot Knob to Cape Girardeau, in the 
year 1862 or 1863, and that it was caused by the soldier’s being thrown from his 
horse. He says further that the soldier was not intoxicated at that time. 

No mention is made that I can discover of any fracture of the ribs except in 
the claimant’s application for pension made in 1881, seventeen years after his 
discharge, and in a report of an examining surgeon made in 1882. 

With no denial of the soldier’s condition, as stated by the surgeon, on the part 
of the only parties who claim to have been present at the time of the injury, I 
can not satisfy myself, in view of the other circumstances surrounding this case, 
that the allegations contained in the claimant’s discharge are discredited. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXEcuTIvVE MAnsIon, April 30, 1888. 


and heldat thecity of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1887.]} 
An act granting a pension to William Sackman, sr. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Sackman, 
sr., late a private in Company K, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
JOHN J. INGALLS, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
Attest: ANSON G. McCOOK, 
Secretary, 
By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Clerk. 





JOHANNA LOEWINGER, 


Your committee have carefully re-examined this record. The claimant has 
substantially,been estopped by the Department and the President from show- 
ing the facts in this case by the undue conclusiveness attributed to the coro- 
ner’s inquest, and even the verdict of the coroner's jury has been misconstrued. 
““Crowner’s ’quest law” has seldom been given such efficacy. But one witness 
was summoned before that jury. What the fact in reality was concerning 
this death was absolutely established by the testimony filed before the Pension 
Bureau. 

Emma Loewinger, daughter of the deceased, testifies: ‘‘ At the time my father 
inflicted the wound in histhroat I was away at work. My mother sent for me 
andI reached home about half an hour afterwards. My father was then lying 
on the floor and his wound had been dressed and there was no evidence at that 
time of any flow of blood. Shortly after my arrival they placed him on the bed, 
and he lay there apparently without suffering any pain, and finally ed away 
quietly without a struggle. He lived from three to three and a half hours after 
I reached his bedside. * * * My father had been sick fora long time with 
chronic diarrhea, and at the time he inflicted that wound wasin a very weak 
condition, and so much so that he had to be assisted in and out ofbed. * * * 
I know he suffered a great deal of pain during his sickness.”’ 

Dr. Werner deposes as stated in the report of your committee. 

Meland Freutz deposes that she lived in adjoining house to claimant. On 
the day soldier inflicted wound on his throat his wife was out marketing ; 
aftiant heard something fall and went into the house and found him lying on 
the floor; saw the blood and sent immediately for the doctor. The incision 
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The medical reviewer, July 14, 1885, upon these facts,in referring the cause 
i: “As the case now stands we must, in 
my opinion, accept death as due to diarrhea, and not to the wound of the throat.’ 

This conclusion, which the committee think is fully sustained by the testi- 
mony, was reached after the medical reviewer had commented upon the case 
May 6, 1885,and the medical referee himself had called for further t 
June 12, 1885. 

It is clear from the evidence that the pensioner was the victim of painful, ex- 
hausting, and debilitating disease; that no cause other than this disease is pre- 
tended to have existed which could have affected the mind of the husband of 
the petitioner and caused him to take his life. 
at the time he made the attempt on his life his mind, by reason of the disease 
contracted in the service, was seriously affected. 
sician that he did not die from the injury inflicted, but asthe resul 
itated condition, resulting from that disease, seems 
sive of the case. 

_The conclusion of the committee in this case is full 
cisions and rulings of the Pension Bureau, found in the “Digest of Pension 
Laws and Decisions,” pages 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 279. 

Your committee would report the bill favorably, after amending the title so 
as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger,” and by strik 
ing out, in line 6, the word * Johnanna” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
* Johanna,”’ 
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To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 739 entitled “An act granting 
sion to Johanna Loewinger.”’ 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill enlisted June 28, 1861, and 
was discharged May 8, 1862, upon a surgeon’s certificate of disability. 
yensioned for chronic diarrhea. i 
1eld, who found by their vedict that the deceased came to his death “from sui- 
cide by cutting his throat wiih a razor, caused by long-continued illness.” 

This inquest was held immediately after the soldder’s death, and it appears 
that the case was fully investigated with full opportunities to discover the truth. 
Upon the verdict found, in the absence of insanity caused by any disability, it 
ean hardly be claimed that his death was caused by his military service. * 
attempts atterwads to impeach this verdict and introduce another cause of death 
do not seem to be successful. 





He died July 17,1876. A coroner’s inquest was 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 5, 1888, 
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ose and say that, as a member of the board of examining surgeons, I examined 
Henry H. Langdon, assistant surgeon of the Seventh Vermont Regiment, De- 
cember i, | vho claimed a pension for chronic diarrhea and piles, and that 
upon the certificate of said examination said Langdon was granted a pensior 
J further state that said Langdon died 24th September, 1881; that 1 saw him and 
pres ved fe iim sever times during his last sickness; that the imme ite 
cause of his death was disease of the lungs; and that I believe this disease 
supervened upon and was associated with the chronic diarrhea for which he 
was pensioned, and that this latter disease was the remote cause of his death 
I ft er state that I have read the petition of Mrs. Langdon, and that I believ« 
reliance Can be piaced upon her stalements., 





“H. H. ATWATER 
appeared before me this 16th day of November, 1886, at Burling- 
ton, Vt., Dr. LH. H. Atwater, and made oath to the above affidavit by him sub 
@cribed 


Personal 


“J. M. RUSSELL, 
ustice of the Peace 
In view of the statements contained in these affidavits, the signers of which 
are pentiemen well known to be of the very highest standing in their profession 
and in the community where they and Dr. Langdon resided, your committee are 
of the opinion that the prayer of the petitioner should be granted; and ther 
fore report the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage. 
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To the Senate 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill No. 549, entitled “‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah R, Langdon.” 

‘The husband of the beneficiary named tn this bill entered the military service 
of the United States as assistant surgeon in a Vermont regiment on the 7th day 
of October, 1462, and less than six months thereafter tendered his resignation, 
based upon a surgeon's certificate of disability on account of chronic hepatitis 
(inflammation of the liver) and diarrhea. 

On the 12th day of June, 1880, more than seventeen years after his discharge, 
he filed a claim for pension, alleging chronic diarrnea and resulting piles. He 
wasallowed a pension in January, 1881, and died of consumption on the 24th 
day of September in the same year. 

Prior to the allowance of his claim for pension he wrote to the Bureau of 
Pensions a full history of his disability as resulting from chronic diarrhea and 
piles, and in that letter he made the following statement: “ I have had no other 
disease, except last September (1880) I had pleurisy and congestion of my left 
lung. From other sources the bureau derived the information that the de- 
ceased had suffered an attack of pleuro-pneumonia on his left side, and that his 
recovery had been partial. 

In December, 1880, he was examined by two members of the board of surgeons 
at Burlington, Vt., of which board he was also a member, and the following 
facts were certified: 

‘* For the past fifteen years claimant has practiced his profession in this city, 
and has, up to within a year or year and a half of this date, shown a vigor and 
power of endurance quite equal to the labor imposed upon him by the popular 
demand for his services. About a year ago he evinced symptoms of breaking 
down, cough, emaciation, and debility.” 

These results, “ breaking down, cough, emaciation, and debility,” are the 
natural effects of such an attack as the deceased himself reported, though not 
made by him the ground of aclaim for pension, and it seems quite clear that 
his death in September, 1881, must be chargeable to the same cause, 

His widow, tne beneficiary named in this bill, filed her claim for pension De- 
cember 5, 1881, based upon the ground that her husband's death from consump- 
tion was due to the chronic diarrhea for which he was pensioned, Upon such 
application the testimony of Dr. H. H. Atwater was filed, to the effect that about 
1879 be began to treat the deceased regularly for pleuro-pneumonia, followed 
by abscesses and degeneration of lung tissue, which finally resulted in death; 
and that these diseased conditions were complicated with digestive affections, 
sich as diarrhea, dyspepsia, and indigestion. Another aflidavit of Dr. Atwater, 
made in 1886, will be found in the report upon this bill by the House Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The claimant's application for a pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
on the ground that the cause of her husband’s death was not shown to have 
been connected in any degree with the disease on account of which he was 
pensicned, or with his military service. 

Il am entirely satisfied that this determination was correct. 

I am constrained to disapprove the bill under consideration, because it is thus 
far our settled and avowed policy to grant pensions only to widows whose hus- 
bands have died from causes related to military service,and because the pro- 
posed legislation would in my opinion result in a discrimination in favor of this 
claimant unfair and unju.t@o thousands of poor widows who are equally en- 
titled to our sympathy and benevajence. 





GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 16, 1888. 





[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun and 
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1887. } 


An act granting a pension to Hannah G. Langdon. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author:zed and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah 
R. Langdon, widow of Henry H. Langdon, late an assistant surgeon in the Sev- 
enth Regiment Vermont Volunteers in the war of the rebellion. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN J. INGALLS, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
is act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 


[ certify that th 


ANNA MERTZ, 


A critical re-examination of the recordsin the Pension Bureau and also of the 
additional evidence and the petition filed with the committee, upon all of which 
their report was founded, fully justifies the conclusion therein stated. 

Upon the face of the record in the Bureau of Pensions there is, in our opinion, 
evidence amply sufficient to justify such conclusion. To this body of testimony 
are to be added the proofs and the petition which were laid before the committee, 
and which, manifestly from the message, the President has never seen. The 
claimant has thus suffered prejudice from the fact that the revising authority 
considered only a partofthe evidence. Ifsucha method of re-examination by the 
Chief Executive is to obtain, the result will be that any new testimony and all 
petitions laid before the committee are struck out of the case upon the appeal 
upon mere questions of fact, which is entertained for the first time in the his- 
tory of the Government by the President upon bills of this character. The 
fruits of the right to petition Congress are thus denied the citizen, and he is 
judged solely upon the representations wiich he may have previously made to 
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j its members, or upon par 
tions, or upon considerations of sound policy in individual cases, or upon mere 
petition, will be annihilated in such instances by an arbitraryand techuical ru 
of procedure adopted by the President. it can not be successiully contended 
by the most intrepid advocate of the vast extension which the veto power ha 
received from the present Chief Executive that any application of that power 
which produces practical collision between the legislativeand executive de; 
ments by abridging the one by the mere will of Lhe other is anything less than 
encroachment by the latter upon the former, 

Such a consequence is conciusive that the power of disapproval by the Pres 
dent was never intended to apply to cases of this character, where the only 
question is as to the weight of testimony nat Congress may err in its judg- 
ment as to testimony does not affect the principle nor at ail derange the con- 
stitutional limitations upon the several departments of the Government. 

The case of-the pauper widow and children of this soldier is in itself of no 
great consequence to any persons excepting themselves. But their case as con- 
nected with the rights of othersin like situation, and with the rights and duties 
of the legislative and executive departments as to each other. is of the greatest 
public concern; and the more so because it is upon the rights of the weak and de- 
ienseless that usurpation alweys first lays its hands and is made strong by prec- 
edent for attack upon interests of more general importance. 

In addition to the records of the Bureau of Pensions the committee had be- 
fore them the following: 

l. The affidavit of the claimant dated December 17, 1887, stating. among other 
facts, that ‘about three years prior to his (the husband’s) death he brought home 
medicine given him by a reguiar physician; thatsaid Mertz told affiant it con- 
tained morphine; that from that time on until his death he continued to take 
similar medicine, but at no time, so far as affiant knows or believes, without 
being both prescribed and prepared, or prescribed (and prepared by a regular 
druggist) by a competent and regularly practicing physician.” 

2. A petition signed by 53 citizens of Mattoon, Ill., praying a pension to this 
widow and her children. It is dated December 9, 1886, is addressed to General 
John A. Logan, and tiled with the commitiee by Senator CULLOM. 

This claim was rejected August 8, 1886, and the committee carefully considered 
the following evidence filed in the Bureau of Pensions afterwards, namely, tlhe 
aflidavit of P A. Kemper, the family physician of the deceased. It was sworn 
to February 25, 1887. Itstatesthatatiant * from June 1872 to 1883 was his family 
physician; saw him often and was consulted by him from 1872 to June 1883, at 
various times for chronic diarrhea and at times a severe pain inthe head; this 
ast was so severe at timesthat he became nearly crazy from it; that I prescribed 
the usual remedies for his sickness, camphor, opium, bismuth, ete. Healways 
desired morphine for his head troubles from me, saying that was what they 
gave him in the Army for it, and that it gave him more ease than anything else. 
1 nearly always gave it to him, and often talked with him about taking it, and 
about the dose, etc.; remember once showing him about the quantity to take 
for a safe dose.”’ 

Other evidence, not deemed necessary to be here set out, was also submitted 
after the rejection of the claim, but was not deemed by the Pension Bureau suf- 
ficient to warrant reopening the case. 

We append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the passage 
of the act, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 
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Mr. Turpte, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report, 
to accompany ill S, 1237: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1237) granting 
a pension to Anna Mertz, widow, and the minor cuildren of Charles A. Mertz, 
have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, deceased, who was a captain 
in Company K, of Sixty-second Regiment of illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the 
war ofthe rebellion. The husband was nmiustered intu the service as captain, 
A pril 10, 1862, and resigned June 7, 1863. It appears from certificate of Dr. John 
W., Cameron, surgeon of the regiment, dated Jackson. Tenn., 6th day of Janu- 
ary, 1863, that he was suffering from disease in such manner as to require a fur- 
lough of thirty days, and furlough was recommended for that time. He re- 
turned, however, to the regiment at Jack«on, Tenn., but onthe 17th of May, 1863, 
the surgeon of the regiment again certified that he was wholly unfit for duty, 
and that there would be no probability of his recovery in less than six months, 
if at all. Upon this he tendered his resignation and the same was accepted 
He returned home but never recovered. It appears from the testimony of his 
comrades and neighbors on file that he was a sound, healthy man when he en- 
tered the Army. Itis shown that he was attacked while in the service, from 
the labor and exposure incident thereto, with chronic intermittent fever, fo!- 
lowed by acute dysentery, which debilitated him to the extent that he was 
wholly unfit for duty. 

Upon his return home, as appears from the evidence of bis neighbors, and Dr. 
Keneper and others, he was continuously affected with chronic diarrhea, ca- 
tarrh, andintense pains in the head, T > ease his suffering he frequently took 
laudanum and morphine under the adviceof physicians, This relief was, how- 
ever. temporary. He never applied for a pension, although he constantly : 
tributed his complaints to his Army service. He worked occasionally at his 
trade, but was subject at any time to attacks of very severe diarrhea, accom): 
nied with acute catarrhal pains in the head and face. On the Ist of December, 
1884, he died from the effects of an overdose of morphine taken to alleviate his 
suffering. The evidence does not show that he had a prescription from a phy- 
sician upon the occasion of the fatal dose. It shows that he had, under medi- 
cal advice several times given him, taken the same medicine, and was in the 
habit of taking it when attacked by his disease. We think the death clearly 
traceable to the disease as its primary cause. 

The widow is very poor; has two children of this soldier, offspring of her 
marriage with him, depending upon her support. 

We recommend passage of the bill, amended by inserting “captain” in sev- 
enth line, in place of “ private,”’ which is a misdescription of the deceased. 

















To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1237, entitled ‘An act granting « 
pension to Anna Mertz.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, who served 
in the Army asa capt.in from April, 1862, to June, 1863, when he resigned on 
account of impaired health. It is stated in the committee's report that after his 
return from the Army he worked occasionally at his trade, though subject to 
attacks of very severe diarrhea, accompanied with acute catarrhal pains inthe 
head and face, which he constantly attributed to his Army service. 

it is alleged that he had several times taken morphine under medical advice 
toallay pain caused by these attacks. 
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The claim is rejected on the ground that was the owner 
land, which was purchased at an early period, but it does not app« 
was productive, or that much of it was im provec Immediately after his 
death he sold a horse belonging to the soldier, d which he had left at ho 
The price obtained was $50,and the money was used for their support Wh 
felling timber, prior to 1861, he was struck on the head, and in addition to 
other peculiarities he became deranged on the subject of religion and pers 
in exciting discussions. It is affirmed by reputable witnesses that the n 
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It isin evidence that prior to the son's enlistment the father was subject 
temporary mental incapacity; that the claimant has earr her own livis 
toiland management. In 1883 their possessions were reduced to 40 acres, m« 
gaged to affiant, O. D. Bishop, for $600, two cows, anda pig. The fathe 
back, owned more land, but it had been sold from time to time to pay de 
curred in a reckless way, and from which there was no escape. There 
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is very old, very needy; thatshe has bravely struggied to maintain herself, and 
that it is time she had relief. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


To the Senate : 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill 
ing a pension to Betsey Mannsfield.”’ 

it is proposed to grant a pension to the beneficiary nan i 
mother of Franklin J. Mannsfield, who enlisted as a private Apt : I 
died in camp of disease on the l4th day of November in the same year 
mother filed an application for pension in June, 1882 

The testimony filed in the Pension Bureau discloses the following facts 

At the time of the death of the soldier the family, beside himself, consisted of 
three persons—his father and mother and an unmarried sister. They owned 
and resided upon a homestead in Wisconsin comprising 293 acres, 20 of whict 
were cleared, the balance being in timber, all unincumbered. The assessed 
valuation was $1.170; the real value being considerabiy more. The father was 
a farmer and blacksmith, healthy and able bodied, and furnishing a comf 
ble support; but shortly after the soldier’s death he began to dri 
health began to fail. Uponthe marriage of the daughter he deeded her : 
of the land. He became indebted, and from time to time sold portions of 
homestead to pay debts; but in 1882, at the time the mother’s application 
pension was filed, there still remained 110 acres of land, valued at about 
40 acres of which was mortgaged in 1480 for $600. Since 1879 the farm had | 
rented, except 8 or 10 acres reserved for a residence for the family. They own 
two cows, and the rent averaged about $125 a year. , 

This was the condition of affairs as late as 1886, when the claim of t 
for a pension was, after investigation, rejected by the Pension Bure: 
supposed to be substantially the same now. 

It also appears that a son, born since the soldier’s death, and upwards of « 
een years of age, resides with his parents and furnishes them some assistan 

The claimant certainly was not dependent in the least degree upon t 
dier at the time of his death, and she did not file her claim for pensi 
nearly twenty-one years thereafter. 

Though the lack of dependence at the date of the soldier's death is suM™ 
to defeat a parent's claim for pension under our laws, I believe that in prop 
eases a relaxation of rules and a charitable liberality should be shown to parents 
old and in absolute need, through default of the help which, it may be pr« 
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present session. Upon a careful consideration of them your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mrs. Catherine Collins, dependent mother of John Collins, deceased, filed her 
application for pension June 7, 1880, which was *‘ rejected on the ground that 
the death cause, namely, injury from being run over by the cars, was not in- 
curred in line of duty.”’ 

The proof shows that John Collins enlisted in Company G, Twenty-sixth Iowa 
Volunteers, August 9, 1862; was seriously wounded at Arkansas Post, January 

1, 1863, in consequence of which he was honorably discharged May 30, 18632. 
He was placed on the pension-roll December 18, 1863; rate, $8 permonth; disa- 
bility, total—Dr. A. H. Ames, examining surgeon, making the following cer- 
tificate: 

“This applicant was wounded in the left shoulder, the ball entering above the 
acromion process of the scapula, passing downwards and inwards along the 
spine of the shoulder-blade, emerging near the spine. The wound has always 
been open atits exit. Great pain has existed along the course of the bal), and 


now a listula extends from the point of exit into the substance of the lungs. His | 


Jungs are much diseased in consequence, and he apparently, from the coughing, 


the pain, and the emaciation consequent upon the suppuration of his wound, | 


will not live long.” 

On September 8, 1864, he enlisted in the Fourth Independent Company, Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, and, as shown by the records in the War Department, ‘‘ died 
February 23, 1866, at Camp Butler, Illinois; run over by cars.” 

Amasa M. Gregory, agent of the Wabash, St. Louis and Pacific Railway, 
swears to the following as a correct transcript of accident report made by con- 
ductor, February 26, 1866: 

‘My train, No. 8, of February 21, 1866, leaving Springfield at 5.30 p. m., arrived 
at hours -——- minutes late, delayed from causes as follows: 

** When about 2 miles east from Springfield, ran over a man, severing the left 
leg at the knee. When first seen he was lying on the track, and so covered 
with mud that the engineer failed to see him until we came so close on him it 
was impossible to stop. Iasked him his name and place of residence; said he 
belonged to the Invalid Corps, and his name was John Collins, Was notinjured 
in any other place, as I could see. 

e “C. F. PIERCE, Conductor.”’ 





{[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 332, to accompany bill S. 813.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 843) granting 
a pension to Elise Burki, have examined the same, and report: 

fhe claimant is the widow of Christian Johann Burki, late captain Company 
EF, Fifteenth Missouri Volunteers. She made application at the Pension Office, 
but the claim was rejected on the ground that the disease of which the soldier 
died, cerebral meningitis, was not due to his military service. 

It appears that the soldier was pensioned for a gunshot wound in the left leg 
at $8.50 per month; that he returned to his native country, Switzerland, and 
died there, April 13, 1873. The widow afterward came to this country, and is 
now a resident of Washington, D.C. She has called upon members of your 
committee and made personal statements of her condition. She is in abject 
poverty, with several small children solely dependent upon her for support. A 
comrade writes as follows in support of her claim: 

‘1l was well acquainted with said Captain Burki. The last time I saw him 
was in Berne, Switzerland. He was then complaining about his wound, and 
said to me, ‘ Dear friend, this ball in my leg will make me die, sooner or later,’ 
and so itcame. He was a good, courageous soldier, and warm patriot for the 
American Union, a good husband and father. The poor wife and children are 
utterly in poverty and distress, without work or hope to get some. Shall the 
wife and children of a glorious defender of our Union be left in such a preca- 
rious position?” 

The committee answer that by recommending the passage of this bill, believ- 
ing that, although the evidence of the cause of death is not technical, still it is 
satisfactory to a reasonable mind, and that the pension should be granted. 


[Forty-ninth Congress, firstsession. Report No. 601, to accompany bill 8S, 1467.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1467) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith, have examined the same, and report: 

That the claimant is the widow of Sergt. Joseph Smith, late of Company H, 
Fourth United States Infantry ; Company H, Sixth United States Infantry, and 
Company B, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. She made application to the 
Commissioner of Pensions, but the claim was rejected on the ground “that the 
soldier’s death was not a result of any disease contracted in the United States 
service.”’ 

Sergeant Smith was pensioned October 9, 1850, for injuries of veins of right 
leg, from long and continuous marches during the war with Mexico. During 
the rebellion he served from July 26, 1861, to August 8, 1863, when he was dis- 
charged for disability. Was restored to the pension-rolls February 18, 1867, to 





j 





sruinemmeencenens a 


date from his discharge from the volunteer service August 9, 1863, and was a pen- | 


sioner at date of his death, which occurred August 10, 1881, the cause of death 
being stated as ‘‘old age and chronic disease of liver.”’ 

Joseph Smith served in the armies of the United States, volunteer and regular, 
a period of thirty-two years. He participated in the Florida war, the war with 
Mexico,and in the war of the rebellion. During his last illness, covering a 
period of two years and eleven months, he was confined to his bed, and at times 
not able to move without assistance. The claimant attended him constantly, 
and asa result is completely broken in health, aged, and unable to earn a living. 
Her home had to be sold at great loss to enable her to purchase food, medicine, 
and medical attendance for the soldier. 

A number of leading citizens of the city of Leavenworth certify to the respect- 
ability of the claimant, and petition Congress to grant her a pension, believing 
that the soldier's death was indirectly caused by his long and faithful service in 
the armies of the United States. 

Your committee, being «: the same opinion, recommend the passage of the 
bill. 


{Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No, 603, to accompany bill S. 1586.) 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1586) granting 
a pensionto Maria Hollands, have examined the same and report: 

Joshua Hollands, the husband of the petitioner, was, at the time of his death, 
receiving a pension of $8 a month for a wound in the wrist received while on 
detached duty. By the widow it is claimed that this injury was the cause of his 
death, and in proof she furnishes the affidavit of H. E. Desmond, of Atchison 
County, Kansas, who testifies that he treated the husband of the applicant con- 
tinuously for five years previous to his death— 

‘*For nervous prostration, palpitation of the heart, and severe, acute pain in 
his wounded hand; the effect of which upon his nervous system, through grief, 
anxiety, and fear, and the functional disturbance of the heart, producing neu- 


ralgia of the heart, which was the cause of the soldier’s death. The patient be- | 


ing compelled to labor for his supportand thatof his family, the exertion on his 


part had a tendency to produce frequent attacks, from one of which he died 
August 13, 1884,”" 


JUNE 28, 








The medical reviewer of the Pension Office briefly expresses the opinion that 
there is no connection between the wound and the heart affection. 

The difference in the two reports is that the first is careful, candid, and spe- 
cific, while the second is simply a negative statement. 

In the opinion of your committee it is reasonable to infer that the intense suf- 
fering of the man by reason of his wound, aggravated by the necessity for using 
it in his daily toil, may have produced effects which ultimately resulted in his 
death. 

The bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No, 725, to accompany bill H. R. 
4960. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4960) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary S. Webster, have examined the same and report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the 
House of Representatives (House Report No. 773), hereto appended, and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was favorably reported to the Forty-fifth Congress by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, After a reinvestigation of the case, your committee de- 
cide to adopt that report as its own, which is as follows: 

“That the said Charles T. Webster enlisted into the military service of the 
United States in June, 1861. At the bat ile of Spottsylvania Court-House, in 
i864, he lostanarm. For this wound he was discharged and granted a pension, 
which he continued to draw until he enlisted into the Regular Army, in the 
Forty-second Regiment United States Army, on the I4th of June, 1867. 

‘The evidence shows that the claimant was poor, and depended upon the 
soldier for support. 

“After the amputation of his arm he suffered great pain at times, for the re- 
lief of which he was accustomed to take opiates. 

‘On the 9th of January, 1869, his command was stationed at Madison Bar- 
racks, New York. On that day he, while suffering the most intense pain from 
his wound, took a large dose of laudanum, from the effects of which he died. 

“The Pension Bureau rejected the claim of his mother for a pension on the 
ground That the soldier committed suicide. 

‘The Surgeon-General says, in substance, that it is his opinion that death re- 
sulted from his wound which he received in the service and in the line of his 
duty. He also says that it is well known that in very many cases mutilations 
received during the war have led to the habitual use of opiates, and death from 
an overdose taken to relieve pain consequent upon wounds is held as an acci- 
dental consequence of such wound. 

“The committee are fully satisfied from the evidence that the death of the 
soldier was not suicidal, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill with 
amendments, as follows: Strike out, in the fourth line of the bill, all after the 
word ‘pension-roll’ to the word ‘subject,’ in the fifth line; also, all after the 
word ‘infantry,’ in the ninth line of the bill.”’ 


[Forty-ninth Congress, firstsession. Report No.757,to accompany bill H.R.5655 |] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5655) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell, have examined the same and report : 

That after careful examination they have adopted the report of the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, hereto annexed, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


That Elizabeth B. Bell is the widow of V. Bradford Bell, late lieutenant Com- 
pany K, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, who enlisted in 1861, first 
call for three-months men, and re-enlisted and served till the close of the war, 
a period of service extending over five years, and was honorably discharged. 
He died January 16, 1880, in the city of Detroit, by shooting himself in the 
head while temporarily insane. His widow now appeals to Congress for relief, 
for the reason that owing to the manner of her husband’s death it can only be 
granted by special act. She sets forth in her petition that while serving as lieu- 
tenant her husband received three gunshot wounds, one in the left foot, one in 
his right leg, and a third in the head, this latter the most serious, and from the 
effects of which she attributes his aberration of mind and consequent death. 

This wound was received at the battle of Stone River December 31, 1862, the 
bulletstriking him at the outer corner of the right eye, making an indentation in 
the skull, glancing around the head,and coming out about an inch back of the 
leftear. This wound partially obscured the vision of the right eye and seri- 
ously affected his brain, especially bringing on at times the most intense pains 
in the head, with aberration of mind and deep melancholy with suicidal ten- 
dencies. While in one of these periods of intense pain, from which he could 
get no relief, he put an end to his sufferings, as stated above, 

Maj. James V. Guthrie testifies : 

“1 was major of the Nineteenth Illinois Infantry, and was with my regiment 
at the battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862. Vincent B. Bell was second 
lieutenant Company K, and commanded his company in the action. Lieuten- 
ant Bell received a severe wound in the head and fell insensible. He was hit 
over the eye, the bullet passing around under the skin, coming out at the back 
of the neck. I saw him hit, and supposed him instantly killed. We lost the 
position, and Lieutenant Bell was left as killed in the hands of the enemy. 
This was about noon. Toward evening he was found by a Confederate officer 
and taken to a log hut, with other wounded officers, his parole demanded, 
which others gave, but which he refused, saying he would not give his parole 
on the field. That night he came into our lines and was brought to his regi- 
ment and ordered to hospital. Lieutenant Bell was one of the bravest men I 
ever knew, and a very capable and efficient officer. Several times he was no- 
ticed for his courage and judgment.” 

R. G. Bogue, M. D., testifies : 

“ He was a surgeon ot Nineteenth Illinois Volunteers; knew Lieutenant Beil 
to have been a well man while in the regiment up to the time of the battle of 
Murfreesborough or Stone River, at which time he received a gunshot wound of 
the head, in one temple; he does not remember which. He apparently recov- 
ered from said wound, as he served with him afterwards.” 

Sarah B. Cushing testifies as follows: i 

** T am the sister of Lieut. V. Bradford Bell, and wasin Nashville, Tenn., when 
he was brought in from the battle-field of Stone River wounded in the head, 
from which | know he always suffered, and I believe caused his death.”’ 

From an article published in Every Saturday, January 24, 1880, we make the 
following extract: 

** Lieutenant Bell won high fame as a fighter. He refused higher rank, even 
a coloneley, in other regiments, preferring to remain with the men with whom 
he had gone out,and many of whom he had induced to enlist. On one occa- 
sion, in October, 1862, while serving in Tennessee with a handful of 35 men, he 
defended a stockade protecting a railroad bridge against a whole regiment of 
rebel cavalry under command of Colonel Bickwell. In answer to asummons 
to surrender Lieutenant Bell said his duty and intention were to defend the 
stockade, and he kept his word. His gallantry on this occasion was rewarded 
by mention in general orders, and the New York press declared his bravery en- 
titled him to promotion toa brigadier-generalship, Severely wounded at Stone 
River and Murfreesborough, he was once left for dead upon the field.’’ 
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Mr. Bell was a man of fine character, great ability, nd correct habits. He had | Invalid Pe nsions, House of Representatives, hereto annexed,and recor i 
nw bright and active mind, and was always able to command first-class positions the passage of the bill. 
and salary with which to support his wife and child in comfort, for which rea- | - 































































































gon he made no application for pension. His widow further sets forth in her | Theel nt is the widow of Zachariah Johnson, who « . 
petition that Dr. 5. 8. Brown, of Detroit, Mich » Was their family physician, w 10 | C,Sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at Evansville, Ind 861 
attended her husband during the periods of insanity mentioned next preced n& | The Adjutant-General reports that upon special must¢ nll « 8, 1862, 
his death. Dr. Brown died at Detroit about the year 1882, so that she is unable | ¢) l j sported as having drowned himself in Green 
to get further medical testimony. She further states that she is now poor; is | le insane 
possessed of no property whatever; is dependent upon her own efforts for sup- m. filed June 6. 18¢ has b 5 relected the Pensio fice 
port of herself and child, a daughter aged fourteen years. It would seem to | , n und that the ev sils to s W tt 2 : is . 
your committee that in this case of Lieutenant Bell there is an utter lack of any | g} tary service 
assignable cause other than this wound why he should be subject to th » C08 Captai sh, of the company, testifies at \ t vas 
stantly recurring periods of intense pain in the head and resulting melancholy pral sick furlough to return to his ho rear ad dl 
His health was good before enlisting; his habits good after d S¢ harge ; hishome t ile returning to hiscommand . ifu wned ‘ 
happy; his occupation pleasant and profitable ; his relations, public, private I ky; remembers dist pra ail - ; 
and social, satisfactory. Judged py all these his life was worth the living it k Apr er od iw de 
therefore, not unreasonable to suppose that so severe a wound in such ' er s ral « sions 
may have wrecked his life. In consideration of the loss to his wife of s it} } yited signs of in i 
a husband, we recommend that the bill do pass, | asion itting his throat ves 
\\ ? te , @ + 
[Report No. 763, to accompany bill H. R. 1252. r vab Ky Gree i 
The Committee on Pensions, t« whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1252) ¢ it : sy Boa " 1 Ke st unt mr 
ing a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley, have examined the same, and report t » i = : 
after careful examinatian they have adopted the report of the Con ‘ he eecgher st ae he Ge ow fh ; ; 3 
Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, hereto annexed, and recommend Stak he ens Ghinn aad Chan datoermad einer coun ; 
the passage of the bill. ant i geen Noe cide Gane ies : fn Sof 
ay ‘ s ‘ A ) 
The applicant, Eugenia A. Smalley, is the w tobert Smalley, late a 038 
private of Company A, Second Regiment Min: Volunteers, who enlis i | ( Riel ve ot} of 1 sg oft 3 
on the 26th day of June, 1861, and was disch: sd June 26 nd ‘ tinted w : } 
Soldier received a gunshot wound, passin h the 1! b ‘ itize ls soldic 
elbow into the chest, fracturing two riba, at the battle of Chick: a.,0n | his command, and of amiable dispositi y . i to his fa 
the 20th of September, 1863, and was rated by the Pension Office as totally disa- | } 1e; that they have every r« mm to believe tl ¥ Ww i 
bled from manual labor, and per 1ed accordingly, which pension he rec red | } Kentucky, in July, 1862. and that | he been a 
up to the date of his death, February 21, 1830, caused by a fali from an elevator ' v i have tut . te, his 
where he was engaged at work. q ti = od Weaee Clamake. Tati te 
Widow’s claim for a pension was rejected on the ground that tl se of sol- | te i v, and asked thata 
dier’s death was the result of a fall from an elevator, on which h \ } old } : i ussistan rom t Gove ¢ 
at the time, and is not attributable to his military servic : committe ave giv i , 
Edward Goodboo testifies under oath that he was present at death t and | el i 7 t 
which took place at Rothsay, Wilkin County, Minnesota, February 21,1880, and | 1 to his 8 awe d ip : 
that it is his belief that the accident would not have oecurred had he not been | « ior allt Ww aye - ‘ . 
suffering from the effects of his wounds, which were in his arms and lungs, and | 1 ecessarily 1 iin ‘ a the eC s tow 
which caused soldier great pain, causing him to complai: t nd he | 
lieves that the pain from the wounds caused him to be cra me and thinks ’ le \ iv of the re asked 
that his fall must have been the result of one of these crazy spells getting the | si I 1 kind and affe ynate husban eint s s 
best of him, soasto lose all control of himself. He furtherstatesthatt ve i 1 believe that sh é , e bene v 
in his arm was at the time of so!dier’s death a running sore, and that soldier died ‘ t the case. and therefore ré o on the I 
in about one minute after he struck the ground 
Frank G. Willsey, in his testimony, corroborates the former witness,and add ARMY APPROPRIATIO RILI 
that he was surprised that said Smalley was able to do any work, he being so noes = SERS ALLIES Ske 
badly wounded, and he verily believes that soldier’s wounds were the caus: ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropriations 
his fall, as it would be impossible for a man shot as he was to have complete | with amendments the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the 
use of his arms and shoulder, Soldier did not have full use of his arms on | 7 : : é 7 : 
count of said wounds; support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
The widow is quite poor, with two small children dependent upon her for | other purposes. As itis important that this bill should pass finally 
support. ] re the 1«t . , iall ask » Senator from tine | r Frye 
Your ommittee are of the opinion that while soldier did not die directly from we ar ae : of July, I shall ask the . CBAOE ome M vine | Mr. I _ 
the wounds received in battle, they are, however, satisfied that said wo,,..dg | 290Ut t o'clock to day, to give way that I may endeavor to secure 
contributed greatly to the fall which caused his death, and therefore re ~ | passage this afternoon. In the mean time it will be printed with the 
mend that the bill do pass. amendments. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 764, toaccompany bill H. R.556.] | on the Calendar. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.556) grant THE FISHERIES TREATY. 
ing a pension to Bridget Sherlock, have examined the same, and report that . —_ : 41 » 
after dooetal examination they have adopted the report of the Comm t on Mr. HOAR. I should like, in connection Ww ith the r juest of the 
Invalid Pensions, House report hereto annexed, and recommend the | ige | Senator from Iowa, as the Senator from Ohio [| Mr. SHERMAN | and the 
of the bill. S rom Maine | Mr. FRYE] are both present, to ask an indication 
a sire of he S te as ts 1e time of proceedi witl e fish- 
Stephen Sherlock enlisted as a private soldier in Company F, Fifteenth Indi- : ae oF ome! - ce ae th ae e p! a : rag the h- 
ana Volunteers, on the 14th day of June, 1861, and served as such until the 23d | €ries treaty. I have the floor on that question and propose to address 
day of November, 1862, when he was honorably discharged by the order of Ger the Senate when it is taken up. I do not wish to interfere with*other 
eral Rosecrans upon a certificate of disability given to him as the result of a se- 1 ic business or with the desire of other Senators. but I should like 


vere injury received during the siege of Corinth, ‘‘ resulting in scrotal hernia, ow wall know t! : : of the S t Il nared t . 
and numbness and difficulty in using the lower extremities. His case is one of | YeTy Wel to know the purpose of the Senate. 1 ero OF ee 
very bad scrotal hernia, caused by a fall over a log, May 10, 1862, in front of | ceed this morning, but if I should do so it would displace the river 
Corinth, while carrying a heavy load of rails upon his shoulder for the purpose | and harbor bill and would interfere with the r quest of the Senator 
of building a road over which to pass the artillery and wagons during that | % = Towa 

fro owa. 





memorable siege.” | : . ° ! as 5 

The above is the language of the certificate. He was the son of Patrick and | Mr. SHERMAN. What time would bes lit the Senators con- 
Bridget Sherlock, who were at the time of his enlistment quite old and feeble, | venjence? 
and depended largely upon said Stephen for asupport. After his discharge he | ain eee ah os ed ad arate a sali Ai ec iatl ae = 
returned to the home of his parents, at Bedford, Ind., and within a few months | Mr. HOAR. iny time that will be convent : a _— 
took employment on the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railroad as the | Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose we put it off until next Monday 
conductor of a freight train. It is clearly shown by the testimony of the family | Mr. HOAR. That would be entirely satisfactory to mé« 


physician that his disability continued until his death, and that it had ap- | 
a a condition of paralysis that would probably have rendered him totally 
elpless. 

While in the employ of the railroad company, as aforesaid, in leaving the 
train, and because of his disability contracted in the Army, he fell under the 
wheels of the train and was so injured that his left foot was amputated. By 
reason of the weak and enfeebled condition of his blood erysipelas resuited, and 
he died of that disease. 

Because he did not die of the injury which he received in the Army his mother’s 
claim for pension wasrejected. His father is dead, and his mother is now nears 
eighty years of age and has no property. The evidence of her dependence at 


Mr. ALLISON. I think, if the Senator from Massachusetts desires 
to proceed uninterruptedly, it would be better to postpone until Mon 
day the subject on which he wishes to speak, because during the re- 
mainder of this week there will undoubtedly be intervals of conferen 
reports, appropriations bills, and so on. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the river and harbor bill should not be finished 
by next Monday, would it be convenient to the Senator from Maine to 
have me proceed then ? 





the time of his death is clear and convincing. cf Mr. FRYE. Ishall be obliged to ask the S« ) proceed with the 
This committee think that, under all the circumstances, she should be pen- ‘ 4 ‘bor bill i le os : te. on ¥ have 

sioned. If the son had not met his death he would haye been pensioned long | Te and harbor bill to its comple on this week at any rate, as 4 Da 

ago upon the record made by the Government as to his injury in the service. | an imperative engagement that will take me away nearly all of next 


He did not get any pension; his mother should, and the committee therefore | 


: week, 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. parr 


Mr. HOAR. Then, if it will be agreeable to the Senate, I will ask 
that the fisheries treaty be set down for consideration next Monday at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions offered by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and the treaty having been assigned 
for Monday last, were informally laid aside to wait the convenience of 


, 
I 


(Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 857, to accompany bill H.R, 
3906. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3906) grant- 
ing a pension to Catherine Johnson, hare examined the same, and report that 
after careful examination they have adopted the report of the Committee on 
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thi from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. He now asks unani- 
T conse that the ec deration may be resumed on Monday next | 
it CLOoc is there oinection ? 
HOA The suggestion was that it be resumed at the c 
of the routine b n 
PRESIDENT pro ter At the conclusion of the ro 
l ness on Jionday next, 
ir, MORGAN That would place the consideration of the t 
abead of m olutions, and I can not consent to that. 
. SHERMAN, No, put them both together. 
ir, HOAR. Both together. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The agreement was that the pi l- 
ence in point of time of the assignment shou!d continue undistarlx 
MORGAN. The resolutions coming up at the conclusion of the 


routine business of the morning hour would naturally have preceden 


over the treaty for consideration. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Both will be considered together and both will be 
disposed of together. I do not think the Senator need be technical 


about it. 
HOAR. Ido not wish to disturb any desire of the Senator from 
Alabama. Of course it makes no difierence which I shall speak on. 
Mr. MORGAN. Well let them stand. 
Mr. HOAR. Let them stand together as they do now. 
Mr. MORGAN. Just as they now stand until next Monday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding, then, is, by 


unanimous consent, that the consideration of the resolutions of the 


Senator from Alabama and the fisheries treaty will be resumed at the 
conclusion of the routine morning business on Monday. Reports of 
conmimittees are still in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I report, by instruction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, an amendment intended to be proposed to the Army ap- | 
propriation bill. IL understand that the bill has been reported this 
morning 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Army appropriation bill was 
reported this morning, and the Senator from Iowa gave notice that he | 
would cal) it up lor consideration at 4 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the proposed amendment be referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations without printing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, | 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- | 


| 
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propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
| across the Snake River and across the Clearwater River by the Oregon 
| Railway and Navigation Company; 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
ao: 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3237) making an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a light-ship, to be provided with fog-signal 


apparatus, outside of the bar of the Columbia River on the Pacific | 


coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3238) granting a pension to Sarah 
Vantine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Me. FAULKNER and Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 2952) 
for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and 
used by the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims, 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, known as the Bow- 
man act; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
‘to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. PADDOCK submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed hy them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLQUITT and Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi Kkiver, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. JAMES H. BLount, 


MESSAGE 











JUNE 28, 


tate of Georgia, as Speaker pro tempore dur 


entative from the St 


ing the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

Che message also announced that the House had receded from its 
amendments numbered 2 to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over th 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala.; and 

4 bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
( ey Fork River, bet n Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
rR. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands adapted to agri- 


culture, to protect the forests on the public domain, and for other pur- 


+ 








oses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had 1ed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution 





and t} ey were thereupon signed by the President pro te mpore: 
A >») to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washing- 


ton; 


| < “* 
pJidk Les 


A bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
ow Roberts; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson; 

A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; 

A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight; 

A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 

A bill (S. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi- 
neers; 


1 
; 


to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennes- 


A bill (S. 1525 


Cumberland River, 


| see, or the south fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateville, 


yap « 
Ves 


A bill (S, 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 
A bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 





A bill (8S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to 
secure greater safety for life and property at sea; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; 

\ (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A (S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh; 

A (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer; 

A (S. 2168) granting a pension to I'rancis Marion Walker; 

\ bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; 

4 1 (S. 2331) granting a pension to Mary J. MeGregor; 

A (S. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges 





A bill (H. R. 475) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis on 
the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head; 

A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott; 

A bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the Reform School tor Girls of the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich- 
ita, Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2805) grantinga pension to Martha F. Woodrum, widow 
of James Woodrum, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain 
persons employed in the service of the United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at 
issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIL, is in 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
what is known as the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate resume the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of ceftain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resyned the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 1, after line 
Commerce report to insert: 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina, $19,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on agreeing to the amendment, the roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Q 


‘ 


34, the Committee on 
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Senator from Michigan [Mr. STocKBRIDGE]. If he were present, | - : 
should vote ** yea. sy 
Dav } } name wa wlled [am paired generally wit! 
Mr. GRAY (when his name was Cal! am paired generally v 
the Senator from Illinois |[Mr. CULLOM], but 1 understood yest 
from the chairman of the Committee on Commerce that the S 
from Iilinois, who is a member of that con ttee, would vote ‘* 4 
on this amendment. I therefore vote “ y« ! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator irom Delaw 
recorded in the affirmative. crack 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired w 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock ], and re shall not 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name wascalled). I understand tl 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ], with whom [ am pai ' 
vould vote ‘‘yea’’ on this proposition. I therefore vote ‘* yea : 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I was paired with t! 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] the last time he was here, an iJ Sa -M 
suppose he may consider that I am so p: l now. I therefore wit iSt Army 
I ) ) 
hold my vote. 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called Tar red with the Sen 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired wit Ar 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. , 
The roll-call was concluded. ; th geal 
Mr. BERRY. Iam assured by friends that th Mi e ¥ v h ¢ 
igan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here I th : = dS ae . 
fore vote ‘‘ yea.”’ : see Wataneone : 
The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 8; as follows: I 
YEAS—37. | 01 e} , 
Evarts, Ingalls, Saulsbury, ! t 
“rry Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, } t rive 
7% ~ " s | +} I 
Blair, Frye, Kenna, Stewart, | i 
Bowen, Gibson, Manderson Teller, | : 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell, Turpie, | 4 
Butler, Gray, Morg: Vance, t ra _— = S 
Call, Hale, Paddock, Vest. ~ | be « i . 
Chace, Hampton, Payne, ere would 
Coke, Hawley, Pugh, a l river be ‘ 
Dolph, Hoar, Ransor ! po € ) 
i tt i rive 
NAYS—8 Ww f t i 
t VW } r¢ e rete r 
Allison Chandler, Edmunds, Platt, | : on t 
Bate, — Davis George Reagan | y  Sitee FEVEr Oaeee 
pate, ° ’ =“ — | ealth, but at the sa ‘ 
ABSENT—31. I t h s far 
Aldrich, Dawes, Morrill, Spooner, eme wa . a M 
Blackburn, Eustis, Palmer, Stanford, - sel As : 
= 7 > . , sh to ascend ther r 4 
Blodgett, Farwell, Pasco, Stockbridge, a cae Slice aia 
Cameron, Harris, Plumb, Voorhees, - aa aa oe i ht cena “ ‘ 
Cockrell, Hearst, Quay, Walthall, | stm = . . pon 1ich there al ’ 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, | ae es wi! : “- of a aie ‘ ae 
Cullom, Jonesof Nevada, Sabin, Wilson of Md ae ' e 7 ab 7 7 v a “a % ' _ Me 
Daniel, McPherson Sherman, -- a OS a “ sepia dates Ye gs sen’ 
So the amendment was agreed to. tion of this river impracticable except by the 
i . . : . . tensive ren ro 7 wee eda 
Mr. RANSOM. I designed to submit a statement in reference to the | Wrived navi tee enema 
amendment just passed, but the commencement of the roll-call ant p ninary rey n n 
cipated me. I beg leave to have put in the RecorpD the local engineer’s t — the | al reso 
1.2 . . ed tl t s t } 
report on this improvement and the recommendation and estimates of . is aeeeianlinedll @ 
the Chief Engineer of the United States, as taken from the report of the il Go ent 
Secretary of War for 1887. I will also put in the Recorp the prelim- Very! - 
inary survey of the Yadkin River ‘‘ from the South Carolina line to the | 
Narrows,’’ made by the local engineer upon a part of the river entirely r £ 
distinct and separate from that part which is under improvement, so | CONDIT! ; 4 
that there may be no confusion in reference to the two subjects, and : : 
that the impression produced by the preliminary survey of one section | si : 
of the river may not prejudice the improvement which has been going | “!2!2 
on for nine years upon another part of the river, and for which the | ‘ ren 
local and Chief Engineers have made their recommendation and esti- | 
mates. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will indicate in the vol- | § 
ume the portion he desires to have incorporated, and it will be done 
The extracts referred to are as follows: : 
ll. Yadkin River, North Carolina (in charge of Capt. F. A. Hinman, Corps ALI IQoyN I can st 
of Engineers, until August 11, 1886): This river has a total length of about 200 - - i re ; 
miles and a drainage area of 4.320 square miles. Its middle third, extendi: { ine West 1’ t 
from the railroad bridge near Salisbury, 64} miles upward to the foot of B tion bill, and the pension app1 n 
Shoal, is the only portion so far under improvement by the General Gov and I believe have been sig e dab | 
ment, In this portion of the Yadkin River, prior to improvement in 1880, nav- and it — : ee a 
igation was completely obstructed by rock ledges, fis} and mill dams a 1 reguiar DlUS WHICD are ¢ ompletaé. A 
merous shoals, with a greatest depth of 1 foot at ordinary low water on pa dt te on the 14th of J 
of ifs shoals and ledges. - : aa { I 
The origina! project of 1879 proposed for $82,000 to secure a 2.5 to 3 foot steam- a ito ! 
boat navigation during the entire year over the 644 miles above the Salisbury) the Housé of Re} 
railroad bridge. For various reasons, as detailed by the officer in charge, the ation bill is in conf : - 
estimates for the final cost of the work necessary to give the desired de pth over hint 3 len in n fer 2@ i t 
the entire 64; miles and during only mean winter stages of water (two-thirds of | 9444 15 ass0 1 Conk A 
the year) are now placed by him at $400,000. propriation bill passed ~ 
During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, no work was done before October. reported back to the f e R 
1886, on account of lack of funds, After that time $8,650. including outstanding | = * 7 ; 
liabilities, was spent in thoroughly repairing the plant, in removingthe rock and | ‘ —_ oe pa d fi , sa 
sand from the channel, in building jetties, in carefully surveying various ledges | O Tice approp! } passed the - 
and dams, in caring for the property. and in office work. All work of clearing | has not since i fro The Ar 
the river channel was prevented before June, 1887, by high water. paar a ih . . 
Up to June 30, 1887, a total of $77,265.90 has been spent in all upon this im- por ted this a ee a 
provement in securing a good channel for flat-boats (and only an indiffefent | Lhe sundry « I tot m 
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course it will be impossible to consider and pass that bill before the 
30th of June. So of the Naval appropriation bill, which came to the 
Senate on Monday last; it will be impossible to complete that bill be- 
fore the Ist of July. The fortification bill has not yet been reported 
in the House of Representatives, nor has the general deficiency bill; 
so that it will be necessary to pass a joint resolution either on Friday 
or Saturday to extend the appropriations forthe current year a certain 
number of days. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889,‘and for other 
purposes, 

OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLI- 
son, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. CoLquitTt, and Mr. BERRY members on 
the part of the Senate of the committee of Congress authorized by the 
act approved May 28, 1888, to attend the Centennial Exposition of the 
Ohio Valley and Central States to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. ¥¢ 

The bill (H. R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands 
adapted to agriculture, to protect the forests on the public domain, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. BUTLER. Before proceedivg with the reading of the bill, I 
beg to call the attention of the chairman of the committee toa mistake 
in the amendment which was adopted yesterday in regard to Winyaw 
Bay. The amendment refers to the report of Captain Bixby of Octo- 
ber 26, 1884. Iam informed this morning from the War Department 
that the date should have been January 31, 1885. It isa mere mistake 
of date. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may be 
made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 375, strike out ‘‘ October 26, 1884,’’ and 
insert ‘‘ January 31, 1885;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the expediency of improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, upon the plan 
submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United States Army Engineers, under 
date of January 31, 1885, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be made, if 
there be no objection. 

The-Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 841, after 
**South Carolina,’’ to strike out ‘‘Continuing’’ and insert ‘‘To com- 
plete;’’? and in line 842, before the word ‘‘tbousand,’’ to strike out 
**three’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
aa Salkehatchee River, South Carolina: To complete improvement, 

000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 845, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out: 

Of which as much as way be necessay is hereby authorized to be expended in 
acquiring, by purchase or condemnation, the right of way for cut-offs along 
said river, pursuant to the plan and recommendation of the engineer in charge. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $24,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after ‘‘South Carolina,” at 
the end of line 850, to insert ‘‘ to Waccamaw Lake, North Carolina; ’’ 
and in line 852, before the word ‘‘ t®§usand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the ciause read: 


Improving Waccamaw River, North and South Carolina, to Waccamaw Lake, 
North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad if the chairman of the com- 
mittee would favor me with some explanation of the reason of the 
committee in striking out $15,000 and inserting $10,000. In the esti- 
mate made for this work, as I now remember, it was stated that $48,000 
could be advantageously expended during the fiscal year. The amount 
appropriated has been cut down by the committee from $15,000 to 
$10,000. In the absence of any explanation, I shall move to non-con- 
cur in the amendment. In fact, I may as well make a motion that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment. 





JUNE 28, 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question properly to be sub- 
mitted is upon agreeing to the amendment of the committee, and a 
negative vote will leave the appropriation to stand as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust that will be done and that the amendment 
of the committee will be rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. FRYE. I think I mustask fora yea-and-nay vote on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted the Senator to explain why that was done. 
I am quite willing to acquiesce if there is sufficient reason for it. 

Mr. FRYE. We increased two or three items in South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain debate 
when the absence of a quorum has been disclosed. ‘There were but 21 
votes on a division of the Senate. It is the duty of the Chair to have 
the roll called; but the Senator from Maine can ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot ask for a further count, and I do not 
suppose anybody else will. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to intro- 
duce a bill for reference? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive it while 
no quorum is present. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall not demand the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. I can not afford to stop the bill for this little item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A division has resulted in the dis- 
closure of a want of a quorum. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is evidently a quorum in the Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the vote be taken over again. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent that the chairman of the 
committee may make some explanation of the amendment. I am not 
disposed to be factious about it, and yet I can not understand why that 
particular river should have been selected for a reduction when the ap- 
propriations made by the House for others were increased. If there is 
any reasonable explanation about it, I am quite willing to acquiesce in 
the report of the committee. I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from Maine may be allowed to explain the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Less than a quorum of the Senate 
can not give unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that the demand for a division has 
been withdrawn. I think we had better have a quorum, anyhow. 
Let us have the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal upon the 
question of agreeing to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the Senator from Maine will be 
in order. 

Mr. FRYE. The rule adopted generally by the House committee 
was to appropriate to rivers that were entitled to improvement, in their 
judgment, from 44 to 50 per cent. of the amount which the Chief En- 
gineer determined could be profitably expended forthe year. Of course 
the committee were compelled to vary that in important cases. But 
the amount in this case which it was determined by the Chief Engineer 
could be profitably expended was only $18,000. One-half of that is 
$9,000. The Senate committee could see no earthly reason why the 
House committee dropped their rule in the case of this river and made 
the appropriation $15,000 instead of $9,000, and therefore, coming 
nearer to the rule than the other House, it appropriated $10,000, which 
is a little more than one-half the amount recommended by the Chief 
of Engineers. 

Mr. BUTLER. The explanation of the chairman of the committee 
is entirely satisfactory tome. I was not informed as to those facts. 
The information that I had was that the amount which could be profit- 
ably expended was $48,000, and I was not aware of it until this morn- 
ing from the last report of the War Department I ascertained that 
$18,000 was the amount specified. I think the committee have pro- 
vided amply for the river, and I withdraw the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws the demand for the yeas and nays, and, the Chair having 
ascertained that a quorum is present, the question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 854, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 856, to add to the clause 




















1888. 


——— 


‘ 


appropriating $12,000 for = improving Wateree River, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement, the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part,of said appropriation shall be expended until the Wil- 
mington, Columbia and Augusta Railroad Company, and the Camden branch 
of the South Carolina Railroad Company shall have b 
in their bridges over said river, to be approved by the Secz 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 863, to add to the clause 
appropriating $7,500 for ‘‘improving Congaree River, South ¢ l 
Continuing improvement,’’ the following proviso: 









tary of War. 


ded, That no part of said appropriation shall be expended until the Sout 
‘lina Railroad Company shall have built a suitable draw-span in its bridg 
r said river, to be approved by the Secretary of War. 


Pi 
Car 
ove 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 885, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ’’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘ thousand’’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

g improvement, $7,500. 


Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuin 


Mr. BROWN. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. 
ply want to submit a short statement of facts to the committee. I do 
not want to make any issue with them, but there were important facts 
that they did not have before them I am quite sure, when the House 
appropriation of $15,000 was cut down. 

The Ocmulgee River is one branch of the Altamaha. 
is the other branch. 
Georgia, forming the Altamaha. 
of the stream. 


The Oconee 


They form a junction near Lumber City, in | 
The Ocmulgee is the southern branch | 


itable draw-spans 


ii 
I sim- |} 


There 1s a railroad, which has been constructed within | 


the last two years, and completed to the Ocmulgee River within the | 


last two or three months, 110 miles along through the Southwest 
Georgia pine and cotton country, that now has its depot upon the bank 
of the Ocmulgee at the town of Abbeville. 

This opens a regular line of railroad and water communication from 
the southwestern part of Georgia to Brunswick, which is much shorter 
than any other one of the lines. 
prorating rates with the other railroads. 

At the time the engineer made the estimate of $15,000 for the Oc- 
mulgee that road was not completed to Abbeville. It hasonly reached 
there within the last six weeks or two months, as I am informed. 


The line is now established and has 


. . - ! 
The river has been an important river, and was so regarded by the 


State of Georgia prior to the war. The State, as will be seen by the 
report of the committee, has expended out of her own treasury $60,000 
for the improvement of this river. The United States Government 
took charge of the matter after the war, and has made considerable ex- 
penditure. Iam informed by Judge Crisp, who represents this meas 


ure in the House of Representatives, as it is in his district, that the | 


amount which is now estimated for would be entirely inadequate, that 
there are five river steamers being now constructed to run upon that 


line, and that two have been wrecked on account of the bad condition | 


of the river in the last year. It is therefore no sham line, and it is no 
very smallriver. The completion of the railroad to the river connect- 
ing Southwestern Georgia, as I have already stated, makes it really one 
of the most important connections in Georgia. The amountof $15,000 
which was put in the bill by the House of Representatives was put 
there with an understanding of these facts, and I think in all candor 
it ought to be permitted to remain. 

To cut it down $7,500 now, leaving only $7,500 of the $15,000, would 
leave the appropriation entirely inadequate to do what is very neces- 
sary to be done to encourage a rapidly growing line, and one that is 
going to be very important to commerce. I appeal to the committee 
to make no objection to voting down the amendment proposed by them. 

In case of the other river I mentioned, the Oconee, the committee 
also make a reduction, but I make no point on that. 

Mr. FRYE. I stated when I was up before that the committee had 
generally a rule which was 50 per cent. of the amount recommended 
for expenditure, but that they violated the rule in exceptional cases, 
and in the State of Georgia they have violated it by giving at least 
$110,000 additional to Savannal.. Therefore it is but fair that the 
State of Georgia shall be held to the rule so far as the other rivers are 
concerned, and this is just one-half of the amount which the Chief En- 
gineer said could be profitably expended. 

Mr. BROWN. In that connection I will say that the estimate on the 
old project for Savannah Harbor was $180,000, and fhe estimate on the 
new was $200,000. So I do not think it can be said that there was a 
great addition to Savannah. Savannah certainly does not get as much 
in proportion to her commercial importance as someothercities. Still 
I have no complaint of the committee on that account. I only make 
the appeal to the Senate in view of the facts I have stated in regard to 
the Ocmulgee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 887, before the word 


Improving St. John’s River, Florida, from Jacksonviile to the ocea 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. Iask the Senator from Ma o allow an amendmeé of 
| the clause, beginning in line 910 bya ng at the end « cla the 

words 

Including Holmes River to the town of V I 

So that it will read: 

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: T ym plete, $3,000; includ i es 


| 
| 








im lit 
in ilne 





915, after the word ** 


the ocean,’’ 


meant;’’ 


so as to make the clause 
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and in the same 


River to the town of Vernon. 


Steamers bring the produce of that section of country to La Gran 


Mr. FRYE. 


Mr. CALL. 


the words 


and this money should be lefé in the discretion of the Secretary of I 
to improve the continuation of the bayou. 

Will the Senator inform me whet! t 000 
will complete the work as provided for here? 

I can not sayin regard to that. You might strike out 

‘*to complete.’’ The appropriation ! been ma ll 

sums for several years, and a very good purp has been served. 

I have no obj n to the amendment allowing the 


Mr. FRYE. 


‘ 


words 


‘To complete ’”’ 


to stan 1. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


his proposed amendment to the des 
heard at the desk 
Mr. CALL. 








thousand,’’ to strike t ‘‘ twel 1 inse ‘ten ifter the ¥ 1 
nd’’ to strik it ve i ’? and in line 8&9 ‘ 
t ~~ d, Get yas to make t 
‘ . 
< l e 
( Ra ¢ 

i au ment W 

l ne s sl me ) ‘ = 
| it R r M i ( 

i} t yt ( 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ot next amendment was, in se 1 
et ida,’’ to strike out ‘* Conti lo « 

n line 904, after the word ‘‘ improvement, of uppe I 

{ in the same line, before the word to s 

r’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make ad 
ng Cal i R I [ 
‘ $10,000 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I would like to insert after t word ! n 
904, the words ‘‘ including the lower river bar, in the d } 
ms retary of War.’’ This does not iry the 1iount allowed, 
lows the Engineer Department to have a discretion in expending a part 
of the $10,000 on the lower river. There bas been an estimate and a 

| survey, and it may be important that some portion of the money should 
be expended there. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee exan l ! 
and thought it was a great deal bette: ) roy 
of the upper river. 

Mr. CALL. LIsuggest to the Sen tit would be bette yal 
ow t mec»re tary of War and the | ci r D t ent » EXT d 
the ve some discretion in its use. 

Mr. FRY! Che Senator from Florida ought to be satisfied with 
th el {he appropriation came from the House $4,000 for that 
W iver. The committee examined the matter and found that 
p n of the river could be com ted for $10,000, and they increased 
the yropriation to $10,0 U toc ymple it nd t “ t Lo 
ida ought be content 

Mr. CALI I do not quarrel with the amen 1t as to the a1 t 
b l think I am right in suggesting t ie d é 1 Secretar 
of War and the Engineer Bureau in « nding the money sh l 
be interfered with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment has been agreed to 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to go back to line 896. I ask the‘ 

Georgia if ‘‘ Romerly Marsh”? is the correct name 

Mr. BROWN. It is correct. 

Mr. FRYE. At the end of the cl ph 1 yr plet 
the job’’ occurs. Ido not exactly la I I al 
mous consent to strike out the wi und prove- 
ment 

The PRESIDEN » tempor That be a l to, if there } 
no objection 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 914, after the word 
‘‘improving,’’ to strike out ‘‘channel over the bar at the mouth o 


Florida,’’ 
line to strike out 


read 


f 


and taken down? 
I will send the amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


066 I 



























































‘from Jacksonville to 


‘continuing im}; 


to insert 





the Senator from Florida send 
k, or repeat it so that it may | 





The amendment will be stated. 


PORE Ta 


Pe OD 


Fai oor 


9662 


The CHier CLERK. 
of line 911, the words: 





Including Holmes River to the town of Vernon. 

So as to make the clause read 

Improving LaGra e Bayou, Florida: To complete, $5,000; including Holmes 
River to the town of V 

Mr. VEST. Is that connected with La Grange Bayou? 

Mr. FRYI The item stands ‘* To complete,’’ the Senator from Mis- 
souri will notice 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 931, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: * 

oving Klack Warrior River, Alabama, from Tuscaloosa to Daniel's Creek 





Continuing improvement, $50,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was to strike out lines 936 and 937 of sectio1 
r} t t t trik it lines 936 and 937 of tion 
° 
1, as follows: 


Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama, from Walker’s Bridge to Fulton, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 939, after the word ‘‘ Vi- 
enna,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Continuing ’’ and insert ‘‘Tocomplete;’’ before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ in line 940, to strike out six ’’ and insert 
‘“twelve;’’? and after *‘thousand’’ to strike out ‘‘ five hundred;’”’ soas 
to make the clause read: 


sé 





Improving T 


improvement 


mbigbee River, Alabama, from Falton to Vienna: To complete 
12.000, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 942, before the word 
‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Continuing’’ and insert ‘‘ To com- 
plete;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving ‘Tombigbee River, Alabama, below Vienna; Tocomplete improve- 
ment, $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 967 and 968 of section 
f as tollow ~ 

Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 973 and 974 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving.Cassity Bayou, Mississippi, $2,500. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 975 to line 977, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Amite River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000, of which 
$2,500 may be used in improving Bayou Manchac, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 980 and 981 of section 
1, as follows: 

improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im- 
provement, 2,009, . 

Mr. GIBSON, In this item only $5,000 is asked for Bayou Barthol- 
omew. I find, on examination of the report of the engineer, that— 


This stream is a tributary of Ouachita River. It rises in Southeastern Arkan- 
sas, within a few miles of Pine Bluff, on the Arkansas River, and following an 
exceedingly tortuous course, flows at first nearly parallel to the Arkansas 
River, at a distance varying from 15 to 30 miles, then parallel to the Mississippi 


at about the same average distance, and after entering Louisiana diverges to the | 


southwest and flows into the Ouachita River opposite Ouachita City. 

Che improvement was begun in 1*8! and consisted in the removal of wrecks, 
snags, overhanging timber, ete., obstructing navigation between Baxter, Ark., 
and the mouth, a distance estimated at 213 miles. In all $23,000 have been ap- 
propriated, and up to June 30, $21,116.55 had been expended. It is estimated 
that $6,500 will con:plete the projected work. The expenditure already made 
has resulted in putting the bayou in good navigable condition during high and 


medium stages of water from its mouth up to Point Pleasant, La., a distance of 
50 mile 

During the past year three steam-boats, drawing from 3 to 5 feet, were run- 
I » regularly upon the river for five months, andthe commerce was valued at 
$1,075,000, 

I think a good case is made for the retention of this item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | 
amendment. o 

Mr. FRYE. The last report says: * 


The estimated cost was given at $26,862, but this estimate was based upon a 


plan of operations for twelve months, or two consecutive seasons’ work, whereas, 
owing to the small amounts appropriated, operations have now extended over 
six years. For this reason the cost of the work will be increased, as new ob- 


structions are continually forming, and after the work is thoroughly completed 
these will require removal from time totime; hence no estimate for permanent 
lmprovement Is given, 


This is one of those places—there are several of these bayous in Lou- 
islana—where the engineers report that it is impossible to make any 
permanent lmprovement. 

Mr. GIBSON. An improvement can be made with a very small ex- 
penditure and kept in running order. I have read from the report of 
the chairman of the committee himself. The engineer says here: 

It is estimated that $6,500 will complete the projected work, 
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The proposed amendment is to add, at the end | 


| 


JUNE 28, 


The work has been going on for some time, and it ought to be con- 
tinued. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that the suggestion of the Sena- 


| . . . . 
| tor from Louisiana will be adopted. I know something from personal 
| observation of Bayou Bartholomew. It drains a very rich country, 


but the current is exceedingly sluggish in the spring. It has a deep, 
narrow channel, and in a narrow stream there is considerable difficulty 
in navigation on account of overhanging timber. Much of the im- 
provement has been in clearing the overhanging timber away and get- 


| ting out snags and timber that has fallen into the current. 


‘The character of the work done must necessarily, with the limited 
appropriations, be merely getting timber out of the channel and get- 
ting the overhanging timber off the banks of the stream. The work 
that has been done has improved the navigation of that stream very 
much, and Lhope it will be continued. I regard the money expended 
there as of as much value as on many others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, to strike out lines 980 and 981. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 982 and 983 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 


Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 986 and 987 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving Bayou Terre Bonne, Louisiana : To complete, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section1, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
in line 996, to strike out ‘‘sixty-five’’ and insert “‘ fifty-five;’’ and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out: 


Of which $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be used upon Cy- 
press Bayou and the lakes between Shreveport, La., and Jefferson, Tex.; and 
25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, upon Bayou Dorcheat. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from Fulton, Ark., to Atchafalaya River, including completing the work at 
Alexandria, $55,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the item on page 
42, ending in line 1005, ‘‘for improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, 
Louisiana.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the chairman that if the re- 
port of the committee is right the words ‘‘Arkansas and’’ should be 
inserted before ‘‘ Louisiana,’’ for the reason that the Ouachitaand Black 
Qtivers proposed to be improved in this clause begin in Arkansas, and 
60 or 70 miles of the length of river proposed to be treated, as I under- 
stand, are in the State of Arkansas. I think, to carry out the purpose, 
these words should be inserted. 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe Senator knows that to be the fact, I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment he suggests. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed is in line 
1001, after the word ‘‘rivers,’’ to insert ‘‘Arkansasand;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, Arkansas and Louisiana, ete, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 1006 and 1007 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 

Improving Tickfaw River and its navigable tributaries, Louisiana: Continu- 


| ing improvement, $1,000. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 1008 and 1009 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 

Improving Little River, Louisiana, $2,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line #012 to 
line 1014 of section 1, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Calcasieu River and passes, Louisiana: Continuing improvement 
at the entrance to said river and pass, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 1021 to line 1025 of 


| section 1, inclusive, as follows: 


Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana, pursuant to the project of Lieut. O. 
T. Crosby, Corps of Engineers, dated June 11, 18386, $60,000, including immediate 
dredging to secure low-water navigation. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to amend the clause proposed to be stricken 
out by making it read: 

Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: For dredge-boats and dredging to 
secure low-water navigution, $25,000. 

I thiuk the chairman of the committee will accept that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please send the 
proposed amendment to the desk. 

Mr. GIBSON. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out lines 1021 to 1025, Ul oted a good dea i tel k 
inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof S 1 Arkansas was present i with 
“ wins ou I irche, Louisiar For i dred zg to 
sf wv n 
Mr. FR\ lam tructed by the con etoacceptt a 5 
} : 
a. , amendment was agreed to. 3 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend t 
of th trike out the clause as amended. 5 to 
The amen it was rejected. a : " oo oe 
The reading of the bill was resumed. he n xt amendment of th 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1050, after the w $j] y the ] OSt 
“improving Arkansas River, Arkansas, to strike out ‘continu L to « to 1 
improvement ’’ and insert ~ tor the removal of obstructions, bars, au : When 
shoals, operating snag-boat, repairing snag-boat Wichit L, and \ ' wre 
improvements to the navigation of theriver, to be ex} ied in the i ea in 
cretion of the Secretary of War.’’ i 3 there, a 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that the committee will not insist 
on striking out the words in lines 1030 and 1031, ‘‘Continuing improv 
ment,’ nor on striking out the words from line 1043 down to line 1063. 
The amendment of the committee, beginning on line 1031 and do‘ 
to line 1043, I think, is exactly right; but I believe that the words al 
ready in the clause limiting the appropriation and the purpose the com- 
mittes had in view in making the appropriation will be more definit 
and certain by the clause remaining in that shay 
The members of the committee well know the various reports reco i i r, a ( 
mending the improvement of the Arkansas River and tbat the one they y its 1 t fi 
prop se to follow provides for locks and dams in certain places. Th 
other general plan is one providing for dikes and dams in the nari / 
channels. The language stricken out bv the committee limits the : i had 
propriation to exactly the purpose the committee have in vi 
language they propose to insert. | think the clause would be in bett 
shape with the language that they have inserted in it it wo 
if the House clause was taken as it came to the Senate. 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator kindly repeat his proposed a 
ment? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I propose to leave the clause standing, t 
not striking out any part of the item as it came from the other Ho tow 
but adopting the proposed amendment of the committee so far a ( 
insertion of words is concerned. I think we should insert the wo 
the committee recommend to be inserted, and not strike out th 
guage coming from the House, as they propose in their motion to st 
out. For instance, I think the clause should read, in regard to th 
Arkansas River: 
Continuing improvement: For the removal of obstructions, bar nd sh 
ete. 
And then should proceed: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War s expend the appropriation old wp } " 
this head with reference to the final improvement of this river as contem 
in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the year ending July 1, 1885, and ~ 
authorized in the act for the improvement of rivers and harbors approved A 
gust 5, 1586, and in House Executive Document No. 90, Forty-ni ‘ i 
first session ; said methods to be applied, as the Secretary of War may d 
at such points between Wichita, Kans., and the navigable mouth of t A 
sas River, at its junction with the Mississippi River,as he may deem for tl . 
best interest of commerce. 
The only objection I ean see to that language is that it allows t) 
Secretary of War the discretion, if he chooses to do so, to permit a por- 
tion of this money to be used on the part of the river from Ark 
City down. The report of the engineer is that the river from Wichita, i 
Kans., to Arkansas City is not feasible of improvement; that in 
present requirements of commerce there is no necessity for any expen ‘ 
ture being made on that part of the river, because it is not worthy ot! 
improvement at present; but he does recommend an improvement from 
Arkansas City to the mouth of the river; and in the old report, und 
which this very plan of improvement has been suggested, the met 
of narrowing the channel in certain places, the manner of building up 
dams in a cheap and efficient way, is proposed, which has been tried 
the rivera number of times. It seems to me to be the part of wisdom ) 
that the present appropriation shall be limited to the old plan, a 
it shall be followed out, and that there shall be no doubt left a 
intention of Congress in making this appropriation. The engineer ear 
nestly recommends that there shall be a uniform purpose, and that the he) i 
appropriation as made in the last bill shall be earried out under this. : rr i 
As the motion to strike out and insert is not divisible by the ru cla reported dot 
of the Senate, I understand the difficulty I have to deal with, and | removal of « 
appeal to the chairman of the committee to agree that this clause s 
{be put in this shape. There may be no great harm done in allowing :, 
the recommendation of the committee to be carried out exactly as it is [dor see t 
made; but it would be safer and this appropriation would be more | tary of Wat 
, Clearly and distinctly limited to the purpose the committee have in | heretofore. 
view if the language proposed to be inserted by the committee be in- YF: JONES, of A 
serted and the language recommended by the House committee be al- | provement,’’ I t to ti 
lowed to remain in the clause. | War that the old 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to strike out and insert Mr. FRY! [am w t those 
may be considered divisible by unanimous consent. | Mr. JONES A almost meets i 
Mr. FRYE. I do not feel at liberty to give assent to any change in lieve a direct declaration that the old plan shall be pur 
this item. The committee spent a great deal of time over this item; still better. 
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Mr. VEST. My construction of this amendment is that the matter 
shall be left entirely to the discretion of the Engineer Bureau. It is 
not proposed to commit them to any plan. The distinct understand- 
ing, as I recollect, was that the Engineer Bureau should go on with 
the improvement of the river according to the plan that they might 
see fit to adopt. The language here can admit of no other construc- 
tion; it is for continuing the improvement of the river, and we did not 
propose to commit ourselves to the old plan or the new. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that by unan- 
imous consent the words, ‘‘ Continuing improvement,’ in lines 1030 and 
1051 are to remain in the bill. The question then recurs upon agree- 
ing to the further amendment proposed by the committee, to insert the 
words printed in italics from line 1031 to line 1035, which will be read. 

TheCurer Clerk. Afterthe words ‘‘ Continuing improvement,’’ in 
line 1031, on page 43, the Committee on Commerce propose to insert: 


line 1139, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: To complete improvement, $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1144, after the word 
‘‘river,”’? to insert ‘‘ also $20,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, shall be expended for the construction of a drift-gap at Davis 
Island Dam, with the necessary bear-trap gates and masonry walls;’’ so 
as to read: 


Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $380,000; of which sum 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended in removing 
the rock obstruction at the mouth of Licking River; also $20,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended for the construction of a drift- 
gap at Davis Island Dam, with the necessary bear-trap gates and masonry walls ; 
also $7,500 in constructing an ice-pier pursuant to the present or prospective plan 
of the Chief of Engineers, at or near Portsmouth, Ohio. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, after t he 
word ‘‘harbor,’’ in line 1179, to insert: 


And $30,000 of sxid sum of $380,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may 
be expended, in ihe discretion of the Secretary of War, in repairing the dam 
at the head of Cumberland Island and building a dam from the head of Dog 
Island to the Illinois shore; and $30,000 of said sum of $380,000 may be expended 
in protecting the harbor at Cairo, Ill., in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. FRYE. I have received a letter from the engineer in charge, 
William E. Merrill, which letter has been submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and it makes it clear to them that this amendment 
ought not to be adopted, and I am instructed to ask the Senate to non- 
concur in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the letter read. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Vermont asks that the letter be read. 
I send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The letter 
will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFrrice, Custom-Hovsz, 
Cincinnati, June 7, 1888. 

Str: I desire to call your attention to a few points in connection with the 
pending river and harbor bill. 

Lines 1180-1188, Ohio River. 

The reconstruction of the Cumberland dam is bitterly opposed by the com- 
merce of the Ohio River. I rebuiltthis dam oncaand removed it afterwards for 
reasons that you will see in the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1876, part 
2, page 22. 

Phe other item is for ‘‘ protecting the harbor at Cairo.”” The harborat Cairo, 
if this means the steam-boat landing, needsno protection, Thereis some wash 
of a piece of shore about a mile anda half above the steam-boat landing which be- 
longs to private parties, and I was ordered a couple of months ago to examine and 
report on this shore, but I was unable todo soon accountof high water. Accord- 
ing to the general rule this matter should lie over untilan engineer’s report has 
been made. If every washing bank on the Ohio River is to be protected by the 
United States, the river and harbor bill will be swamped by projects that have 
no connection with navigation. 

In this connection I would add that the Great Miami levee at Lawrenceburgh 
is for the protection of the town from inundation, as is also the levee at Shaw- 
neetown. Neither has the slightest connection with navigation. The levee at 
Lawrenceburgh is the track of the Cincinnati, St. Louis and Indianapolis Rail- 
road, and I am now raising this track, or paying the company for raising it, out 
of an allotment made in the last river and harbor bill from the appropriation 
for improving the Ohio River. 

I have no desire to oppose the will of Congress in the distribution of appro- 
priations, but as Congress often acts on erroneous information and seems to 
desire that the United States engineers shall give them facts for their use in 
making appropriations, I have thought it my duty to call your attention to 
these points. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 


For the removal of obstructions, bars, and shoals, operating snag-boat, repair- 
ing snag-boat Wichita, and general improvements to the navigation of the river, 
to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in the same 
clause, line 1035, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

To be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War, $175,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ at the end of line 1035, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the Secretary of War 
to enter upon the project of improvement of said river asset forth in the report 
of the Board of Engineers on improvement of the Arkansas River from Whicita, 
Kans., to its mouth, dated New York City, March 16, 1888, and contained in 
House Executive Document No, 234, first session, Fiftieth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word ‘‘ Con- 
gress,’’ in line 1043, to strike out: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall expend the appropriation under 
this head with reference to the final improvement of this river as contemplated 
in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the year ending July 1, 1885, and as 
authorized in the act for the improvement of rivers and.harbors, approved Au- 
gust 5,1586,and in House Exeeutive Document No. 90, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session; said methods to be applied, as the Secretary of War may direct, 
at such points between Wichita, Kans.,and the navigable mouth of the Arkan- 
sas River, at its junction with the Mississippi River, as he may deem forthe best 
interest of commerce. And all moneys now to the credit of different sections of 
the Arkansas River, other than appropriations for the operating of snag-boats, 
shall be available for use under this head; and in future the engineer in charge 
of this work and the Secretary of War shall make report upon the progress and 
needs of this work under this head, instead of reporting upon disconnected 
projects, as heretofore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 1073 to line 1078, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Arkansas River“Arkansas: For remoy ing obstructions, $25,000, of 
which $10,000 is authorized to be used in constructing a new hull for the snag- 
boat Wichita, including capstans and the transfer of the upper works, and $375 
in completing survey and maps. 

The amendment was agreed to. ™ 

The next amendfnent was, in section 1, line 1079, after the word ‘‘Ar- 
kansas,’’ to insert ‘To complete improvement;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Red River, Arkansas: To complete improvement above Fulton, 
$3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1087, after the word 
*‘Arkansas,’’ to strike out ‘‘Continuing’’ and insert ‘‘To complete;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


WM. E. MERRILL, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Engineers. 
Hon. W. P. Frye, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BECK. When this amendment came to my notice I looked at 
it somewhat, and after the committee’s action on it, believing that the 
matter was left in the discretion of the Secretary of War to do it or 
not as he pleased, and if it was not considered proper after a thorough 
examination it would do no harm, I am a little astonished to find a let- 
ter from Colonel Merrill now giving his individual opinion in regard to 
what he thinks ought to be done and asking that the amendhent be 
stricken out. I was not expecting a letter of thissort, and am not pre- 
pared for it. I thought the Secretary of War ought to have a right to 
do what is here proposed if he thought proper after examining the head 
of the Cumberland River. There was a voluminous statement show- 
ing the importance and the necessity of it, and the Committee on Com- 
merce was satisfied in regard to it. It being a matter of discretion, I 
know of no reason why the amendment should not be made. Colonel 
Merrill is a very good officer in some regards. In others I am not pre- 
pared to vouch for him. I donot think the action of the committee 
ought to be overthrown by a letter like this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have 
it. 

Mr. BECK. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky calls for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 


Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas: To complete improvement below the 
iron bridge at the Rocky Crossing, $2,500. 

The aniendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1092, after the word 
**Camden,”’ to insert ‘‘To complete;’’ and in line 1093, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Ouachita River, Arkansas, above Camden: To complete, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1095, at the end of the 
clause appropriating $7,000 for ‘‘improving Cache River, Arkansas,’’ 
to add the words: 

Three thousand dollars of which shall be expended for the building and equip- 
ping of a small hand-propelled snag-boat, and $4,000 for running expenses of 
the same, in accordance with the recommendation of the engineer in charge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 113% and 
1133, as follows: 


Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 1138, after the word ‘‘Ken- 
tucky,’’ to strike out ‘‘ continuing ’’ and insert ‘‘ to complete; ’’ and in 
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The PRESIDING C*FICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to repeat what I saida moment ago, that after 

i tue committee unanti- 
mously determined that the chairman should request the Senate to non 
r in this amendment. 


oncur i 
Mr. BECK. On what authority? 
Mr. FRYE. On the letter which has been read and the report to 


which Colonel Merrill refers. 

Mr. BECK. Colonel Merrill alone? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. BECK. I do not want to delay the Senate, as a call of the yeas 
and nays might embarrass the bill. I will offer the amendment again 
in the Senate, if on examination I find it proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the demand 
for the yeas and nays to be withdrawn. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, In the opinion of the Chair the noes 
have it, and the amendment is disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1201, after the word 
‘* Zanesville,’’ toinsert ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams 
on said river;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of a lock at Tay- 
lorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, l other necessary 


repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant tothe report of the enginee 


$102,000; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered togra 
leases or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the Muskingum Rive 
such rate and on such conditions and for such periods of time as may see 

him just, equitable, and expedient: Provided, That the leases or licenses sha 
be limited to the use of the surplus water not reauired for navigation. And |! 
is also empowered to grant leases or licenses for the occupation of such lan 
belonging to the United States on said Muskingum River as may be required 
for mill-sites or for other purposes not inconsistent with the requirements of 
navigation: and all moneys received under such leases or licenses shall be 
turned into the Treasury of the United States, and the itemized statement 
shall accompany the annual report of the Chief of Engineers, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that amendment explained, 
Mr. President. Are there any other locks and dams on that river be- 
sides those of the United States? 

Mr. FRYE. No; no locks and dams that do not belong to the United 
States. The United States had the misfortune, in my judgment, to 
purchase this improvement from the State of Ohio, but it was under- 
stood that there were very few repairs needed, and it was so stated on 
the floor of the Senate, think. It turns out on examination that there 
is hardly anything of the whole improvement that does not require re- 
pairs, and these words ‘* 
on said river’’ were put in because the committee believed from the 
statement of the engineers that other repairs were as absolutely neces- 
sary as the construction of this lock as provided for. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has a letter on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a letter from Colonel Merrill in which he 
speaks of the amendment proposed by the committee as not at all neces- 
sary. I therefore suggest that it be dropped out. 

Asa matter of course when work constructed many years ago by 
civil engineers under State authority was placed under the control ot 
military engineers, men who are experts, as Colonel Merrill and others, 
they are not satisfied with the kind of work the State was satisfied 
with in the construction of internal improvements, and therefore they 
no doubt recommend a greater amount of improvements and a greater 
amount of repairs than would be d®med necessary by the authorities 
of any State. I understand that their mode of conducting improve- 
ments is on a different scale from that adopted by State authorities. 
Therefore it is that what might be considered very reasonable and right 
by a board of public works such as we have in Ohio would be consid- 
ered very inefficient by a board of engineers of the United States Army. 
When a work is done under the charge of military engineers of the 
United States, they expect good work at a good cost. You can not have 
one without the other. I think, therefore, the amendment had better 











and other necessary repairs to locks and dams | 
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mistaken in saying that there was a land grant applicable to this pat 
ticular stream. I hope I am mistaken, though I very much doubt it, 
although the stream probably was not named in the land grant with 
precision; for the rive : ling to my examination when the matter 
W non the sul t< yur rth vorks off the handsof thesSt 
W not ¢ t t the terest i natio commerce state conimerce 
requ should be mad i i e present stage of the wi 
recul ing to the en rk ol nv i iet 74 ! Mair | oppose l 
ind tried to get the Senate to Ise take iv Oo ie ha ds ot 
the State ol! Onio: Dut of « Lrse is es wit if 
ny considerable success; t to say, an ) Sena t 
that the national interests 1 that it ld t | ‘ 
lo! tt n how n y tnousa rd { ire it ma i 
to the State of Ohio for it 
[ find that this bill illustrates what sort of an elephant we n 
our hands [he Secretary of Wa to grant es and ite IS€ é 
use of the water-power on such terms as he considers just ar 
ent t 1iey are not to hinder nav va H Ss to int 
nses for the occupation of lands belonging to the United t i 
the M ingum River, that is those w om the State o 110 I 
- 3 and ot r pt os We too I 1 the ha S t 
s te of Ohio a fai cos losin wo ess ¢ terp! e that s 
waited to get rid of, because if she kept it up at all it w ta pon 
her treasury, and naturally enough—and I do not b t State of 
Ohio for it, for it was done openly—if she could persuade the re 
sentatives of all the other States to take it off her inds and tax t 
whole peopl » of the United States for ke ing if p for what 
it might be, it was a good thing for the State of Ohio it w 
»w we have got a lot of useless and worthless property which 
to lease out and peddle out by licenses and leases for mill and wha 
ever other sites there may be to whatever customer we ¢an fir 
rhis illustrates my own course in part lar and enables m I Luse 
this amendment is no } I » explain why | 
g LUp as one Senat ) \ l 1 det aiter the test on a 
small appropriation for a1 \ Carolina which had no business 
to he nproved—L have given up e idea of persuading a majority o 
ite vho undoubte and m itriotie than I[ ar 
anything can be proposed on a bill « s kind and support 
earnestly by a Senator from the locality where it is, which can be 
ind my respect for the Se h that I do not wish to 
fight against ‘‘manifest destiny ’’ and the judgment of a majority of 
my fellows And so I keep silent in respect of these matters in the 
main, not because there are not a great many similar improvident and 
injust expenditures provided for in this bill, as there have been in ali 


I but, as I say, it is usel 


one Senator to undertake to 


sors, s and perhaps unjust for a 


resist the judgment of a majority o 
Senate in respect of this long enumeration which contains so large a 


per cent. of things that ought not to be done. 


Che appropriation of liberal sums of money, all that is necessary, for 
the improvement of the navigation of rivers in which the people of t 
States at large or of the Statesin their localities have a just commercial 

| interest, and which in the sense of the Constitution belong to the <« 
merce of the United States, as rivers that are in their nature navi 
ind only reqt ire to be improve i—not rivers that have to be mace Lha 
not the slightest objection to, but Lam for. But whena ll of t 
kind is interlarded in so many instances with mere local pride 
Ré sh considerations or neighborhood convenien¢ where th pe I 
of tl States concerned, if they wanted the improvement propos 
ought to tax themselves for it, as a matter of mere local conc« 
makes it difficult for me to vote for a whole bill of this kind whe 
completed. 

I have said this once for all, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHERMAN Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont does not 
apprehend, I imagine, the reasons why the State of Ohio surrendered 
this improvement and why the Government of the United States finally 


be omitted so as toavoid any ambiguity, and apply this sum to the par- | 


ticular works recommended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice from the remarks of the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce respecting this Muskingun 
River in Ohio that it was a very great mistake,in his opinion, on the 
part of Congress to take that, as I believe, worthless river for any pur- 
pose of navigation, and the worthless works that the State of Ohio had 
built there by theaid, I believe, of land grants of the United States 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nota dollar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The United States took those works oft the hands 
of the State of Ohio, and paid her a large sum of money for them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I correct the Senator in regard to that mat- 
ter? It was before the era of land grants at all. The work was con- 
structed in 1837, and there was no land grant, nordid the Government 
of the United States ever contribute a cent to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ohio, who certainly ought to be 
more familiar with the land grants to that State than I am, says I am 





XI Kame SHH 


} they were attended to by the 


these: At the time the 


assumed it. They are 
ble stream, and a 


provement was made it was a ngviga 

and dams were built to make very good slack-water navigation ha 
was in 1836-’37. At that Government of the United St 
refused to make any works of internal improvement whatever, and 
Most of the } 


rown works of 


Muskingum River im- 


series oF ioe 
time the 


states. state NOrto al 


South, assumed to construct thei internal improve 


Ohio, among other things, constructed the Ohio Canal, the Miami 
and the Muskingum River improvement. The State became embat 
rassed so that in 1841 or 1242 Ohio bonds sold at one time at 50 cents 
on the dollar, and the State even failed to pay the interest for a 
Nearly all the systems of public works then conducted by the States 
fell to the ground, and some of 1 Southern States were thereby so 


embarrassed in their financia iirs that they have never yet recovered 
The Government of the United States subsequently, under the lead 
of both political parties, adopted the idea that works of imternal ii 
provement should be made on navigable and to im} 
bors of a national character. Under that system the river ju ; 
the mouth of the Muskingum, which comes into the Ohio Mariett 
was constantly improved and excellently improved by the Government 
of the United States by locks ani dams of similar character to those in 


streams 
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the Muski: m. The Tennessee River, the Cumberland River, and 





many other branches of the Ohio and Mississippi have been thus im 
proved byt Government of the United States. 

Under these circumstances, the State of Ohio having only this sing 
Wo! ol internal improvement by locks and dams, it fell rather into 
dec: It was kept up and always paid expenses, but that was a 
all, Meanwhile the State of Ohio, seeing that it had this improvement 
on its bands while all its sister States about it had their rivers im 
proved by the General Government, rivers of the same character and 
degree, felt it but right to turn this improvement over to the General 
Government 

The Senaior says he does not know how much the Government paid fo1 
it. Itnever paidacent. ‘There was simply a surrender of the improve- 
ment as it d, ina mewhat dilapidated state, it is true, but its 
precise condition was known and reported by the official papers. Ohio 
proposed to surrender the improvement by an act of the State Legis 
lature to the General Government. The General Government finally 
agreed to accept it, and it was recommended by the Secretary of War, 
aud also by the officers of the Engineer Corps, and it was finally adopted 


by Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. When was that done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two years ago, I think. That is all there is 
about it. It is true that when this work was taken possession of by the 
Geuera! Government it was said some of the locks were insufficient, 
some were not wide enough, in some cases the scales were out of order 
and had to be rebuilt. I have no doubt that under the management 
of Ohio they would have been continued without rebuilding; but now 
Colonel Merrill recommends that one of the locks be rebuilt and th 
other largely repaired. I think if we had the management of it in 
Ohio we would not do anything of the kind, but would bear it and get 
along; but the Engineer Corps, having charge of it, naturally want good 
work instead of poor work. 

liere is an appropriation of $102,000 to fix the locks. Suppose it 
should cost $200,000 to give the people of that beautiful valley, where 
they are now celebrating their one hundred years of national birth, a 
complete improvement of this river, is there any injustice in that when 
the very rivers all around and about, the Wabash and the Illinois and 
the Kanawha and the Kentucky and the Tennessee and every river in 
every State all around, are being improved by the National Govern- 
ment? Is it unreasonable that the Government should assume the 
management and care of this improvement, which cost the people of the 
State of Ohio $2,000,000 ? 

{ do not think there is any ground of complaint on the part of the 
Senator from Vermont as to the particular amendment in view. I 
think myself that amendment ought to be disagreed to, because, as 
the engineers recommend the improvement of these two locks alone, 
leaving the general repairs to be managed as heretofore out of a gen- 
eral fund for that purpose, I think it is better to take their report just 
as they had it. 

I am told that one of my colleagues in the other House, probably on 
representations made to the committee, had this amendment put on. 
If that is so, I am perfectly willing to let it remain on and let the mat- 
ter go to a conference, or let it be stricken off, whichever is deemed 
prop S. 

Mr. VEST. That is the fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He thinks there is no provision made for repairs. 
There is, however, provision made for repairs generally. Colonel Mer- 
rill in a letter which I handed to the Senator from Maine, and it is on 
his desk, I suppose, says expressly that it is necessary to have the 
amendment made for that purpose, and he thought it had better be 
made. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment can not do any harm. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say I have noobjection to its being on or off, as 
the Senate please. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a word in regard to this item in the river 
and harbor bill. 

No one in the Senate hasany right, to complain of this appropriation 
after the action of the Senate two years ago. We proposed then if the 
State of Ohio would transfer her improvement of the Muskingum 
River to the Government of the United States to keep it in repair. 
The House bill came to us with that provision in it, and the Commit- 
tee on Commerce of the Senate reported against it, and the Senator 
from Ohio moved to disagree to the action of the committee of the Sen- 
ate, and succeeded by one vote in reversing our action. The whole 
matter was debated here, and if I am not mistaken the Senator from 
Vermont voted with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not much. I resisted it all in my power. 

Mr. VEST. I beg theSenator’s pardon. I know that the committee 
was beaten by one majority. Lobjected to it in committee and in the 
Senate. I did not think the great State of Ohio ought to place this 
improvement on the General Government alter it had allowed this 
work to go into a condition of ruin for wantof repairs; but it was done 
by the Senate and this is the logical result, and no man has a right to 
complain of it. I told the Sevate then, and other Senators told the 
Senate, what would be the result; that the next thing the State of 
Olio would come here, or rather, the Engineer Bureau in charge of the 
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work, would come and say, ‘‘ We require now several hundred th 
dollars to put this work in a fit condition;’’ and it has come t 
hen the State of Kentucky, that does not owe a dollar in the 


whose credit is as good as that of any other State or the United Sta 


g 
put one of her internal improvements on the General Government, 
now I understand there is a proposition to take the Licking Rive: 
the Green River improvements. I have objected to the whole th 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Licking is not here. 

Mr. VEST. But Green River is in the bill. After the Sena 
termined deliberately that they would take this work off the ha 
the State of Ohio they can make no discrimination against any ot 


State. I was opposed to thesystem ; Lamopposedtoitnow. I foug 


it from 1877, but was beaten in the Senate; and I simply rise now to 
say that weare plucking the fruit from the tree we planted two years a 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not examined the report o! 
the engineers on this matter, for it is not before me. There seems t 
2 an instruction in the report of the committee on the provisions of 
the bill. The report of the committee is in favor of an appropriation 
of $60,000 ‘‘ for ice harbor atthe mouth of the Muskingum kiver, Ohio,’ 
for the completion of that work. The provision is— 

Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of a lock at Taylors- 
ville and the reconstruction of a lock at Zanesville, and other necessary re- 
pairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report of the engine: 


1 sie 4 
} $102,000, 


T 


I suppose this is questionable, of course, but it is not apparent on 
looking at the report of the committee and the provisions of the bil 
I suppose some member of the committee will tell us why the repx 
is one thing and the provision of the bill another. But that isnot the 


| main question to which I rise now. 





Mr. COKE. Perhaps my colleague will allow me to call his atten- 
tion to page 147 of the report of the committee, where this item appea 

Vuskingum River.—Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction 
of a lock at Taylorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and 
other necessary repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the rej 
of the engineers, $102,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] will find that 
there are two items. He has referred to the report relating to oi 


| while he is looking at the provision of the bill in regard to the othe 


Mr. REAGAN. I saw it in the report in the first place, but the in- 
dex does not indicate a reference to the report to which my attention 
is now called. 

But, Mr. President, if we intend to pursue the policy of improving 
the navigable waters of the United States, it seems to me that it is es- 
sential for the present that until we can improve the open navigation 
of the country we should not be expending the public revenues on very 
costly works on small and unimportant streams. 

The canal at Des Moines Rapids was one connecting the waters of 
the Upper and Lower Mississippi, connecting the open water way of a 
great stream. The canal at the Mussel Shoals, on the Tennessee liver, 
was of a like character. So the locks and dams at Sault Ste. Marie 
connected the lakes, connected great bodies of navigable water where 
there were large amounts of commerce. There could be no objection 
to works of that kind, because of the great amount of commerce which 
they facilitated and aided. 

But if we go on making slack-water navigation on the small and un- 
important streams of the country, our river and harbor improvement 
system must break down, for the revenues of the country will not per- 
mit of providing slack-water navigation on all the unimportant streams 
of the United States. When [ay ‘‘unimportant’’ I do not mean 
those without commerce and wholly unimportant, but I mean those 
comparatively unimportant, because they are small streams and be- 
cause of the large amounts of money required to improve them. 

I have resisted from year to year for twelve or more years the effort 
to take local streams and expend large sums of money in building 
slack-water navigation upon them, and I[ have done it because I am a 
friend to the river and harbor bill, and a friend to the improvement of 
the water navigation of the country as one of the great aids of com- 
merce, and to the development of the wealth and resources of the coun- 
try. 

“We had as well consider the point. I do not know but that we have 
gone too fast and too far, and that the work of improving the water 
ways of the country is to be wrecked upon this idea of improvingsmall 
streams at very great expense. We commenced on the Kanawha River 
and improved that for 96 milesat an expense of some $4,000,000, I think. 
We have got the Kentucky River on our hands, and we have got a num- 
ber of other rivers on our hands, and we are spending hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars to improve streams with s.nall commerce. I do not 
mean to say that the Kanawha River is a stream with very small com- 
merce, because its peculiar situation gives it a very considerable com- 
merece. But going over the list we find that weare providing for slack- 
water navigation at great cost to the Government on streams that have 
but little commerce. We are expending money on streams and com- 
munities the expenditures on which may benefit the localities and the 
people residing about them much more than they benefit the general 
commerce of the country. 

1 recognize the right of Congress, the power and the duty of Con- 
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Mr. DOLPH. But the final balance of all previ I 
is shown by the manner in which these accounts are n 
engineers. m of th ers the improve W 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not river and harbor approp! ations ever lapse ( vi 1 f } 

Mr. DOLPH. They donot lapse. They are continuing app opria- nl t as of the ns { 3 , 





tions. Therefore the balance in the report this year is the balance of ed fo Senator’s own Sta 
all time. 2 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to considering th ‘ ‘ 
amendment? If there be none, the question is on the adoption of th A and 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLen]. : ee ee 
The amendment was agreed to. ve - s large ix Ase « 


The reading of the bill was resumed, and cont 
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But nothing in this act shall be construed to affect 3 cht ich | to the Mississippi River, and the com ree o Lieh yuta to 
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Mr. REAGAN. I had looked at the clause, but had not at first no sumption is in favor of the importance of the impro 
ticed the fact that we are undertaking to make water-power and peddle | the State of Ohio undertook out of the State treasury to make th 
it out to private parties in the name of improving the navigable waters provement at a time when, as has been stated, the UnitedStates was 
of this country. We propose to create water-power by the Federal Gov- | 1 making appropri I i 
ernment and peddle it out to those wlio may need it for private pur- | pended a large amount of money on it. Having done that, and t 
poses. Surely the Senate will not go into such a measure as that, General Government having improved other rivers of a similar char 
Not only is this a local improvement, but we abandon the idea that | acter throughout the country, the State of Ohio turned over I 
it is purely for the purpose of accommodating the commerce of the | ingum to the United States without payment for what had bee = 
country and make the Government a corporation to provide | 


and peddle pended by the Stat 
out water-power for private millers and manufacturers! I trust the It is true that there are e! 
Senate will vote this clause out. Sure ly we do not mean to go on ¥ I made on I é é } 





this. I have on a former occasion referred to a case where the Govern- | obstructions to navigation h require ks to t 





ment paid about $2,000,000 to make water-power for private purposes, | « 1 uu es i xt 
and I hope we shall stop nuw. 7 3 all f I 
Mr. DOLPH. The United States are not proposing to create for ‘ i I \ ( 





water-powei The State of Ohio by the improvement of the Muskin- | for that p , e th ; é 
gum River did create water-power which is incidental to navigation. | the surplus wat i t either va 
When that was turned over by the State the river with its imnro I ted oni i iggested by the Sen 
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ment being made for the purpose of creating water-power, but the he Ohio L is any other public pel 
water-power was created by the State in the improvement of the river, I can not see that there is any constitutional q! Di 












Ppa Pedis 


06638 CONGRESSI ONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





can I see that the suggestions of the Senator from Texas concerning the 
character of this improvement are really supported by the facts of the 
case, 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurring in other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) mz aking appropria- 
tions jor the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments | 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the amendments that th 
House disagreed to read, so that we may know what they are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendments to which the House 
di igreed to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read from the message of the House of Representa- 
tives as follow 


sagt 
| 
| 
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ea reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the clause on 
line 39 to line 1241, as follows: 


~iaiinel St. Mary’s River, at the Falls, Michigan: Continuing improvement 
on new lock, dam, and approaches, $1,000,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like a little explanation of that item in 
connection with the item at the top of the same page. This appro- 
priates a million dollars for ‘‘ improving St. Mary’s River, at the Falls, 
Michigan.’’ In lines 1224 to 1229, inclusive, is this pereape 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improvement, £500,000 
Provided, That any portion or all of this sum may, in the discretion of the Sec- 


retary of War, be used in the work at the falls of the St. Ms ary’s River, in addi- 
tion to the specific appropriations herein made for the latter. 


I see in looking at the engineer’s report that the Hay Lake Channel, 
as it is called, was an invention of the former river and harbor bill for 
building a new line there to shorten the distance and get out of the 
St. Mary’s River proper, and to thus improve the commercial facilities 


| there, and a great deal of money has been appropriated and expended 


The House of Representatives non-concur in the amendments of the Senate: | 


Xo. 1, page J, line 12, strike out all after “and,” where it occurs the first time, | )usiness, which apparently is to be thrown up if the Secretary of War 


down to and including “eighty,” line 13, and insert ** $22,027.39.” 
Mir. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator please explain what that means? 
Mr. ALLISON, Is there a copy of the printed bill at the desk? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the request. It is impossible to un- 
derstand what ail these numbers mean. 
Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator withdraw his request? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my request to have the amendments 
read, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that 


resentatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MARTHA F. WOODRUM. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. Rt. 2805) granting a pension to M: a 
F. W oodrum, widow of James Woodrum, deceased, having met, after a full and 


free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive anes as follows 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and ; 


agree to the sale, 
©, K. DAVIS, 
JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
PHOS. LL THOMPSON, 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
W. GODFREY HUNTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not see that any ac- 
tion ts required by the Senate on this conference report. It will be 
| J 
placed on file. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rive's and harbors, 
au . for other purposes. 

FRYE. One word of explanation as to the Muskingum River 
ae I have a letter from Colonel Merrill, the engineer in charge, in 
which he says: 

The Secretary of War doubts his authority to grant leases of water-power on 
the Muskingum River, notwithstanding the fact that such leases were always 
granted by the State of Ohio, and that when the United States took charge of 
the river it was generally understood that no change would be made in the 


time-honored policy of permitting the surplus water to be used for manufactur- | 


ing purposes. 

it therefore seems necessary that Congress should distinctly authorize the 
Secretary of War to grant leases for water-power and the necessary land for 
mill sites; and to this effect I would suggest that the following clause be added 
to the rive? and harbor bill now pending: 

And that is the clause which was added. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1236, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘seyenty-five;’’ and in 

#the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “a’’ and insert 

‘all or any;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving St. Clair Flats Ship-Canal, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
$75,000; all or any portion of which may, in the discretion of the engineer, be 
expended in dredging Grosse Pointe Channel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to give notice that when the bill comes into 
the Senate I shall ask a vote of the Senate—I do not care to call for a 
division now, as we may not have a quorum—on the clause from line 
1199 to line 1218, inclusive, relative to leases, etc., on the Muskingum 
River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now being read for the 
consideration of amendments proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 
It will be in order, afier those amendments have been acted on, to 
move to further amend the bill in Committee of the Whole. 


oe: that purpose. Now, it would appear from this bill as it came from 
: House that it has not been thought important to appropriate any 
money definitely and positively to go on with the Hay Lake Channel 


| cheoses to take all the money, leaving none for Hay Lake Channel, 


| 
| 





| and apply it at the Falls, which is entirely a different work. I should 


like to have an explanation about that; whether it has been found that 
Hay Lake Channel is so unimportant or so impracticable in the way of 
building a ship route that way that we are going to gradually edge out 
of that business by this double appropriation for St. Mary’s Falls; or 
what it does mean ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think that the engineers have abandoned 


’ : . : | the Hay Lake Channel by any means, because it is very important, 
the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House of Rep- | . 


but the canal at the end of Lake Superior is locked by some of the 
best locks in the world probably, and they are not sufficient to do the 
business of the outlet of Lake Superior. The object is to allow 
the engineers, if they do not need the money for Hay Lake Channel, 
to go on and get out the stone and get ready for the new lock at the 
Falls. That lock will cost four or five million dollars. It would be 
a great deal cheaper to the Government to make the whole appropria- 
tion for that lock at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that. I am not criticising or con- 
demning whatever is thought necessary and the doing of it as fast as it 
can possibly be done, to enlarge the locks at St. Mary’s Falls. That is 
one thing; but here I find that in former appropriation bills we have 
gone into a project, as this bill is so fond of calling it, of making the 
Hay Lake Channel, which is an entirely different thing, which is said 
to shorten the distance 11 miles and bea great thing when it is done, and 
we have made appropriations and money has been expended ad libitum, 
and, as I see by the report, they are substantially out of money now 
at the Hay Lake Channel. This bill appears to give the Hay Lake 
Channel the go-by entirely by allowing the Secretary of War to stop 
entirely on that channel and to devote that $500,000 to the locks. Why 
not, if a million and a half is needed to go on with the locks this year, 
give it in this item and either leave out Hay Lake Channel entirely as 
a useful performance any more, as one which has been found to be im- 
practicable, or appropriate the money which the reportof the engineers 
seems to show ought to be appropriated to carry iton? Why is Hay 
Lake Channel made the scapegoat to carry $500,000 to St. Mary’s 
Falls—it never yet carried anything else to be sure—and left dry and 
desolate without any appropriation ? 

Mr.SAWYER. I think the Senator is mistaken about Hay Lake 
Channel not demanding money or not being of importance, because the 
other channel is avery crooked one. It may save more than 11 miles. 
The lock is of main importance, and that ought to goon. If they do 
not want to use all of the appropriation for Hay Lake Channel, they 
can use part of it to get stone out for the new lock. I think myself it 
is as well to have that provision in. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is a very important improvement. I am told 
that the commerce passing through this lock at St. Mary’s River is very 
large. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly is. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is larger than the commerce of the Suez Canal and 
larger than the foreign commerce of the city of New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is undoubtedly very large. 

Mr. DOLPH. In 1886 Congress determined that the capacity of the 
present locks was not sufficient to accommodate the commerce, or will 
not be long before anotherlock can be completed. Besides that, if any- 
thing should happen to the present lock so that it could not be operated 
for a time the whole commerce would be obstructed at this point. The 
enginee r says in regard to the necessary appropriation for the lock 


The aggregate, then, of the funds which should be made available as soon as 
practicable is $2,255.87 Whilst any reduction of this amount would be a cause 
.of great regret, yet, if it should be deemed necessary to make a reduction, the 
best way to do so would be to omitthe $1,225,000 for masonry of lock-walis. On 
no account should the remainder ($1,010,875) be reduced, nor should the appro- 
priation in that case be trammeled with any condition requiring more than the 
excavation of the lock-pit and building the culverts and lock-floor. 


I understand the dredging of the Hay Lake Channel, which is to 
shorten the distance and straighten the channel and make it navigable 
+ 
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at night, is really a part of this general improvement, but as dredg- 
ing can be made from year to year, and if not done this year possibly 
can be done next year before the completion of this lock, and as the 
local engineer and the Chief of Engineers—because the committee had 
several communications on this subject from the Engineer Department 
ymmend this appropriation as it is made, it was thought advisable 
that there should be some fund appropriated by which in case of acci- 
dent repairs could be made at this lock by which cut Stone co ild be 
provided for proceeding with the work another year, J he other Hon S 
sent it to us in this shape, an appropriation lor the improvement of H 
Lake Channel, dredging in Hay Lake Channel, and providing that a 
part of the amount might be used, if found necessary in the judgm 

of the Chief of Engineers, upon this lock or cutting stone for the ne 
lock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator to say that there is 
letter from the engineer or engineers recommending that this appropri 
ation for the Hay Lake Channel be applicable to the St. Mary’s Canal. 
I should like to hear that letter, so as to understand the ground on 
which the engineer puts it. .’erhaps he will tell us something about 
the Hay Lake affair. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that this item be passed over, and we can re- 
turn to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
can go on. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ Montello,”’ 
at the end of line 1261, to insert ‘‘ except as hereinafter provided;”’ 
and in line 1263, after the word *‘ dollars,’’ to insert 

Of this sum $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used 


deepening the south outlet of Lake Winnebago, at Neenah, Wis., so as to mak« 
th 


navigation practicable during low-water season; $6,000, or so much thereof as 
may be nece:sary, shall be expended in constructing a levee at Portage, Wis 
to prevent the overflow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin, below Montello, except as hereinafter p 
vided: Continuing improvement, $100,000; of thissum $5,000, or so much there 
as may be necessary, shall be used for deepening the south outlet of Lake Vi 
nebago, at Neenah, Wis., so as to make navigation practicable during 


waterseason; $6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended 
\ 


in constructing a levee at Portage, Wis., to prevent the overflow of the Wiscon 
sin River into the Upper Fox River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear explained this matterof over 
flow. Wehave had some items in a previous part of the bill w 
river seemed to be destitute of water. Here we have a case where ap 
parently the river has too much water and we are going lo keep it fron 
overflowing. I should like to understand what that really is, for in- 
formation. 

Mr. SA‘VYER. Does the Senator wish me to explain it now ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr.SAWYER. The Wisconsin River rises very high. The Govern- 
ment has improved directly opposite the portage, where there are soni 
islands, and blocked up the other side of the islands years ago to mak« 
the river navigable. If it was not for that I suppose the river would 
still be liable to overflow. The ground is low there for 2 milk 
They had to get out one hundred men there last spring in the time ot 
high water. If the river overflows there, it overflows the whole coun 
try. The Wisconsin River is a very large and powerful stream. This 
appropriation is intended to prevent it from destroying the works be- 
low. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far on the river is that? 

Mr. SAWYER. About 2 miles, and the Fox River is some & feet 
below the Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the United States are to prevent the Wiscon- 
sin River from flowing across these 2 miles of flat country, I suppose ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; itis a low country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Going across from there to the other river? 

Mr. SAWYER. It flowed on the other side of the islands. You 
have blocked up the other side of the islands, turning in a heavy vol 
ume of water on this bank. I think it is no more than just that we 
should prevent the consequences of that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not see anything in the report of the en- 
gineers—very likely I have overlooked it—on the subject of improving 
this river by preventing it, when there is a flood, from running ove 
these 2 miles of the beautiful lowlands of Wisconsin. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
by the Secretary of War, so far as I find, and there is no allusion to it. 








It is in the text of the bill, so that the reading 





I should very much like to have that report read. 
I will look it up. 
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We have a report on the subject, but it is not here | 


It is not in the official reports submitted to Congress 


However, as I said, it is, of course, useless to attempt to resist any of | 


these amendments, but I have felt it my duty to call attention to 
them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, after line 1271, to insert: 

The sum of $6,000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, 
for a levee at Portage, Wis., shall be available for that purpose; the sum of $1v,- 


000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of July 5, 1884, “ to be used in main- 1 
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tering upon that work the magnitude of it. I think myself the mat- 
ter had better go over until the Senators from Illinois are here. I am 
disposed to be opposed to this proposition, but I do not like to oppose 
it in the absence of those Senators. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam entirely willing to pass over these two items un- 
til to-morrow; but I should not wish the river and harbor bill to go 
into next week in order to await the return of the Senators from LIli- 
nois, and I should hardly consent to any postponement if I was not 
also myself opposed to both items. The twoitems may be passed over 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments between 


of the amendments of the Committee on Commerce have been acted 
upon. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1381, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert “‘fifteen;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For operating snag-boats and dredge-boats on Upper Mississippi River, $15,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. I trust that amendment of the committee will not be 
concurred in, and that the original amount as proposed by the House 
may be restored. The report of the engineers on this subject, on page 
1617, states: 


By the actof August 5, 1886, $22,500 was appropriated for this special work 
* * * % * * 

It appears to be generally admitted that the preservation of the navigation 
of the Upper M ssippi is a necessity in the interest of cheap freight rates and 
for the benefit of the general public; and, in considering the importan« 
such work and the amount of good resulting therefrom, it seems proper to co: 
sider all freight affected by river competition rather than the amount of freight 


actually carried on the river. 
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It is also stated that the amount of miscellaneous freight moved by | 


boats during the year 1886 was 337,713 tons. The report also states : 
The work of the snag and dredge boats is an important one, furnishing im- 
mediate results and benefiting especially present interests of navigation. 
‘I believe that permanent provision should be made for this work of snag 
ging, wrecking, tree cutting and pulling, clearing banks, finding and marking 
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left, I can not see why the amount given by the House should be re- 
duced. 

Mr. FRYE. That appropriation lasted over two vears. 

Mr. DAVIS. This appropriation is to run two years, is it not ? 

Mr. FRYE. That appropriation has lasted tothe present time, nea: 
three years. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is not this appropriation to run two years? 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly; but that appropriation of $22,500 has 
run nearly three years, with $4,000 left over. 

Mr. DAVIS. It seems to me that this proposed reduction is entir 


| arbitrary. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 
lines 1322 and 1357 will be passed over informally until the remainder | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tl 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H 
Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from thy 
charge of desertion, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BoUTELLE, Mr. Wisz, 
and Mr. HERBERT managers at the conference on its part. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) “‘ making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal ye 
18389,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to tueir respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 31, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


| ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and 


new channels, making surveys, soundings, and examinations; assisting boats | 


in distress, watching and repairing existing improvements, investigating and 
supervising work on bridges, collecting physical data and statistics of com- 


merce and navigation, and, in general, facilitating and reducing expenses of | 


nAVivation. 


Po carry on this work properly, including the operation of a dredge, would 

cost approximately $50,000 per year. 
That I take to be the recommendation of the Board of Engineers 
on the subject. The House of Representatives proposed to give 
$25,000 for that purpose. The Senate committee purposes to give but 
$15,000. Iam not advised upon what ground, except avery general 
one, the reduction has been attempted. The work is of exceeding im- 
portance, covering the whole reach of river, I think, from Des Moines 
Rapids to St. Paul. 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that there was an appropriation of a 
less sum than that made about three years ago, and that it was not all 
used. The Government owns the snag-boats there, and there was a 
balance left; and there is to-day a balance left of a former appropria- 
tion. It was found by the committee on investigating the matter that 
$15,000 is all that will be required for the use of snag-boats on that 
reach. 


agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the words “and consul-general ;’’ and the Senate agre: 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 18,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike o 
the sum named in said amendment and insert in lieu thereof ‘* $378,500,” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

As to amendment numbered 16, the committee of conference has been una 
to agree, 

EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
PERRY BELMONT, 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
WM. W. MORROW, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HALE. The single point on which the conferees failed to agree 
is amendment 16, which was reported, not upon the appropriation bill 
from the Committee on Appropriations, but by the Committee on Fo: 
eign Relations, and adopted on its motion by the Senate. I send that 


| amendment to the desk to be read, that the Senate may see what is 


Mr. DAVIS. I have here the letter of the Secretary of War and the | 


table. Ishall be very much surprised if the Senator is correct in his 
recollection. 

Mr. FRYE. I must be correct in the recollection. 

Mr. DAVIS. See if you can find any excess of appropriation stated 
in this report. I do not think there is any. 

Mr. FRYE. There was a balance: left on every appropriation for 
the Upper Mississippi last year. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave ithere. On the Ist of July, 1887, the amount 
available from the appropriation of August 5, 1886, was $4,583. 

Mr. FRYE. The other appropriation went over two years, and it 
was a smaller appropriation than $25,000 considerably. ‘The commit- 
tee found that $15,000 would do everything that was required. 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not deduce that from the official figures before 
us. The balance available is $4,588. The Board of Engineers recom- 
mends $30,000 for this work. The House of Representatives proposed 
to give $25,000, manifestly carrying the $4,588 to the credit of the fund 
and taking it into allowance. The Senate committee now proposes to 
reduce it to $15,000. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator must remember that the bill does not pre- 
tend toappropriate anywhere near the sum which the engineers report. 
We could not do it. It would make a bill of $50,000,000. Unless in 
exceptional cases we have appropriated only half the amount which 
the engineers report could be properly expended this year. The en- 
gineers recommend that $30,000 be expended on this reach. One- 
half of that is proposed to be appropriated by the committee, and there 
is a balance of $4,000 and more left over from the last appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand perfectly well that it is not proposed to 
appropriate all that the Board of Engineers recommend, but if by the 
act of August 5, 1886, $22,500 was appropriated, and only $4,000 was 








involved in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

For salaries and expenses of a scientific commission of three persons, to con 
sist of one officer of the Army or Navy competent for such service, a geologist 


and mineralogist, and a naturalist, to visit and report upon the commercial r 
sources of the Upper Congo Basin, its products, its minerals, its vegetab 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to colleet such information o: 
the subject of that country as shall be thought of interest to the United Stat« 
$25,000; and the President may fix the salaries and compensation of the mem 
bers of this commission at such sum, not exceeding $6,000,as he may deem 
proper; and said commission shall expire on the 3Uth day of June, 1889. 

Mr. HALE. The conference committee came to adead-lock on this 
proposition. The House conferees very strongly opposed it and declared 
that from intimations which had been given when the bill was last be- 
fore the House of Representatives it would be impossible for the House 
to agree to the proposition. They would not consent to its remaining 
in the bill, and insisted upon its going out. 

The Senate conterees did not feel like yielding and receding and let- 
ting the proposition go out, all the more because it had not been put 
on originally by the Committee on Appropriations on examination and 
investigation, but had been moved by the Committee on Foreign fela- 
tions, which had given it its examination and consideration. The Sen- 
ate had adopted the views of the Committee on Foreign Relations, ani 
therefore to a degree the Committee on Appropriations had not the re 
sponsibility of examining and deciding upon the measure. 

So the Senate conferees did not feel like receding and letting this 
proposition go out, but thought it wiser to report it to the Senate, 
where the Committee on Foreign Relations, which had considered the 
subject, could be heard upon the preposition, and then the Senate could 
decide whether it would insist farther upon the amendment and have 
another conference appointed, or whether it would recede and let it go 
out and allow the bill to go through without it. 
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I will take no more of the time of the Senate, because I know my | « paratively a very enlightened people, cert a : ; 
colleague is anxious to go on with his bill, and this perhaps, so far as d ge body of negro population which ever existed ‘in menid 
the Committee on Foreign Relations is concerned, is a sufficient expla ert Chev at rocressive: they a , nen 
s nation. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations [ Mr. | t ure Chey h a vernm ut we 
SHERMAN ] is present, and also the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep. | have a very good ll 
MUNDS], who took an interest in the subject. the administration of the a 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment proposed to establish and put on Many of t » per ss ' 





























foot a scientific expedition to the Congo country. It to | they « i uy 
unanimously by the Committee on Foreign Relations, so far 7 | Ma the 
: remember, without dissent. The importance of it was felt by every | them taking hold 
: member of that committee. , negro bank pre alk tae 4 
The Congo country is the most interesting country now open forthe dent of a railroad comy y in? { 
exploration and occupation of civilized nations. Itisacountry of vast | president of any large ¢ 
extent, of untold wealth, and of greater undeveloped resources than | « mosvuary estab] eis alt dient oe 
any other portion of the world. e enten 2w 
The Senator from Alabama | Mr. MorGAN] took a good deal of in- is and ta 
: terest in this subject, and I think first suggested this proposition. W : 1 ' 
q have had several bills before us in regard to the Congo country, one in | « do 1 
a regard to the prohibition of the sale of intoxicating liquors in that In the basin of ( 
; country, and there are various other propositions affecting the sett l awa it to the « 
ment of the country. We have had treaty relations, and have becon ( » River. a ve 
f a member of a community of nations, I may say, which have substan- lition 
tial control of that country, headed by Belgium. It was deemed of | 1 ( 
vital importance that we should take our share in the development es who inha +} . 4 
and occupation of that country by our commerce and our trade. e; among otl I lt pa 
rhere is no doubt that if that country should be opened to civilized ible oil rar-< ; 
nations the United States could send a great variety of raw material vy of « rse, W i 
there, its oils, its petroleum, and largely agricultural implements and | have heretofore been nd in t ri¢ 
coarse cotton goods. Being in a warm climate cotton goods would be | pat for the in vement ¢ 
introduced probably in the first elements of their civilization, and they | mines in tha yuntry is somet 
would be largely manufactured in this country; and agricultural im <trao 
plements, shovels, spades, hoes, and the like, and a great variety of ar- | wing up 
: ticles might be sent there if trade was opened. ment of reseat 
2a At present we have no such relations there, and no such information | Gov it 
as will enable Congress to decide what ought to bedone. It was thought 1 his health t i | ‘ ) 
that the cheapest and best way would be to send a highly intelligent | and who came back y ¥ repo! ich h t » some ext 
body of officers to explore the country, to report upon its resource stistactor lid not 1 epee 
upon the prospects of trade there, and then we should haveinformation | « tior the Lower (¢ k » ti lia 
upon which we could legislate. vv h is occupied t 5 , Vivi and St 
; I can see noreason in the world why, if the House of Representatives { vloratio t m con 
9 were as well informed upon the subject as the Senate has been com- \ epartmae mut I tena H 
2 pelled to be informed by engaging in treaty negotiations, the members i as printed by order of is r t ¢ 
4 of the House would not readily agree to the amendment if they exam- | that is very inter 


ined the question. p ilar idea, but at the same t 1e tha I 








I do not wish to say anything further about the matter. A l Ll} »} ut ! 
I had no connection with the introduction of the original propo ‘ ord yd I ! 
in regard to the Congo country, I have no doubt that this expendi yr Skeleton description ( to « 
ture would be a very important one, yielding very valuable results. inte t than is disclosed in the littl l 
I should like to have theSenator from Alabama {[ Mr. MoRGAN |], who Now I thought, and the ¢ tie 
is more familiar with the subject, and to whom have been committed | th t was a proper thi to do to 
ss various bills in relation to the Congo country, state his view of the | there. For what purpose‘ t merely p 
a question. ho or gaining inlorma . 
5 Mr. MORGAN. fr. President, the Government of the United Stat interesting to read, but iv d 1 the f ition 
was the first Government to take cognizance of the existence in the | « an be established betv 1 t d 
Congo Basin of a form of government which, it is true, was very crud f rs to me that if there is a nt ! orld 


and inefficient at first, by the recognition of the flag of that country as | to the enterprise of 

one of the flags entigled to respect among the nations of the earth. I | Cong We ought not to the doors to ha | 
think that many persons at the time supposed that that was rather a | Weo yencourage it. ift ple ¢ no tot 
vain essay in the direction of trying to build up asta 











Sa nevolent enterprise on the part of scientific men ! ) 1 t d y 
3 very soon the nations of Europe, I think twenty or tw t to open 
; including the United States plenipotentiary at Brussels, called a con- | and tra with their own peo] 


gress, and they did in regard to the Congo country, which had been ex the A an po} 
plored by Mr. Stanley under American auspices, what had never before | reap the wealth rica i 

















been done with reference to any wild, savage country in the world. mud be delighted to 

3 They agreed upon a certain series of principles, I may call them, which | and New Orleans and t I Lol ‘ 

: ranked with the principles of international law as applied tothe Congo | to engage the att on id 
Basin, under which these different governments engaged with each i 0 tlemen : 
other that there should spring up and be developed within that cour y door of opportun ) 
try whatever of civilization may take place th: re under mutual agree- | « is and usages of society and it 
ments for the preservation of the peace and for the security of explore nues to these peopie 1n this cou 

and persons engaged in traffic of every kind, and also under agreements | opened fo m 
4 between themselves in regard to the tariff revenue, the taxation h 

may be imposed upon the commerce of the world. 

_ Our Government, falling back upon the ancient idea of keeping out | imag to 

N of entangling alliances with foreign powers, declined tobec yme a party; 
at least the President declined to recommend that the United States | a 
hould become a party to that convention, very much to my regret. I | this « 
think the convention was not properly understood, because at first we | give th 
had a mistranslation of it, which the honorable Mr. Kasson kindly | ganization of « 
consented, under a resolution of the Senate, to correct. In my 0} in- | pose of engag 
ion we ought to have become a party to that convention. We m Ly 

I think that the Government of the United States, without reference | than ; 

to any other fact in connection with the proper develcpment of the Congo | if a Congo negro » Wanted tot 
country, owes a very peculiar duty to that country. We have here a | money and the capa lor trad i 


large mass of population, brought to us in slavery, who have become would prefer Lim to @ white man 
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so. I believe that these people would enter the Congo country with 
a masterful advantage, growing out of race prejudice and race affilia- 
tion, over avy other race of men who might trade there. 

There is more than that init, Mr. President. Slavery has been abol- 
ished in Brazil; it has been abolished practically in Cuba and various 
other countries; but still we know, according to the report of Mr. Taunt 
and the report of all others who visit that coast, that the Portuguese 
and a great many other people in the world to-day carry on a slave- 
trade upon the coast of Africa. It is not as high a class of trade as the 
old cooly trade from China. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senate conferees endeavored to impress upon thx 
House conferees the considerations which have been presented here, 
not of course with the force and vigor and eloquence and imagination 
to which we have listened to-day; but the conferees on the part of this 
body did the best they could, suggesting these views and suggesting 


| to the representatives of the other body a broader and wider policy for 
| the American people to pursue when that fertile land opens to our 
| trade and commerce, as it does now, a land widely populated, needing 


| our products. 
They make some little promise that the | 


negro himself does not understand when he finds himself in the hands | 


of the slave-catcher in the interior, that they will carry him off tosome 


island or tosome coast and keep him for so many years and return him | 


to his native land with a certain amount of calico or cotton or the like 
of that; but the man never gets back. 

I think that the United States Government owes it to itself, it owes 

it to its traditions, it owes it to its treaties, it owes it to its own char- 
acter in every respect, that it should be looking into that country and 
seeing what is going on there. So I thought it was right for ustosend 
out this commission, and I can not understand what it is that prevents 
it from being carried into effect after the Senate has voted it, unless it 
may be an impression on the part of the House of Representatives that 
it is a matter of no consequence. But the slightest study of this ques- 
tion ought to convince gentlemen, it seems to me, that this is a matter 
of very serious consequence, of real importance, and that it involves on 
our part the performance of a duty which is of a very high and a very 
delicate character. 
: Mr. HALE. [am entirely willing to take the sense of the Senate 
; as to what course shall be pursued by the conferees. Unless some other 
Senator desires to discuss the subject, without trenching upon the time 
: of my colleague, who is in charge of the river and harbor bill, I move 
f that the Senate farther insist upon its sixteenth amendment. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to say a word. I can 
not help feeling very great regret that the House conferees have had 
any hesitation whatever upon this subject. This Congo country, now 
so recently opened to the gaze of white men and to some understanding 
of what it contains, is, so far as we know, one of the most fertile coun- 
tries that exist on the face of the globe. It abounds in every species 
of tropical production, palm-oil and the oil of the other trees that go 
a into commerce—lI have forgotten the names of them—ivory, spices, In- 
% dia rubber, and soon. To make it very brief, the whole resources of 
tropical nature are in the fullest exertion there in producing the things 
that are convenient for the welfare of man. The population is very 
numerous, of course of uncultivated and comparatively wild and say- 
age black men. 

Under the auspices of the United States as the real aider of the Bel- 
gians in the enterprise (the United States being the first to recognize 
the national existence of the independent state of Congo, which has 
been formed there by the leading chiefs) Congo has got an attitude 
among the European nations and really with us, although we were not 
a party to the convention which regulated how the European nations 
should act in their trade there. But it has hecome opened to the oper- 
ations of civilized commerce, and Germany, Great Britain, France, Italy, 
and other nations are looking to that country and are now engaged 
in facilitating commercial intercourse there for the benefit of their own 
people in the way of trade, to get rid of the surplus products of the in- 
dustry of their nations, which I think is a very good thing for them 
to do. 

It is proposed by the House of Representatives that we shall really 
stand idly by, or stand back, unwilling to afford our citizens, by anex- 
; amination and investigation of that country, information about it as to 
; what objects and subjects of our industry can best find a market there, 
and what products we can get in return, and to make our people familiar 
with the resources of the country and opportunities for trade there. 
It is proposed that we shall stand idly by and see our European rivals, 
with the friendly antagonisms of commerce and production, absorb the 
whole of that new field which is opened to commerce and the produc- 
tions of men. I do not like it. 

The United States has too long occupied the attitude of standing 
silently and idly by and seeing our rivals, in what I think I have prop- 
erly characterized as the commercial antagonisms and competitions ot 
the world, cover the globe. Wherever the morning birds sing to the 
rising sun, those nations, Germany, Great Britain, and France, have 
been pushing their enterprises to every continent and to every island 
; for the purpose not of gaining the political control of the world but of 
gaining the control of its trade, to find outlets for their productions, 
and thus increase the wealth of their people, while we stand dumb and 
silent, incapable of managing to consume our own products (as of course 
we can not, our people are so industrious and our resources are so 
great), and wonder why it is that our farm products do not bring more, 
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that our manufacturing products do not bring more, and that there is 
f always a surplus, like the boy at the brook waiting until it shall have 
a. run out so that he may pass over. 
4 I think we ought to adopt a different and a better policy, and this 
£ is one of the first steps toward it in this direction. I hope that the 
Ff Senate will insist upon the amendment, and insist unanimuusly. 











However, we failed to strike any fire into the minds o1 
hearts of the House conferees. They remained stolidly immovable to 
all of these considerations, and declared that under no conditions, 
unless instructed by the House that they represented, could they con- 
sent to this proposition remaining in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to inform the Sen- 
ate, if he can, what action the House of Representatives has taken upon 
the report of the conference committee ? 

Mr. HALE. The report is now first presented under the rules in 
the Senate. I am for one glad that the discussion has taken place, so 
that the House of Representatives may have the benefit of this discus- 
sion when it first considers the subject on the report of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand that the House of Representa- 
tives has taken no action whatever. 

Mr. HALE. The House of Representatives has not yet acted upon 
the conference report. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Under the rules the report is made here first; but tlie 
House of Representatives, by voting to disagree to the Senate’s amend- 
ment, has planted itself in opposition to the amendment, and in that 
position it has been sustained by the conferees appointed by the House. 
I should like the Senate to feel that the Senate conferees in this case 
are met by a hitherto firm and immovable body on the other side. 

I move that the Senate further insist upon the sixteenth amend- 
ment, in order that this matter may go into further conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
of the conference committee will be agreed to, and the Senate will still 
further insist upon amendment numbered 16, and ask for a further 
conference with the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know—the Chair is better informed on the 
rules than I am—whether at this stage, as the House has not acted 
upon the report, the Senate should ask for a further conference or do 
anything more than insist upon its sixteenth amendment; and then 
when the House has considered the conference report further action 
may be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be left then in that way. 
The Senate agrees to the report and still further insists upon its six- 
teenth amendment. 


But it disagreed to the Senate amendment. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3239) granting a pension to 
Frederick Wunoch, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, and Mr. CALL submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEGED NAVAL DESERTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted 
men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, and 
asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 


3y unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. CHANDLER, 
and Mr. GRAY. 
EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives for reference. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the ex- 
penditures of the Government was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have the joint resolution read for the infor- 


mation of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
second time at lencth. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., Thatall appropriations for the necessary operations of the Gov- 
ernment under existing laws which shall remain unprovided for on the 30th day 


The joint resolution will be read the 
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of June, 1888, be, and they are hereby,continued and made available for a period 
of thirty days from and after that date, unless tke regular appropriations there- 
for provided for in bills now pending in Congress s all have been previously 
made for the service of the fiseal year ending June 30, S89; and in case the ap- 
propriations, or any of them, hereby continuc lare s insufficient to carry 
on the said necessary operations, a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry on the 
same: Provided, That no greater amount shall be expended therefor than will 
be ia the same proportion to the appropriations of the fis« al year 1888 as thirty 
days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: J ded further, That eu 
thority is also granted for continuing during the same period the necessary 
work required for public printing and binding, and for all other miscellane 
ous objects embodied in the sundry civil, Army, District of Columbia, legislative, 
executive, and judicial, and naval appropriation acts, In advance of appropria 
tions to be hereafter made for said objects: And provided further, All sun 
pended under this act shall be charged to and be deducted from the appropria 
tions for like service for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889 

1e joint 


Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to object to the reference of th 
resolution to the Committee on Appropriations, but I merely wish to 
remark now that it is very extraordinary, and, as it seems to me, a very 
sad thing that after Congress has been in session for seven months it 
should be necessary to present at the end of seven months a joint reso- 
lution of this kind. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will 
carefully consider the question whether any such resolution should be 
reported favorably or passed, and whether it would not be better, for 
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the future at least, to leave the Departments to get along as best they | 
|} Government there is no excuse for 1t whatever. 


can until the appropriation bills are regularly passed, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will not 
report the joint resolution until the middle of next week, at the earliest, 
if they shall be compelled to report it then. Asa matter of course, 
the Government can not be conducted without appropriations, but the 


of them, were determined that there 


enormous expense and labor imposed on the different Departments of | t epe 
| of certain legislative provisions that existed in the statutes of the 


Government by such a measure can not be estimated or appreciated by 
members of the Senate. I happened to be in a position where I saw 
that labor performed twice under circumstances of great difficulty. 1 
know how much expense is incurred, what additional accounts are 
opened, and how difficult it is to keep the accounts, and how embar- 
rassing itis. It runs clear through the year. 
lution will not be reported back before the middle of next week. 

Mr. HALE. What method does the Senator suggest shall take the 
place of this resolution in view of the fact that it witl be literally im- 
possible to pass the appropriation bills before the commencement of the 
next fiscal year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
referred to in the joint resolution can be passed before the middle of 
next week. 

Mr. HALE. None except the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the most difficult of all to extend in this 
way. 

Mr. HALE. 
which it is impossible to pass in that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
will hold the joint resolution back as long as it can so as to get as many 
of the bills as possible out of the way, because the expense involved 


I hope the joint reso- | 


I imagine that several of the appropriation bills | 


But the question is raised by other appropriation bills | 


AllI ask is that the Committee on Appropriations | 


and the discouragement and trouble in keeping accounts under a reso- | 


lution of this kind are very great indeed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Ohiothat the 
joint resolution ought not to be passed until thelast moment. I think 
it ought to be passed late on Saturday, in order that it may take effect 
on the 2d certainly, if not on the 1st of July. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A few days would make no difference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps two or three days might not make any 
difference. 


| 
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appropriation bill and the sundry | bill can not be passed before 
| the Isto Iul 

\I EDMUNDS I t t 3 is eas S- 

( i whet the < ‘ | ( rress to p the 

Go I rv reg ur Lp 3 t both Houses 

nave it e ¢ rn to ec I ( i thes ite 18 

rea te e any pla 1 th \ ( t, orif 

the case were reversed, th lo epre ‘ 3, v ht as 

ell be n to say now tothe House I t tht t st 

wut v e i end at 1 | : to the 

they insist upon the 1 tt me to 

airly and deliberately considered before the Governm«e nt 

yr want of money, the responsibility is theirs, and what- 

ever evil happens must fall where it belongs; and that we ought not 

to be compelled, year after year, as we are, or two years after tw years 


for this is not the first occasion), to resort to this most embarrassing 
ind improper expedient of bridging over indefinitely after the Ist of 

ly by these universal provisions to carry on the last year’s appropri- 
ations and give money enough to doit for an indefinite period of time 
until some other law can go into effect Nothing w 
islation except some extreme emergency, which mav sometimes arise, 
but in the peaceful and regular order of business 


ill justify such leg- 
in carrying on this 


The occasion to which the Senator from Ohio refers, I think, or the 
most of it, arose from the fact that the two Houses of Congress, both 
should be no appropriations to 
carry on certain branches of the Government until the President of 
the United States would, against his judgment, consent to the repeal 
United States which a majority of the two Houses thought, or professed 
to think, ought to be repealed. He did not think so, and they put 
these repealing and modifying provisions into appropriation bills. He 
could not conscientiously approve them, and the two Houses said on 
that occasion by their action and as a result that they would not have 
any appropriations at all for the Army, for instance—I remember that 
was one of them—unless the President of the United States would 
consent to the repeal of general provisions of the statutory law having 
no relations to appropriations at all That was one affair. 

But this instance relates purely to matters of appropriation. There 
has been no contest between the two Houses, or between either House 
and the President, on any subject of the general laws of the land. It 
relates purely to the ordinary operations of carrying on the Govern- 
ment, and I confess I am unable to see how, after more than a halfa 
year, at the very last month of the time, these appropriation bills, some 
of them, are coming along now, and we are asked to grant this uni- 
versal and widespread and inscrutable authority to the administrative 
departments of the Government to go on upon the basis named in this 
provision. It is not good legislation, but until the Senate has sufficient 
firmness to say that it can not consent to carry on the Government in 
that way it will of course continue. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to say that the statutes provide now that 
no person in the employ of the Government shall receive pay for any 
service until that service has been appropriated for by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And it must be paid out of appropriations made 

r the year. The unexpended appropriations of a former year lapse 
into the Treasury and can not be used. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt of that. Therefore, unless this 
joint resolution shall pass, the Government, so far as its conduct re- 
lates to these several appropriation bills, must stop. That is the sit 


| uation. 


I wish to say to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] that I can | 


not conceive that it is the fault of the Senate that the appropriation 
bills have not been passed so as to take effect on the Ist day of July. 


rhe naval appropriation bill came to the Senate last Monday. Of | 


course our committee has not had time to mature that bill and present 
it to the Senate. The sundry civil bill, which is the most important 
perhaps of all the appropriation bills, did not reach this body until 
Tuesday last, the day before yesterday, and it was only printed yester- 
day. Itis of course absolutely impossible for the Senate to consider 
with any care a bill of that magnitude between now and the Ist day 
of July, so that whatever happens the bill appropriating money for the 
Navy and the sundry civil bill must go over beyond the Ist of July 
before they can become laws. 

There are other bills which are hanginz between the two Houses. 
The agricultural appropriation bill isan important bill. It passed this 


body on the 14th day of June, I think, after having reached the Sen- | 
Yet that bill has not been heard of 


ate about the Ist day of June. 
since that time. The House of Representatives has asked no confer- 
en¢e, it has not agreed to our amendments, and the bill remains in 
that body. The conferees on the part of the two Houses have been in 
session on the District of Columbia appropriation bill for two days, 
occupying most of the time. I hope, and I believe they hope, that be- 
fore Saturday evening they will be able to agree upon the disagreeing 


votes with respect to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, but I | bill. 


think whatever happens it may be taken for granted that the naval 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations if there is not a provision in the 
declares that the executive officers of the Government shall not receive 
the gratuitous labor of employés? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, there is. 

Mr. HALE. This form of legislation, objectionable as it is, has been 
resorted to not in fugitive cases as suggested by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. Itis nota good way of legislation, undoubtedly, but it has 
been done time and again. We have got into the way of doing it at 
every long session that runs over the Ist of July, and there are fe 


| 


That is, the pay must stop. 


statutes which 


| Senators here who remember any long session of Congress which has 


| 





fashion of passing 


not exceeded that time. We have fallen into the 
such a resolution, and it comes upin this way now. Isee no other 
way except to pass it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think it important, in view of what has been said, 
that action should be taken this afternoon upon the Army appropriation 
If the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] will give way, I will ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of that bill. 
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Mr. FRYE. It was understood yesterday that [should yield for the 
consideration of the Army appropriation bill to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
pending order be informally laid aside that he may move to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. ht. 10234) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has unanimous consent been given to proceed to 
the consideration of the Army appropriation bill ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not yet. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that I was 
instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs this morning to propose 
an important amendment. If the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will kindly waive any technical objection he might make 
against that amendment when the time comes, I shall not be disposed 
to object to the consideration of the bill to-day. I do not feel like 
losing my opportunity to present the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I 
shall make no objection to-day to the amendment suggested by the 
Committee on Military Affairs that I would not make to-morrow; that 
is to say, I shall waive amy objection because of time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. ‘The bill will be read at length, and, 
if there be no objection, the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations wil! be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

TheChief Clerk proceeded toread the bill. The first amendmentof the 


Committee on Appropriations was, in line 103, aiter the words “‘ex- | 


penses of,’’ to insert ‘‘not exceeding fifty; ”’ 


words *‘ contract-surgeons,’’ toinsert ‘‘ not exceeding one hundred and 


in line 104, after the | 


sixty;’’ in line 105, before the word ‘‘ veterinary,’’ to insert ‘* not ex- | 


ceeding fourteen:’’ and in line 106, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one hundred’’ and insert “‘ eighty-five;’’ soas to make the 
c laus ere ad: 

For pay and traveling expenses of hot exceeding fifty contract-surgeons, not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty hospital matrons, and not exceeding fourteen 
veterinary surgeons; in all, $85,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 108, after the word ‘‘ each,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ not exceeding thirty;’’ so as to read: 

For pay of not exceeding forty-two paymasters’ clerks, at $1,400 each, not ex- 
ceceding thirty paymasters’ messengers, and traveling expenses of paymasters’ 
clerks, in all $80,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 123 to 
line 128, inclusive, as follows: 


For the pay of a clerk attendant on the collection and classification of mili- 
tary information from abroad, $1,500; and the oflicers detailed to obtain the 
same shall be entitied to mileage and transportation and also commutation of 
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 136, after the word ‘‘ troops,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ 
**one hundred,’’ to insert ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, not to exceed $150,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the first proviso to the same clause, in 
line 140, before the word ‘‘usually,’’ to insert ‘*‘ shortest;’’ and in line 
141, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to strike out ‘‘when transportation 
from the Quartermaster’s Department can not be furnished;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 

Provided, That in disbursing this amount the maximum sum to be allowed 


and paid to an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be computed over the 
shortest usually traveled routes, and, in addition thereto, the cost of the trans- 


portation actually paid by the officer over said route or routes, exclusive of 


sleeping or parlor car fare and transfers. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to | 


the use of the word ‘‘shortest.’’ It seems to me to be a very serious 
interference with the convenience of officers, and I do not see any ob- 
ject in inserting it. For instance, the shortest route from here to Chi- 
eago is by the Baltimore and Ohio road, while the usually traveled 
route is by way of tlie Pennsylvania Central. Now, is it right for us 
to legislate so as to require an officer to travel by one road rather than 
another? ‘To say ‘‘by the usually traveled route’’ gives the ofiicer 
at least some reasonable facility about choosing the road. I do not 
see any reason for the insertion of the word ‘‘shortest. ”’ 

ALLISON, Ishould like to ask the Senawr from Ohio if he 
thinks an officer who in going to Chicago travels over the Pennsylva- 
nia road rather than the Baltimere and Ohio would violate this pro- 
Vision, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think he would. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are both ‘‘usnally traveled routes.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but under this provision he must take 
the shortest route. Otherwise how would he get his allowance with 
the word *‘shortest’’ in the bill? In many cases it would cause great 
inconvenience. Senators will see that it is sometimes necessary to have 


| out “‘ twenty 





a choice of routes. I would leave the officers to take the usually trav- 
eled route, and not compel them to go over a particular road. 

Mr. ALLISON. They take ary route they choose with this provis- 
ion in. Of course the paymasters have a table of routes. The officer 
takes the route he chooses. His mileage, then, is fixed by the shortest 
route, just as we are paid our mileage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Our mileage is on the usually traveled route, but 
we take our choice. If we should take any other than the usually trav- 
eled route, if we should attempt to go around by Cape Horn, or New 
York, or anything of that kind, we “should only get mileage for th: 
usually traveled route. 

Mr. ALLISON. The 
language. It is the existing law 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is notin the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. However, I do not want to interfere in a matter 


committee heard no complaint respecting this 


of that kind. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that if we find any difti- 
culty about it, it will be considered in conference. 
fhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
ommittee on Appropriations was, at the end of the second proviso to 
he clause making appropriations for mileage of officers, to add: 

And provided further, That the Quartermaster’s Department shall not furnish 
transportation to officers traveling without troops otherwise than by convey- 
ance belonging to said Department. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 155, after the word “‘ pay,’’ to strik 
out ‘‘and general expenses;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Making in all, for pay of the Army, $12,676,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
the subsistence of the Army, in line 195, after the words ‘‘ travelin 
to,’’ to insert ‘*and;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ from,”’ to strike 

out ‘‘and at;’’ and in line 199, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ to strike 
*? and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to read: 

For the payment of the regulation allowances for commutation in lieu of ra- 
tions to enlisted men on furlough, to ordnance-sergeants on duty at ungarri- 








| soned posts, to enlisted men stationed at places where rations in kind can not 


be economically issued, to enlisted men traveling on detached duty when it is 
impracticable to carry rations of any kind, to enlisted men se lected to contest 
for places or prizes in the department, division, and Army rifle competitions 
while traveling to and from places of contest; in all, $1,745,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War; and not more than $110,000 thereof 
«hall be applied to the payment of civilian employés of the Subsistence Depari- 


} ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
incidental expenses of the Quartermaster’s Department, in line 255, 


| after the word ‘‘surgeons,’’ to strike out “and of a riding and train- 


ing master for the more ** erough instruction of officers and eadets, a 
sum not exceeding $1,' ’ and in line 264, after the words ‘‘ six bon- 
dred and,’’ to strike “9 ** seventy-six thousand five hundred” and i: 


| sert ‘‘ seventy-five thousand,;’’ so as to read: 


when authorized by law;’’ and in line 137, after the words | 





And for the following expenditures required for the several regiments of cav- 
alry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts 
as may be mounted, and for the trains, to wit: Hire of veterinary surgeons, 
purchase of medicine for horses and mules, picket-ropes, blacksmiths’ toois and 
materials, horseshoes and blacksmiths’ tools for the cavalry service, and for 
the shoeing of horses and mules, and such additional expenditures as are nece~ 
sary and authorized by law in the movement and l oper rations of the Army, and 
not expressly assigned to any other Department, $675,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
** Army transportation,’’ in line 288, aiter the word ‘‘ water,’’ to strike 
out “of the necessary agents and employés;’’ so as to read: 

Army transportation: For transportation of the Army, including baggage of 
the troops, when moving either by land or water; of elothing, camp and gar 
rison equipage and other quartermaster’s stores from Army depots or places of 


purehase or delivery to the several posts and Army depots, and from those de- 
pots to the troops in the field. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in the same clause, line 304, after the 
words ‘‘ hire of teamsters,’’ to strike out ‘‘and other employ¢s.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 326, to reduce the total appropri- 
ation for Army transportation from $2,800,000 to $2,700,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 331, to strike out the additional 
proviso at the end of the clause making appropriations for ‘‘Army trans- 
portation,”’ as follows: 


And provided further, That no expenditure authorized by this act from the ap- 
propriations made herein for the Quartermaster’s Departinent of the Army, in- 
eluding the transportation of troops and their supplies, and the expenses inci 
dent thereto, shall be made except by the Quartermaster-General, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, unless an emergency exists that demands im- 
mediate action; and in such case the expenditure necessary to meet the emer- 
gency may be made upon the order in writing of the general commanding the 
Army, or upon the order in writing of division or department commander in 
whose jurisdiction the emergency arises; but every such order from a division 
or department commander shal! certify that an emergency exists requiring im- 
mediate expenditure, stating the emergency necessary to be met. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
the ‘‘ Medical and Hospital Department,’’ in line 407, aiter the word 
** veneral,’’ to insert ‘*post;’’ in line 412, after the word ‘‘ diseases 
to insert ‘‘and the supply of the Army and Naval Hospital at H 
Springs, Ark.;’’ in line 415, to insert ‘‘and five’’ after ‘‘itwo hun 
dred:’’ and in line 416, after the word “‘over,’’ to strike out “‘ thirty 
eight’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-three; ”? so as to make the clause read 











Medical and Hospital Department For the pure! se of med h 
supplies, in ing disinfectants for general post Sanitation, exp cr 
cal purveying depots, pay of employes, medical ca 1 treatm«e of « 
and enlisted men of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which no f 
provision is made, for the proper care and treatment of cases in the 
fering from contagious or epidemic diseases it sup} of t \rm 
Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., advert ga other sce ! 
penses of the Medical De rtment; in all, 5205 ind not over 





money appropr ated by this parag aph shall | } ito the I 
ian employés of the Medical Departm« 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriat for the ‘‘} ‘ 
Department,’’ after line 444, to insert 











For repairs to sea-wall and wharf at , : “ 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in the Rp) riat : Ord 
partment,’ in line 46 after the word ‘ca r to insert ‘ 
artillery;’’ so as to make the clause read 
for cavalry and ar 00,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ndt was, in lit j uf { .N ! : 
to strik arn and inse! é l 3 ) to ma 
? , acl: 
clause read: 

For manufacture t 1d iss ns at t t 
Provided, That not n than § 00 of Oo 1 } 





nance Department in all its branches sha l upplied to the pa t « \ 
elerks in said department, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 473, at the end of the clause 
ing appropriation ‘‘ for manufacture, repair, and issue of arms 
tional armories,’’ to add the following proviso: 


Provided further, That the cost tothe Ordnance Depart t of I 
and ordnance stores issued to the States, Territories, and District ( 
under the act of February 12, 1887, shali be credited to the appropriat 





**manufaecture of arms at national armorice 1 appropriatio or 1889 
thereafter shal! be available until exhau 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 484, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to 





strike out ‘‘for armaments”’ and insert ‘‘all complete and mounte ! 
place ready for;’’ so as to make the clause 1 

For the p irchase by the Secretary of War of p: imat iynamuite guns 
different calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the s 
ammunition, an« ges for the same, all comp lm ted in} 
ready for military use, $400,000, or so much thereof i ry deem } 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 488, after the word ‘‘ gun-carriage 
to strike out ‘‘and plants for the same and ”’ and insert ‘‘aerial tory 
does;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or ot! 
mite guns, gun-carriages, aerial torpedoes, dyr nite shells and ammun 
and batteries for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or othery 


brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much t 
may deem proper. 





The amendment was agreed to. 






rm} y vt amendy n \ alter lit Qg2 ’ 
he next amendment was, aiter line 493, to i t 
ifacture purchase, and test of cannon and carriag 
ges maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a disappear 





nd also including those for the and siege 
‘ 1 of carriages on hand to adapt the: 
projectiles, powders, fuzes, and imp] 
ments in the means of p etin I ynpensation of dra 
men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance constru 

and for the necessary expenses of or: + temporarily employ: 
at the proving ground and absent at 
per diem while so employed, $600,( 


under this provision shall be of American manufacture. 





improved service guns; f 
ul and ; 





nents proot; i« 














pedo lines: for« 











Mr. GORMAN. I did not agree in committee to this 


posed to be inserted. I think it properly belong 
Mr. DOLPH. To what provision does the Se 





Mr. GORMAN. The provision on page 21, commencing with line 
494. Itisan appropriation of $600,000. I simply desire to sa 
ought to be considered at another time. as 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is very difficult to hear the Senator. May Ias! 


it 

on what bill this could more properly be placed ? 
Mr. GORMAN. I think it belongs to the defici 

fication bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But a large part of this is for the general uses « 





: 
the Army I wish to move an amendment to the proposed amend- 


ment of the committee. I move to insert in line 499, after the wor 


projectiles,’’ the words: 


And increased facilities for their manufa 


The amendment as it stands provides for the manufacture or pur 
chase and test of cannon and carriages, etc., but the Ordnance Depart 
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bidder with whom such contracts shall be made shall agree to erect in the United 











States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capable of making 
all the stee! requircd nd of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, at 
shall further agree to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the 
time of the d ‘ of the steel for the smaller calibers of heavy guns to com 
mence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that for the 
largest calibers »p ed in the advertisement at the expiration of not more 
than thre years from the date of the acceptance of the cont1 and that all 
the material for said guns sha manufactured in the United States 

Sec. 6. For the purchase « marine mines, for needful casemates 
galleric and appliaie to operate submarine mines; for continuing torpedo 
experiments and .or practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of 
torpedo service, $500,000 

Sec. 7. For the purch ise of ibmarine controllable torpedoes or torp ] q 
and torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adapted to coast e,$ 





Src, 8. The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4, 6, and 7 


able until expended 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to treating 
these various paragraphs as one amendment? The Chair hears non 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I submit 
that the amendment is out of order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland will 
state his point of order. 
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but I wish he might waive them, so that we might have the merits 
considered. I do not feel like going into the merits until the point of 
order is decided. 

[ asked the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations when he 
reported the bill to-day to waive any points of order he had, and he 
knows very well the conversation between us. I rose when he asked 
unanimous consent to take up this bill to intimate that I possibly, un- 
willingly might, if my vote would do so, postpone its consideration 
unless he would intimate to me that he would not raise a point of order 
on the admission of my amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Connecticut stated that $400,000 
was appropriated, as I understood, for four pneumatic dynamite guns, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The price of these new guns is not quoted in the 
market; but the sum here appropriated by this bill would answer for 
ten fine guns and the necessary steam-engines or condensers for con- 
densed air. I believe the idea is that they will cost $40,000 apiece. 

Mr. ALLISON. These pneumatic dynamite guns are to cost $40,- 


| 000 each. 


Mr. GORMAN. First, the amendment is not germane to this bill; | 


second, it is not estimated for; and next, ft has not been submitted to 
the Committee on Appropriations one day before being oflered in the 
Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. First, the Senator says it is not germane to the 
bill; but the whole purpose of the bill appears to be to organize, arm, 
pay, and equip an army; and as this can not go very well upon the 
naval bill, and as it did not necessarily go upon the fortifications bill, 
because the building of fortifications does not necessarily imply their 
armament, I see no possible objection to its being put upon the Army 
appropriation bill. Certainly on page 20 we find an appropriation pro- 
vided for ‘* for the purchase of ' 
different calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the 
same, ammunition, and carriages tor the same, all complete and mounted 
in place ready for military use, $400,000,”’ 

Now the point is fine if we may spend $400,000 to buy dynamite 
guns, which are in a large sense still in the stage of experimentation, 
and we may not provide for the manufacture of some forged, built-up 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
insist on the question of relevancy ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would waive it until I can 
make some statements on the propriety of this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment, before that pointis made. I wish to 
say in response to the suggestion made by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that when I asked unanimous consent to take up this bill to-day 


| the Senator from Connecticut intimated that he might not consent un- 
| less the amendment which he offered this morning from the Committee 
on Military Affairs and sent to the Committee on Appropriations should 


pneumatic dynamite guns of | 


steel cannon of modern steel whose value is unquestionably established | 


by the ecience of the world aud by the usages and practice of all mili- 
tary nations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
batable. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As I have said all I need to say on that point, I 
will not contest the matter with the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The contest is with the Senate, not 
the Chair. The rules say it shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 have forgotten now what the other point was. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The point was that it has not been estimated for, 
and has not been offered and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions one day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As tothe point that it is not estimated for, I do 
not know how much of technical truth there is in that objection, for | 
have not the Book of Estimates by me at this moment; but I beg leave 


The question of relevancy is not de- 


also be considered, and in response to that suggestion I stated that I 
would make no objection to the introduction of the amendment to-day 
that could not be made to-morrow. In other words, I should not make 
the point to-day that the amendment had not been sent to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for a sufficient length of time, and I hope in 
any suggestion of points of order the Senator from Maryland will help 
me keep that agreement. 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure I withdraw that part of the 
point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator was not in at the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 


| from Maryland to insist on the question of the relevancy of this amend- 


to say that the substance of it has been demanded by the annual re- | 


port of every Secretary of War for ten or fifteen years, and by every 
annual report of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The general proposition, the essence of this measure, has been reported 
favorably by four or five of the best and most elaborately constituted 
boards we have ever had on the subject of the armament of the country, 
the Getty board, the Armament Board, the Fortifications Board, com- 
posed of eminent officers of the Army and Navy and eminentcivilians; 
the Gun Foundry Board, composed of the very best men in the Army 
and Navy for that purpose, and who made an elaberate examination 
of gun-making machinery and plant in this country and in Europe. 

The Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships of the Senate de- 
voted a year and a half to visiting the leading steel establishments of 
this country and the leading gun and ship building establishments of 


it, and they came to the conclusion that these things were needed. 


ment and has asked for it 1 can not say. Os course we do not ex- | 


pect them to submit elaborate estimates every year for the cost of fifty 


or seventy-five or one hundred guns, for they confine themselves to | 


showing that guns are absolutely necessary, and that we have not got 
any, leaving it to Congress in its discretion to prescribe the manner of 
purchasing or building them. 

The Senator from Maryland is mistaken in another respect. This 
amendment comes from the Military Committee, which, to be sure, met 
only this morning, not having met for a week before, and it was not ex- 
pected that the Army appropriation bill would be reported so soon from 
the Appropriations Committee. Butas soon as possible after the organ- 
ization of the Senate to-day I reported this amendment, which came 
fresh from the Committee on Military Affairs, and had it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

I do not think the points of the Senator from Maryland are good; 


ment. The rules require that the question of relevancy when raised 
shall be submitted to the Senate and decided without debate. The 
question, therefore, recurs, Is this amendment germane or relevant to 
the bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON., = Lask, for the information of the Senate on that 
question, that the clause from line 487 to 493, inclusive, of this bill 
shall be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempere. That would be debate, but the clause 
can be read by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dynamite 


guns, gun-carriages, aerial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, and 
batieries for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise, brought 


| to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much thereof as he may 


deem proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators in the affirmative will say 
ag. Poe 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the question precisely ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the third 
clause of Rule X VI, or so much thereof as applies to this point. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3. Noamendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
gencral appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly relate 


| thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when 
Europe, and to an examination of many prominent skilled experts in | 
all this business, an examination of literature of Europe generally upon | 


raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question therefore recurs, Is 


| the amendment proposed by the Senator irom Connecticut germane or 
t - 5 
Whether the War Department sanctions every word of this amend- | 


i 





relevant to this bill? 

The question was determined in the aflirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of relevancy is decided 
in the affirmative. The question then recurs on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I make the second point, ibat there is no estimate 
for this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Even if that were so, if the amend- 
ment had been reported by order of a standing or select committee, it 
would still be in order, and it has been reported, the Chair understands, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there is an estimate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis immaterial whether it has been 
estimated for or not. It has been reported by a committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is an estimate of $8,239,900 for this very year. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the estimate be read. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Let the Secretary read the item on the top of page 177 


of the Book of Estimates. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Estimated amount | Total amount to be 
required for each appropriated un 
detailed object of der each head of 
expenditure. appropriation. 


Gun and mortar batteries— 

For construction of gun and | 
mortar batteries for defense | 
of our chief seaports: For | 
Portland Harbor, $290,000; Bos- 
ton Harbor, $280,000; Narra- 
gansett Bay, $290,000; New 
York, $696,000; Philadelphia, 
$210,000 ; Zaltimore, $80,000; 
Washington, D. C $80,000 ; 
Hampton Roads, $250,000; New 
Orleans, $210,000; and San 
Francisco, $460,000. (Sub- 
Mitted).....cccsecseeesseessrrereereere 

Torpedoes for harbor defenses 

For closing channels leading 
our principal seaports. (S 
Mitted) ....ceeeseeesereerererees i 

Preparing mining casemates and 
ecable-shafts and galleries to 
render it possible to operate 
submarine mines at Portland 
Head, 3; Boston,5; Narragan- 
sett Bay, 2; New York, 5; | 
Philadelphia, 2; Baltimore, 1; | 
Washington, 1; Hampton 
Roads, 2; and San Francisco, 5. 

(Submitted)...... 


panebocoenqneas ‘ $2, 840, 000. 00 
to 
ib- 


$300, 000. 00 | 





1, 560, 000. 00 


Mr. HAWLEY. I submit that it is not necessary to read further. 
What has already been read shows clearly that the estimates are made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I trespass on the Senate a few moments to say 
why I press this particular proposition ? 

1 do not wish to argue the whole case as to whether it is necessary 
to arm our coasts or not, but I make the broad statement that a nation 
of more than sixty millions of people, with their almost incalculable 
wealth, can not resist a first-class ship of China, Japan, Chili, or any 
one of the nations of Europe. 

I make the broad statement that every one of our great ports is open 
to complete capture by a fraction of the navies of any one of the great 
powers of Europe; that ships can go past any of our forts with their 
guns and levy upon the cities; that there is not in the possession of 
the Army on the coast of the country a single modern gun. The whole 
Army has not a single modern built-up steel gun. It has only the old- 
fashioned heavy cast-iron smooth-bores, and the Parrotts, which kill 
more friends than enemies. 

I ask by this amendment that there may be a beginning of the man- 
ufacture of the proper guns for the fortification of our coasts. The ex- 
perience of Europe is in favor of the plan proposed here—joint work 
between private manufacturers and the Government. The experiment 
1as been tried to satisfaction of conducting these large establishments 
wholly by Government; it has been tried to satisfaction conducting 
them wholly by individuals; and the latter, I must confess, so far as my 
recollection goes, answers better than to conduct them by the Govern 
ment entirely. But the plant required to enter upon the manufacture 
of the proper modern built-up rifle is very large indeed, and differs in 
many respects from the plant required for ordinary commercial pur- 
poses; and no wise manufacturer of steel will make a contract with the 
Government unless it be large enough to justify him in putting in new 
machinery. 

Take one single element of it as an example—the steam-hammer. 
An appropriation, I will not dare to say of how much, would be re- 
quired for the old steam-hammer; but that is substituted now by a 
vastly improved machine, an extraordinary machine, too, known as 
the hydraulic forging machine, which will take a mass of thirty, forty, 
or fifty thousand pounds of steel, a cubic ingot of it, and work it as the 
cook works the dough in the kitchen, thereby making a homogeneous 
mass of steel of approximately equal tenacity and strength all the way 
through. ; 

It will cost hundreds of thousands of dollars to put up that forge 
alone. I have seen one of them working upon a trifle of 16 tons of 
steel at once, and capable of working 40 or 50. One is already being 
put up in this country now by the concern which successfully bid for 
the making of the armor and the parts of heavy guns for the Navy. 
The Navy has got ahead of the Army in this, far ahead of it. The 
country could not resist the demand for a regeneration of the Navy. 
Successive bills passed Congress ordering the building of ships, not of 
the first class, not of the most offensive class, but cruisers, the sea po- 
lice, the beginning of a navy, the light borse of the Navy, and some 
partially protected cruisers. 

After Secretary Whitney found that adding together such armor as 
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h is required to have for a number of these ships, and adding together 
the imber of guns that he was directed to get, he would be able to 
ofier to some manufacturer a contract for six or seven thousand tons of 
forged armor and forged parts of heavy guns, anticipating the neces- 
Sity ticipating the absolute recessity that the Government would 
s ) iter begin the manufacture of these ti rs, one of ut 
tec y rks egan ( i eto K i I t pi t cost 
ol \ ere ro! “00.000 to $ mn OOO } pwa ae ent t was 
able to take beyond all competitors immediately ntra ered 
y the Secretary of the Navy. 
Now the Navy has thirty-four ste 10n of t 
/ rood indeed, of moderate sizes, nea ly done, and it is aut] 
t lor o ] indred 1 ¢ 1) es, rul 
¢ like a 10-inch gun very ¢ ctive dh ivy 
t the Army | e si cun of that de n 1 
m count 1 expe! 1 ste vun, I belis nor has t 

en taken towards le creat 

Vithou to furnish e details, I lay down the proy on 
} t to t $ LO ash va manula irers to torg } il, 
' , t even e the ] 3 t lL the ’ 

i ! 1 assem! y ) One I Navy 18s W I 
\ ¢ ou a gol i la ’ estaDlis I the 
I d in t t It is a le now so far as nT 

i ‘ 1 othe! r ti At i ishoald i 
Watervliet I t pieces are f ly turned to the thousandt 
or the fr: f a thousandth o Th i t is slippe i 
to a central tu on the gun, ot ets put « t, and bands of 

ei ‘ en SW remember tires tne eels I 
y » t + on ihe a cun is built ip ; 

l ) ) s on the skil vi ynat t in \ ) { 
i ild all } ide in one Pp 

Che v snow, I sa to get |} ite esta S } to ve ese 

lar parts i bring them to the Gover é st put 
ist t sand the assembling upon them Chatis W t the Navy 
loing bessemer Steel Works are |} ling a part of the guns 

Io l th aa > ople 7 ib] ind etting thel r 

the navy-yard here. That we want done for the rh 

e hundred and forty-two guns ahead of the Army, thirty-four built 
ne dred and eight to be built; but we have: 

who coast, not one that can check the first. and second, or t 

s s of the navies of the world. 

Wemust begin. It takes time. This $5,000,000 s like or 
item, but it can not be paid out under three or four years, and t 
section of the amendment p:ovides that hall be a cont p- 
propriation and shall not be turned into the Treasury in the 

the end ol two years. We do not exp ta thir » be dk 

hin that timeunless it besome parts of the light and tri : 
gill we call it trifling nowadays though it carries a proj that 
will go through six of our ships of the Navy side by 

We do not expect much from these forging establishments 
considerable time—a year or a year and a half, I think If one is 
started to-day, will probably be eighteen m ti befor it can 
forged, and we do not require the pieces of the large gun to be 
ere under three years 

L hope this nt uct ll not go to th Het Steel W 
ply be se I want another establishment set up, a I wou 
if there were three of them in the country who, while answering h 

tray commercial demand as might come along for steel shaft 1 
be ready all the while to enter into the manufacture of hea 
us, for a considerable number of them we must absolut 

Chis simply makes a beginning. It is the first step t is wiping 
out that shame which rests upon us of being an a lutely d ui 
eople. 

: [ do not argue tha I will not i S t gil- 
ing the question wh ht fo yeop le litic f 
defense. You cant Preside ‘ ! I th 
nothing behind you. 1ent is not worth a 1 ling 

high temper of controversy arises and the war spirit begins O 
at you with a tremendous argument in your fist, but a bubbl hind 
you, and what do they care? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the experience which I hay ined 
on the committee that the Senator from Connecticut spoke of will t 
permit me to allow anything to pass this body silently wh 
have an opportunity of voting for a proposition to put our people ind 
our Government in a condition adequate for coast defense Phat com- 
mittee made a very exhaustive exar tion of all these subjects, with 


the assistance of some of the very best scientific ability in the United 
States, and we came to a gratifying conclusion, on which, I thin ‘ 
body is now united, that we have all the material in the United States 
necessary tor the manufacture of ordnance of the heaviest and best de- 
scription. We have the talent and genius amongst our mechanics 
have the enterprise amongst our manufacturing capitalists, and we have 
everything but the encouragement of the United States to some person 
or persons to engage in this very heavy enterprise 


| There is but one customer in this country for heavy guns, and that 
| is the Government of the United States. Unless we step forward and 
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make a beginning in this direction there is nobody that is competent 
to doit. No private company or man is going to invest his money in 
a gun factory on the mere idea that he may be able tosell guns to some 
foreign country. ‘There must of necessity be some home encourage- 
ment to these enterprises before they can be started. We must start 





at some time. We have really started later than we ought to have 
done. 
We started two or three years ago in the same direction where the 


Secretary of the Navy found himself able to start by congregating cer- 
tain appropriations made in one bill and anotherso as to purchase the 
steel. If we had 
portunities for the establishment of a gun tactory and the machinery 
jor the production of heavy guns in this country three years ago, we 
should pow have had an establishment that we could rely upon. 
‘Things go pretty fast in the world just at this time. Steam propels 
Ships with great rapidity, and electricity carries messages in the twink- 
ling of ap eye across the sea, so that nations that have any expectation 


of defense. We need establishments in the United States, we need 
foundations for these heavy compressers, these heavy hammers, what- 
ever may be the best, to weld and to prepare by hammering and other- 
wise the large billets of steel that are now requisite for making steel 
guns. 

I notice a $40( ,000 appropriation in this bill for mere experimental 
purposes in regard to dynamite guns. In regard to steel guns the ex- 
periment, I think, has been made. I think the world has probably 


attained to as high state of perfection in the manufacture of steel guns 
as will be attained at all, unless we can find some means by which we | 


can make a cast-steel gun cheaper and stronger than a built-up gun. 
I think that alter having waited so many years for the purpose of 
gaining the enlightenment that comes from the experience and scien- 
tific efforts of the different nations of the earth on this subject, we can 
now afford to say to ourselves that we can make as good a gufi in the 


United States as can be made in any other part of the world, and that | 
perhaps it is not necessary to wait any longer for the scientifie genius | 


of the world to develop a better gun than can now be made out of steel. 

The science of gun-making having reached this very high plane, it 
seems to me now that we ought to enter upon it with confidence, adopt 
what science has developed, and proceed to make our foundations with 
a view of putting our country in reach of all the necessary agencies to 
meet any emergency that may come upon us, 
United States such a gun factory as Krupp’s establishment in Ger- 
many, it would add immensely to the moral powerof the United States, 
and [ think that there is scarcely a Senator here who has ever bestowed 
any attention upon the relations of the United States with foreign coun- 
tries who has not felt that there was some necessity for more moral 
power in this Government than we possess. The moral power of this 
Government is not at all equivalent to its sixty-five millions of popu- 
lation, its vast wealth, its great ovean boundaries, and its enormous re- 
sources of every kind and character. 

This Government in its power of command and control over the na- 
tions of the earth, in the moral sense of which I speak, is not up to the 
realization of its actual facilities, its actual inherent power. What do 
we need? Nothing at all but some action on the part of the Govern- 
ment to show the nations of the earth that we are prepared to use these 


Sa ; : 
great facilities and these extraordinary resources immediately when- 


ever occasion may demand, and that if an emergency should arise we 
shall not go and have to waste three or four or five hundred million 
dollars in making the preparation that experience and attention and 
care and scientific endeavor and effort ought to have developed slowly 
and completely. 

I agree with the Senator from Connecticut that the best thing we can 
do is to give Government support to privateeffortin making guns. The 
experience of Germany has established that proposition. Why was 
Krupp a better gun-maker than any other man in the world, and why 


is his steel reckoned among the very bestinthe world? It was because | 


that faithful and common-sense old man worked from his early man- 
hood all along with experience and preparation in the best methods oi 
manufacture, and then with the best pattern of gun that could be put 
together, and every gun was examined with critical and scrupulous 
care before it was put in. 

Krupp’s steel was what made Krupp’s guns. Krupp’s patience and 
eare, his individual effort devoted to the building up of his establish- 
ment, that made ita success. What was it that animated Krupp? 
Not merely ambition or glory. He had not any office under the Ger- 
man Government the duties of which he was performing under a 
salary. He wasa private man, but he had the Government for a patron; 
and he had a German’s pride in the glory of his country, and then he 
had a personal fondness for money-making to stimulate him to build up 
these great guns. It was through these simple agencies that that man 
got such power over the gun market of the world as that all the na- 
tions, nearly without exception I belicve, more or less, patronized his 
great establishment. 

Now, if we start in the United States a gun factory, or if you will 
enable our people by contributing as we ought to do to the manuifact- 
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started in the same direction and had the same op- | 


| chanics, the better parts of it, ought to be 
| men's of this kind. 

that they will be allowed to pursue any other than a certain settled | 
policy ought to be prepared, ina certain degree at least, with the means | 


| before it reaches the target at which it is aimed. 


| ment. 


| dynamite, not with 
| pounds of powder, and do it with absolute security. 


If we had to-day in the | 
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ure of guns to build the machinery that is requisite for the manufacture 
of these great guns, it will not be very long, not a great while, until 
you will find that San Francisco will be makingeguns out of that un- 
paralleled steel ore that they have there and sending them across the 
Pacific Ocean to China and Japan, and down the South American coast, 
and on this coast we shall be manufacturing guns for the eastern mar- 
ket of South America and Central America, and for the old coantries as 
well, because if you give our men the advantage they have the genius 
and the enterprise to do anything that ingenuity and capacity can ac 
complish. 

So I am in favor of the proposition. I want us to start, and we had 
just as well start now, and commence with this appropriation of $5,- 
0QU0,0U0, as to start later, and a great deal better start now than sta 
later. We ought to have this establishment started; this steel ought 
to be in process of manufacture, and all of the experience of our me- 
gathered into establish- 


Now, in regard to the dynamite gun, that is a very different thing. 
There is very little known about dynamite projectiles or dynamite guns. 
I understand that we have to have steam-engines for the purpose of 
making compressed air in order to get a powertul expanding element 
to project the projectile out of the gun without exploding the dynamite 
That is experimental, 
We are willing to bestow $400,000 in this bill on making that experi- 
It is very doubtful whether after all we shall provide a dyna- 
mite gun that will take the place of a steel gun in the navies of th 





fight the enemies of this country on the high seas, 
I confess that I should dislike very much to see the best man-of-war 


| that we could build sent out for the purpose of engaging a man-of-war 
| of equal power with steel guns on board his ship and nothing but dy- 
| namite on board of ours. 


I think that would be a very hazardous 
experiment. 

It has been but two days since I read that a patent had been issued 
here with thirty-three claims allowed by the Patent Office in favor of 
an Alabamian for a dynamite gun by which he proposes to throw the 
a great steam-engine, but with 40 or 50 or 100 
If that man’s in- 
vention is what it appears to be, and what I really believe it to he, we 


| shall not have spent $400,000 under this bill until that man will come 


in with a dynamite gun that will dispense with the engine entirely, 
and he will fire it like an ordinary steel gun. 

That is experimental; and I think when the Congress of the United 
States is willing to bestow $400,000 upon a project that is peculiarly 
and entirely experimental, after theinvestigations that have been made 
by acommitteeof this body and a report that has received the sanction 
of the War and Navy Departments both, and a report that is incontro- 
vertible on its facts and conclusions, we should not be unwilling to 
expend what the Senator from Connecticut proposes to expend in his 
amendment in building guns about which there is no longer any ex- 
periment at all, but the mere putting into actual physical use the result 


| of those experiences which have been collected by this committee and 


by the scientific men of this country, and which are absolutely controll- 
ing in regard to the manuiacture of these guns. I shall therefore vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I regret to see the Senate about to 
commit itself apparently to an appropriation for the manufacture of 
steel guns. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BECK. ‘The Senator from Maryland has the floor, and being 
advised that there are a number of Senators who desire to speak, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 29, 1888, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1888, 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Hon. Joun B. 
CLARK, its Clerk, who said: 

The Clerk of the House has received the following communication 
from the presiding officer: 

WaAsniInGTon, D, C., June 28, 1888. 

Srr: As I am compelled to be absent from the city for two days, you will 

please request the House to elect a Speaker pro tempore to serve during my ab- 


sence, 
JOHN G,. CARLISLE, 
Hon. Joun B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 
Clause 7 of Rule I provides that in the absence of the Speaker, or his 
omission to make an appointment of a Speaker to preside during his 
absence, it is for the House to proceed to elect a Sj-caker pro tempore. 




















Nominations are now in order. 
Mr. MILLS. I offer the re iution | 


The Clerk read asdoliows: 





Resolved, 'T t Hon. JA 3s H. Br r, & 
Geo nd he is her r ed Speak 
abse Spea 

Tl tion wa pt d 

Mr , IT accordingly took the cha 

> Wy " 

Prayer by 1¢ Chapiain, hev. W. H. M 

T ( ial of yesterday’s proceedings wa 

NOTIFICATION TO THE 

M MILLS submitt d the following 

1 i eed to 

. he ¢ ! ected to 
elected H« james H. BirountT,aR 
Speaker pro temp re during the temporary a 

OG-SIGNAL, ETC., rONINGTON 

The SPEAKER pro laid 1 
Secretary of t lreasur tra 
House Board of approy ' \ 





The SPEAKER pro ( ) l } 
the sistant erk of the Court of Clain 
of fuct in the case of Henry H. Lansdale 
was referred to the ¢ ommitte yn War f 

ST. CECILIA’S ACADEMY VS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Clain 
of fact in the case of St. Cecilia’s Acad 
was referred to the Committee on War ¢ 

BRII E OVER HE CA) 7 

The SPEAKER pro t Iso l 
1526) to authorize the construction of a 
River, between Rock Island and Carth: 


amendment disagreed to by the Senate 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Senat 
ment proposed by the House to this bill, : 


thereon. 


I have examined the amendment an it 
character, and I therefore ask unanimous cons 


cede from its amendment. 


Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amend: 
Mr. CRISP. I ask that it be reported 


my 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, after line 28, add: 


“And if said bridge shall not be finished wit! 
of this act the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and voi 
Mr. CRISP. I will state that by mistake that cl: i 
into the bill. This is aSenate bill amended by the House, which amend 
ment was disagreed to by the Senate, and I ask the House to recede. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE BETWEEN BRIDGEPORT AND SHEFFIELD. 


mT 


between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. 


Mr. CRISP. This is a Senate bill to which the House attached two 


in two years 


he SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the 
1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the’ 


from the 


use 1s put 


the bill (S. 


Tennessee Riv 


amendments, one of which the Senate agrees to; and the other, 


identical with the amendment just stricken from the 
reject. Lask that the House recede from its insistence 


ment. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
IMPROVEMENT OF BRAZOS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, in Texas; which 
was read twice and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

sZKAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was cranted as follows: 
lo Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, for ten days, on account o 


portant business. 


To Mr. LyNcH, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
To Mr. MORRILL, for one week, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. 
draw papers accompanying House bill 8630, for the relief of Fannie A. 


Boyd. 


BRAZOS RIVER, 


Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union from the further consideration 
of House bill 10165, and that the same be put upon its passage, 


former bill, they 


upon that amend- 
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Mr. ROWELL. I do not see any reason for passing a bill of that 
kind. If this improvement is practicable, the United States ought to 
make it. 


Mr. MILLS. I now ask for the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain 
persons employed in the service of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis on 
the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain 
thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head; 

A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott; 

A bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the Reform School for Girls of the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1457) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 
Kans. ; 

A bill (H, R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, 
widow of James Woodrum, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; 

Mr. KILGORE also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; 

A bill (8S. 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 

A bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh; 

A bill (8S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Amelia Hillyer; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker; 

A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; 

A bill (8S. 2331) granting a pension to Mary McGregor; 

A bill (S. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi- 
neers; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the question at 
issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong; 

A bill (8. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River in theState of Oregon and Territory of Washington; 

A bill (8S. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennes- 
see, or the south fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateville, 
Ky.; 

A bill (S. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across 
the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company; 

A bill (8. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to 
secure greater safety for life and property at sea; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson; 

A bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 

A bill (8. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; and 

A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask the gentleman to give way for a moment to 
allow me to make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLS. I will withdraw the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour and let the committees be called. 

RUFUS LOWE AND ©. M. LOFTIN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 10578) for the relief of Rufus Lowe and C. M. Loftin; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. GEN. W. W. AVERILL. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1650) for the relief 
of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averill; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘Two weeks from this evening there is to be a ses- 


sion to consider several bills of like character with the bill I have just 
reported, and I ask that it be included among the bills to be considered 
at that evening session. 





= senses 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time. 

| Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I will make it later in the day. 
| ROCK ISLAND DAM, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs have made a favorable report upon a resolution calling upon the 
| Secretary of War for information as to the destruction of the dam at 
the Rock Island arsenal, but as I understand that the information 
called for has been fully furnished to the Committee on Appropriations, 
I suggest that it is not necessary for us to put the resolution upon the 
Calendar or upon its passage, and I therefore ask that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BUILDINGS AT HIGHWOOD, NEAR CHICAGO, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10643) appropriating $300,000 for the construction 
of buildings for the military post at Highwood, near Chicago, III. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This bill was ordered to be reported favor- 
ably some weeks ago, and would have been reported to the House, but 
at the request of gentlemen in Chicago we concluded that we would 
hold the report until after the Army appropriation bill was disposed of, 
asit was expected that we would make an appropriation in that bill 
for this purpose. That appropriation has now been made in the Army 
bill, and I therefore suggest that for the present this bill and report lie 
on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE TO FILE REPORTS. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three reports from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims that I desire to present this morn- 
ing, but the gentleman who has them in his possession is not present 
at this moment, and [therefore ask unanimous consent that they may 
be filed with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees is now com- 
pleted. 
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That request is not in order at this 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate insists upon its amendments, non-concurred in 
by the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message further announced that the President pro tempore had 
appointed Senators SHERMAN, ALLISON, MANDERSON, CoLQuirttT, and 

3ERRY members on the part of the Senate of the committee of Con- 

gress authorized by the act approved May 28, 1883, to attend the Cen- 
tennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

The message further announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or en- 
listed men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of deser- 
tion, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agrees to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appoivted as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Messrs. HALE, CHANDLER, and GRAY. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6853 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year 1889, and still further insists upon its 
sixteenth amendment to said bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation 
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue. The 
pending amendment is to strike out lines 133 and 134: 

Vegetables in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated 
or provided for, 

Debate on this amendment is exhausted, but the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] is still entitled to two minutes in support of the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. In thetwoor threeadditional minutes 
allowed me I will withdraw the amendment which I offered yesterday, 
and move instead to amend by inserting after the words ‘‘ vegetables” 
the words: ‘‘Such vegetables as are now specifically dutiable under 
existing law.’’ Under the existing law vegetables in their natural state 
or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated or provided for; are subject 
to 10 per cent. ad valorem daty. ‘The proposition is to make vegeta- 
bles in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specifically enumer- 
ated or provided for, free. That provision, unless covered by some 
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amendment which the honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means informs us is to be proposed, would put potatoes, and, by a 
subsequent provision in this bill, beans, pease, and split pease upon the 
It would strike down a large agricultural interest in my 





free-iist. 


section of the country, and it meets with the most earnest protes 








the agriculturists, especially along the border line, who do not desi 
that their products shall come in competition with those of Canada « 
other foreign countries. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I will have printed as part of n 
remarks a table which has been prepared by Colonel Switzler, of the 


Bureau of Statistics, comprising a statement showing the imports o 
wheat and other breadstuffs, provisions, vegetables, eggs, etc., into the 








United States from the British North American Provinces and all othe 
foreign countries each year from 1868 to 1887. It is a special exhibit 






of the nportations referred to, and I am sure will be of interest to 
both sides of the House. It shows the m 
ness has grown of importing into this country breadstuffs and egg 
which are free both ways), and I think when the committee come to 
consider this table and to examine this exhibit of this business they 
willagree to make a more material modification of the provisions of 
the bill than that which is now proposed. 

I shall also incorporate in my remarks an article from the New Yerk 
Tribune of June 4, 1888, in relation to the importation of cheap pota 
toes from Europe. 

The following is the article 

[From the New York Tribune. June 4. 1888 
CHEAP POTATOES FROM EUROPE — DANGER TO THE AMERICAN FARMER IF TU 
DUTY ON THEM IS REMOVED. 


nitude to which the busi 





The recent large arrivals of potatoes upon trans-Atlantic passenger stean 

















which bring them over practically as ballast, has occasioned no little surp: 
in the shipping world as well as among dealers in farm produce A stea I 
of the National Line arrived here a few days ago with 1.000 bs ° atoes 
and upon inquiry it was found that the freight paid upon re 
enough to cover the expense of putting them into the vessel ng 
the transportation of them for 3,000 miles; and, too, they we eata 
less price than potatoes brought from Newfoundland ] ‘ 
the import duty of 15 cents a bushel, are cheaper than the hom This 
new departure of bringing potatoes from Europe ether w sit 
in the Mills free-trade bill entirely to remove the duty from potatoes, is 
ing alarm to everybody excepting the foreign growers and the foreign s 
owners. 

The receipts of potatoes from Great Britain sinee October 1 last up to § 
day, were 3,411 540 bushels, against 106,047 | Is for tl same p lavea 
ago. There also came 240,249 bushels from the cor nt. against 1 12 bus 





nu yearago. This means an attack upon the American farmer, and a more et 
feetive one upon his industry if the duty should be tirely removed, as he 
would then find it useless to cultivate his unprofitable lands; but the Democra 
Congress is determined to foster the foreign producer and the fore 
in preference to the American industries. 

G.S8. Palmer, a produce merchant, who has studied the question thors ily, 
said on Saturday: “To remove the present duty of 15 cents per |! 
undoubtedly so flood the market with foreign potatoes that American produce: 
could raise them only ata lossto themselves. The present duty was an equit 
able one, and it should not be made higher than it is at present, because in sea 
sons when the home crop fails, or is not large enough to meet the home «de 
mands, a high tariff would be an injustice. When they are 
they are easily handled and occupy but little space, and conse« 
cellent ballast. The farmers are much opposed to having the duty removed 
Foreign potatoes,by being brought as ballast,can be ld cheaper th t 
home product, but once drive our own farm out of the market, or rer 
the home competition, there will be a demand for potatoes that will s 
the freight charges, and the potatoes will cost the consumer more than they 
now. 

















Statement showing t imports of heat and a'lother by stuffs, provis 
bles, and eqgs into the United States fromthe British North American Pro s 
all other foreign countries during each year from 1868 to 1887 

Under the title of ‘“ British North American Provinces 

minion of Canada, Newfoundland, and La 


luded the Dx 





BRITISH NORTH AMERICAN PROVINCES 


Year end- All other! FTOvis- | 
ing Wheat. bread- | ‘ONS \in- ae Eggs 
June 30— stuffs. cluding tables > 
meats 
Bushels. Dozens. 
1, 593, 824 $ $200, 386 
1, 337, 227 
£38, ( 2 
688, 2 994 





1,532, 220 


do, 


1, 453, 204 












4, 

( 4, 

1,631, 404 239, 214! 5, 

299, 617 54,471) 4,2 

2, 666 12, 344) 4, 

319, 945 1,453,549) 4, 
1, 340, I 5, 963, 044 

2.0038 29} 


5, 918, O74 
7, 652, 068 
795, 940) 9,471, 391 
2, 501, 649 11,728, 518 
1, 009, 933 14, 683, 061 
77, 616 14, 688, 417 
197, 881/13, 969, 474 
27, 104 14, 465, 664 
430, 708 13, €82, 914 


451, 6 
191, 36: 
S44, ‘ 
1, 073, 156) 1, 063, 436) 9, 406, 481 
22, 590 19, 321) 6,540, 530 
203, 996 165, 973, 6,779, 547 
379,569 328,500) 7,354,551 
277,510 218, 551) 6, 312, 461 








'Not stated. 
? Imports of eggs by countries not stated 
’Imports of vegetables by countries not stated 


XIX——356 


4 Includes tallow. 
5 Includes vegetables. 
*Included in provisions. 
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I Ww idraw my former motion, and m ) tt p i- 
1ves—lines 133, 1314. Ithink the vet 1 er bei tly 
this motion 
Mr. MILLS. Let L vote 
CH AIRM AN tl true! { erelo- 
ibmitte . w Ye Mr. BA | will 
] carded as with« te out t paragraph 
be treate ( | i Oo omection. 
MILLI t submitted 
{ gent ulopted; a id 
i say this int iong t orther ) er 
of Maine and 0 yas to Canada If J 
it not known that a great deal of what is said | ) friend 1 the 
other side is little if anything more than 3} us argument to sus- 
tain their case, I should have been astonished tosee proposed in the bill 
his attack upon the farmer; for if our f is on the o le are 
great in re great as weepers over the | i condition of 
t rl m d from M yuri | M DocKERY | 




































cry ove any times in this House that I have in sym- 
path i tears myself My friend from Iowa [ Mr. 
\\ I with such vigor that you would think he 
saw noth nterests of this country And my friend 
I ir presenting this bill to the House in his elo- 

ient, and (considering the badness of his cause) a irgument, gave 

his principal reason, if I mistake not, for int: icing this bill, tha 
it would 1 ve the hardships of the farme: 1et, gentlemen now 
come in here and in these two lines of the bill attack the farmers along 
the northern border of our ccun n the most l part ir; for 
as we all know, it is up hn vevet ) 3 rather t it pon st iple art cles 
which can be transported ac the oce tt farmer makes the 
largest percentage of profit; fror getables, more, perhaps, than from 
anything else, he gets the ret with which he purchases the sup- 


plies for himself and his family Yet in resp 
of the farmer’s production our friends upon the other side would put 
him in direct competition with the farmers of New Brunswick, who 
live in cheaper houses; who have but few of the comforts of life; in 
whose fields women can be seen working as you do not see them on 


this side of the border. Those farmers of New Brunswick can sell theiz 


t to this important part 
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productions for a less price, because they need smaller returns, Why 
I t bet n Maine and New Brunswick you will find th 

Ar can producer getting 25 cents a bushel for his potatoes, which are 

tal Lint ! i just as they come and to the starch factor 

vi e the fa ron the other side of the ells his potatoes fo 

half that price, (nd the same comparison applies through the whole list 
Allow 1 to say to my friend ‘exas that his argum that 

the superior ll of the Americar ill and the use of ma 
hinery Lv to him the facility or with more effect, and there 





1 


( 
fore to get better pay because he produces more, does not apply in this | 


case. lt does not require skilled labor to produ e the produc ts of the 


farm on the other side of the line. I know that new machinery, new 








farming implements, have beenintroduced ; but our progressive Yanke« 
have carried their inventions and their machinery across the borde: 
and you find there, as well as on this side, your mowing machine, 
your reaping machine, and all your patented implements of husbandry. 

| Ifere the hammer fell 

Mr. MILLIKEN ! would liket » occupy a few moments more, 

Mr. MILLS I now ask for a vote 

Mr. NELSO? [ rise to move a pro forma amendment, and yield 
my five minutes to the gentleman from Maine | Mr. MILLIKEN 

Mr. MILLIS EN I hope I shall be allowed five minutes m« 

Mr. NELSON [ ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’st 
| tended five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. Ni ON |] 
ks unanimous consent that the ge un from Maine [Mr. MILu! 

I be per! ted to continue his ve minut t ‘ 
objection ? 

Mr. MILLS I object 

Mr. BREWER, move to amend pro forma by striking out the w 
‘‘not specially enumerated or provided for.’’ 

Mr. MILLS I move that the committee rise so that the House may 
limit debate on this proposition. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILLs, there were 
ayes 74, noes 64 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted Let us have tel] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thatis right. The other side should not 


allowed to go back on the farmers without telling them why. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BAKER, of New York, and Mr. Mis 










were appointed 

Mr. BAKER, of New York (before the count by tellers was con- 
c] 1 M nea) we have a i that the debate on this proposi- 
tion be allowed to run for twenty minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN Dy the gentlemen from Texas withdraw hi 

{ n t 4} ‘ ++ 1 t 

Mr. MILLS 1 es r; the gentleman from New York and I hay 
made an agreement, which I hope the Committee of the Whole will 
rat that twenty minutes be allowed on each side. 

The CHAIRMA) The motion that the committee rise is wit! 
drawn. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent that all 


and amendments thereto be lim- 


debate upon the pending paragrap 
; ites on each side. Is there objec- 


to forty minute twenty mi 
tion? The Chair hears none. Without the interposition of formal 
amendments the Chair will recognize gentlemen to speak on the mo 
tion to strike out. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] h 
been recog 





Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I will only take about three min- 
ules to say all | 0 sa ; question. The committee who 
reported tl the ge who framed it do not appreciat 
th 10orm« p on which ses between our farmers along t 












border of Canada and those who reside in Ontari 
tion of the province of Canada. 


The district I have the honor to represent here lies within 12 mil 


», in the western por 








of the city of Detroit [t is largely a rural district The great market 
for the pe ple residing in that district is in the city of Detroit. They 
take there their vegetables, they take there their grain, they take there 
ill their farm products and exchange them for goods they find in that 
‘ It itely opposite city of Detroit, across the river, about 
t f a mile, is th 1ce of Ontario, an excellent farm- 
ing count I nothin h prevents to-day the competition 
in vegetables hetween the people residing across the river and the farm- 
ers of my district except a small tariff duty on potatoes. Are we to 


remove this duty we do what compensation will the people of 
Detroit or the people of Michigan receive for that gift we are making 
to the people residing in the province of Ontario. If we are to receive 
our potatoes and other vegetables from the people of Ontario free, then 
ought not the people of Detroit and the border States be entitled to 
pass their products across the river into Ontario free of duty. Yet the 
Committee on Ways and Means propose to give, without any compensa- 
tion whatever in return, to the people residing in Canada the right to 
have the markets naturally belonging to the people of Michigan with- 
out any compensation whatever. 

1 know, Mr. Chairman, it is useless for me, it is useless for any one 
residing near the border to protest against this act, because it has been 
decreed this bill is to pass and to pass as reported by the committee as 
ordered by the caucus. I rise, therefore, merely for the purpose of 
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protesting against it, and protesting in the interest of the farmers who 
live in my district and whose products a1 vught in direct competi 
tion with the like products from the province of Ontario, which com 
free into Detroit in opposition to the interest of those whom I hay 





0 the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. YARDLEY ] 


In yi 
Mr. YARDLEY Mr. Chairman, a large percentage of the peopl 
vyhom I have the honor to represent on this floor are farmers, and in 


their behalf I have pre nted to this House petit on after petition signed 
wes, by farz clubs, and by individual farmers, asking 


the duty on farm products be increased Gentlemen on the other side 


by farmers’ gra 





| of the House who profess to be interested in the farmers have answered 


their prayers and petitions by placing t 
the free-list. 

I submit there should be protec o the American farmer against 
the importations from Canada and other foreign countries. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committeee on Ways and Means 
tells us that hereafter, some time in the future, a proviso will be brought 
in which will explain and interpret yrovisions of this section. | 


submit until that proviso is offered section must be construed a 


roducts of the farms upo1 














it is written, and as it is written, pota together with other veg: 
tables, are put upon the free-list. 

Further along in the bill garden seeds are pat upon the free-list. | 
have the honor of representing several of the largest industries in rais 
ing garden seeds in the whole United States. I represent here people 


who cultivate all kinds of garden seeds, and one gentleman in my own 
county who cultivates turnip seeds informs me that he has contracted 
with many farmers in his locality to pay 12 cents a pound for thei: 
entire crop of turnip seeds, and yet English growers of turnip seeds 
offer to deliver (all costs paid) ia Philadelphia turnip seeds at 8 cent 
per pound. While that contract may be a good one for the farmers this 
year, they will find that after the passage of this bill they will have to 
compete with foreign importations and can not sell their turnip seeds 
for more than 8 cents a pound. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been told again and again by the gentlemen 
upon the other side that their hearts are overflowing with love for the 
farmer, and their chief desire in presenting this bill is to relieve the 

rmer from excessive taxation, and yet they propose to relieve them by 
placing garden seeds, beans, pease, and other vegetables upon the free-list. 








During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, $149,876.07 worth of 


= 


garden seeds and $519,312.36 worth of vegetables were imported into 


this country in direct competition with the products of the farms of 
| our owncountry. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlemen upon the other side 
| of the House are sincere in their repeated expressions of sympathy for 


the farmers they will unanimously join with us now in this effort to 
trike the enumerated vegetables and garden seeds from the free-list, 
and thus aid us to fairly and honestly protect the products of the farm. 


{ Applause. | 
ir. THOMAS H. B. Browne withholds his remarks for revision. 


APPENDIX. | 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it will be impossible to know the 





t 





effect of putting this provision upon the free-list without understand- 
ing beforehand just what is now admitted under the language ‘‘ vege- 





tables in their natural state, etc.’’ Of the imports entered for consump- 

ing the year 1887 of this class of farm products other than beans 
and pease, the total value was $519,312, upon which a duty of about 
$51,000 was collected. But what the items are, composing these im- 
yrtations, ‘‘ vegetables in their natural state, etc.,’’ the committee 
1ave not given us any information. In this condition I have taken oc- 
easion to ascertain from the Secretary of the Treasury the importations 
for the last nine months under the clause ‘‘ vegetables other than beans, 


pease, and potatoes,imported in their natural state or in salt or brine,’’ 








and I find that at the ports of Bangor, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 


Baltimore, Buffalo, Niagara, and Detroit, there were imported unde 
this provision during that period, beet cabbages, cauliflower, corn, 
cucumbers, onions, pease, radishes, squash, turnips, tomatoes, and vari- 
us other vegetables amounting to an aggregate value of $265,904; 


I shall insert at this point a table giving the exact amount of each. 
The table is as follows: 


1 
i 


a2 


Values of the several kinds of vegetables (oti an beans, pease, and pota- 


toes) imported in their natural state, or in salt or brine, and entered fo 
msumption at the below-named ports during the nine months ending 
Yarch 31, 1888. 
I pee “. ae - os Beets Cab- | Cauli- |, . Cucum-| Gar- | Len- , 
=< or cor ny} Loe s. | ri : /nions 
ee _— | bages. flower. |~?" bers. lic. | tils — 


tion. 


3angor 
Boston , 
New York 
Philadelphia + 
Baltimore..............+.+ 
Buffalo..... ‘ 
Niagara 
Detroit 





















184 | 233 21 (2,813 | 118,183 


Total. .cc-.ecsccosesses.| 18,438 1,760| 119 
| | | 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. Asa matter of fairness I think it well 
to have read from piage 6147 of the RecorpD the amendment now pend- 
ing, so that the House may understand just what are its terms. 

Mr. MILLS. Has the time for debate closed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘The amendment is already in the Recorp. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Yes; but let it be read, so gentlemen 
may understand its provisions. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 






This act is intended and shall be construed as an act supplementary and 
amendatory to existing laws, and the rates of duty and modification of clauses 
provisions, and sections herein specifically made are intended and shall be con- 
strued as a repeal of all clauses, provisions,and sections in conflict herewith 
but as to all clauses, provisions, and sections in existing laws not herein spe- 
cifically changed, modified, or amended, the rates of duty now existing shall be 
and remain in full force and effect 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected—ayes 59, 
noes Gr. 

Mr. BRUMM.  Icall for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 28 members voting in favor thereof. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Chicory root, ground or unground, burnt or prepared, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to move that the committee rise, in order that 
the Committee on Appropriations may present some business. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will oceupy only a few minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of 


the last amendment a remark was made by the chairman of the Com- | 


mittee on Ways and Means which I wish to challenge at this moment; 
that is, that the Republican party is in favor of free whisky. I think 
the gentleman did not coolly and carefully intend that statement. A 
large proportion of the Republican party is in favor of abolishing the 
internal taxes now existing in this country, not because they are levied 
upon whisky or tobacco, but because they believe that system of taxa- 
tion to be unwise. 

The assertion that the Republican party is in favor of free whisky is ab- 
surd, The Republican party is not in favor of that either in its conven- 
tion or in its individual capacity, and I take the first opportunity to re 
pudiate it so far asl am concerned. In fact, there is no truth, there is 
no meaning in the statement. It seems to me, sir, that the great ques- 
tion now before the people is whether protection to American indus- 
tries sha!l be continued. The Republican party, [ admit, is in favor of 
the general doctrine of protection, not to one industry but to all indus- 
tries; and if internil taxation is in the way of that, the Republican 
party are in favor of repealing that internal taxation. ‘The Democratic 
party, I think, are in favor of another course; and if the existing in- 
ternal taxation can be made a means to strike down and destroy pro- 
tection, they will encourage and sustain it for that purpose and that 
alone. Mr. Chairman, a man » ho under these circumstances, with his 
judgment in hand, would coolly say that the Republican party is in 
favor of free whisky is a man who might be developed accorsing to 
the Darwinian theory for countless cycles of time without mounting 
intellectually to the position of a brevet ass. [Laughter.] I with- 
draw the formal amendment. 

Mr. MILLS I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ezra B, 
TAYLOR] whether he meant that last remark for me. Idesire to have 
it read. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I can repeat it, I think. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, repeat it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. After having stated that I did not believe 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] had expressed that as his 
real opinion, I said that a man who under all the circumstances would, 
coolly and with his judgment in hand, assert that the Republican 
party was in favor of free whisky per se, was a man, etc. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Chairman, all Ihave to say is that the plat- 
form of the Republican party says that they are in favor of the repeal 
of the internal-revenue taxes. [Cries of *‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’ on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Do not interrupt me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, read the platform. 

Mr. MILLS. Itsaysthat the Republican party is in favor of the repeal 
of the internal-revenue taxes. It says thatitis first in favor of taking 
the duty off alcohol used in the arts, and if that does not reduce the 
revenue enough then it says it is in favor of taking off the internal- 
revenue taxes, and what does that mean but taking the tax off whisky ? 
Now that is what is understood in the country as favoring free whisky. 
{Murmurs of dissent on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I am not at all astonished at the tenderness of gen- 
tlemen on this question. It is well known that a majority of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side, and a majority of the Republican party, have 
been opposed to the extreme position which was taken at Chicago. It 
is known that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has repre- 
sented a minority of his party on this floor, and when the convention 
at Chicago was lashed and scourged and driven into taking a position 


for free whisky, no one sooner than the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

used the wings of the lightning to congratulate the convention fo: 

coming up to the heroic stand which he had taken in advance for his 

party. 

| Mr. KERR. I want to ask the gentleman 
Mr. MILLS. Oh, yousitdown. /[Laughter. ] 

You were then—— 

| Mr. KERR. I want to ask you—— 

| Mr. MILLS. Oh, you sit down. [Laughter. | 

| Mr. Chairman, it is well known that when we have hitherto asked 

| gentlemen on the other side of the House to name the articles upon 

which they were willing to reduce taxation they spoke of rice and 

| 

| 

| 





they spoke of sugar, but there was not a gentleman on that side of the 
House who said he was in favor of taking the taxation off whisky. [or 
the first time at Chicago the Republican party came up boldly and de- 
fiantly and took the position before the American people in favor of 
retaining taxation on the necessaries of life—on food, on clothing, on 
the implements of labor, on everything necessary to human existence— 
and demanded that the Treasury should be emptied of the surplus rev- 
enue by taking the tax off whisky. That is the language of their plat- 
form; that is the position they have to take before the intelligent judg- 
ment of the American people; no amount of disclaimer will be able to 
satisfy the American people that they do not mean, when they get into 
power, to reduce internal-revenue taxation, to take the tax off whisky, 
and, as they are constantly trying to do here during the consideration 
of this bill, leave the taxation where it is, upon the necessaries of life, 
or increase it. 

! Here the hammer fell. ] 
| Mr. KELLEY. As my name has been freely used by the gentle- 
| man from Texas [Mr. MILs], I ask to be heard for a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amend 
ment. If there be no objection, it wili be regarded as withdrawn. = Lh« 
Chair hears no objection. 
| Mr. KELLEY. Irenewtheamendment. I desire tosay, Mr. Chair- 
man, that no man who has read or heard what I have said on the sub- 
ject of internal-revenue taxation at any time since the close of the war 
is justified in charging me with being in favor ef free whisky. Ihave 
never favored it. I have advocated the repeal of war taxes, such taxes 
as Jefferson denounced as ‘‘an infernal system,’’ and which were then 
repealed at the end of eleven years. I have denounced that *‘infernal 
system ’’ which Madison and Monroe hastened to repeal at the end of 
| four years, when such taxes had been again resorted to as a war meas- 
ure. I have demanded that the Democracy shall walk in the footsteps 
of the fathers of their party, shall maintain its holiest precedents, by 
relieving from the supervision of the National Government the fields, 
the factories, and the orchards of the South. I have demanded that 
they carry out their platform of 1834, which demanded and promised 
an abolition of the internal-revenue taxes. Gentlemen on the other 
side can not deny that it was the promise of the Democracy, in their 
convention of 1884, to the tobacco-growers, the fruit-growers, the dis- 
tillers of the South that they should be relieved from national surveil- 
lance and supervision in their industry. 

I have asked that these great sources of revenue be remitted to the 
people in the States, and under State law to the municipalities of the 
States, so that those governments which bear the burden of vice, crime, 
and insanity shall have whatever revenue may be justly derived from 
a source so fruitful of crime and misery as the whisky business. 

I in favor of free whisky! It is a dire party necessity that prompts 
the leader of the Ways and Means Committee, with whom I have been 
so intimate, to make such a charge against me personally or as a rep- 
resentative of my party. A Democrat of old, I stand by the teachings 
of the founders of the party, of the framers and expounders of its doc- 
trines; and I ask the Democracy to-day to keep faith with the peop) 
of the South, who were deluded into the support of that party four year 
ago by its lying promise to remit the internal taxes. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal o! 
admiration to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY] in regard to the Democracy. So far as he has spoken ina 
complimentary manner of that ancient party, I of course appreciate his 
suggestions. But another gentleman sitting beyond him—I do not 
know exactly from what part of the country he comes—delivered a sort 
of temperance lecture to the House, and undertook to refute the sug- 
gestion that the Republicans of the country, as they have expressed 
themselves in their convention, are in favor of free whisky. Iam of 
the opinion that the acts of the people—what they do—go a great way 
towards establishing their reputation and standing before the commu 
pity. Now, I find in the papers of the day the statement thatat the sit- 
tings of the convention at Chicago, held a day or two since, there were 
consumed 31,250 extra barrels of beer. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

A MEMBER. What Republican paper makes that statement? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, this looks to me like a very strong piece of 
prima facie evidence that the Republican party is in favor of free rum, 
with a little honey, perhaps, mixed in, or a little maple-sugar, accord- 
ing to taste. I learn also that a thousand baskets of champagne were 
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taken to that convention to stimulate and fire it up, to give it the 
proper spirit, so that it might take the necessary action to present suit- 
able candidates; and, speaking on behalf of this side of the House, | 
thank them for what they did. Thirty-one thousand two hundred and 
fifty extra barrels of beer for the benefit of the protectionists—I mean 
the prohibitionists—of the country is evidence enough to the American 
people where that party stands. [ Laughter. } [ wish to read it for the 
information of the gentleman over there who discovered the missing 
link. [Laughter.] i 

A MemBer. What is the authority which you quote? 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
95, 1888, and I will read all the items. 

Several MemMBERS. Let the Clerk read it. 

Mr. OWENS. They got it for the visiting Democrats. [Laughte: 

Mr. SPINOLA. Democrats do not visit places of that sort, my friend. 
[Laughter and applause.] I ask the Clerk to read from the Evening 
‘Wisconsin. 

A MemBER. What is the politics of the paper? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Republican, of course. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Laughter and applause. ] 


I 


BARRELS TO A CAR-LOAD—A FREIGHT AGENT FURNISHES A LITTLE INTERES 
INFORMATION, 

** Your convention beer figures were pretty correct,’ 
Wisconsin reporter to-day, ‘except that the number of barrels of beer in a car- 
load is only half as great as the Wisconsin stated. A barrel of beer weighs 350 
pounds, while a barrel of flour weighs about 200 pounds. A car-load of flour is 
about 125 barrels, while a car-load of beer isin the neighborhood of 60 barre!s. 
Figuring on this basis, the gross amount of extra beer sent to Chicago last week 
was 31,250 barrels.”’ 


[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, these two speeches which have been 
made by the leading Democrats here seem to be on a par with each 
other, both as to fact and as to inference. 
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| good deal more during the campaign, 


I read from the Evening Wisconsin, Monday, June | 


’ said a freight agent to a | 


The gentleman fram Texas [Mr. MILLS] does not mean to be be- | 
lieved when he says the Republican party is for free whisky, because | 


he knows there would not be enough Democrats left to make up the | 
electoral ticket in half the States of the Union if they had confidence | 


in his statement. [Laughter and applause. | 
If he had taken the trouble to read our platform he would have 


known that his statement is one of those asseverations that are worthy | 
of the dignity of the stump, but not of the position of the chairman of | 


the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives of | 


this country. [Laughter and applause. | 


He knows that the Republican party’s position on this subject is too | 
simple to be turned in this way, but he also knows that if the Demo- 


cratic party should even commence a campaign without a false state- 
ment its own friends would not recognize it. [Great laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 


They have to disguise their own | 


position; with that they have been familiar for years, and they are now | 


trying to disguiseours. [ Laughter. ] 

What we said to the country was that having removed all unsuitable 
taxation, after having tried every other method consistent with the 
maintenance of the system of protection, that if then it came to us to 
choose between the internal-revenue taxes and the protective system 
we should stand by the system of protection to American industry. 
[ Applause. ] 

Now, if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] means to say he 
will hang on to the whisky monopoly and give up protection, let him 
say so, and Jet him say so openly and manfully, and not get behind 
miscellaneous sentences which mean both sides—which mean nothing. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Why here, Mr. Chairman, is a declaration by the Legislature of the 


State of Virginia, two-thirds Democratic, declaring it isthe duty of 


their representatives to ‘‘use their best efforts to secure the immediate 
repeal of the internal-revenue system, a relic of the war, and no longer 


necessary to meet the demands of the Government, and because it is | 


oppressive, and fosters monopolies [laughter and applause on the Repub- 


lican side], and is obnoxious to the interests of our people.”” [Ap- | 


plause. ] 

Is the Democratic Legislature of Virginia, two-thirds strong, in favor 
of free whisky? [Laughter and applause.] The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houk] will teli you that no Democrat has been elected 
in his State except upon the pledge to use his best efforts for the re- 
peal of the internal-revenue taxes. Is the Democratic party in Ten- 
nessee in favor of free whisky ? 

Oh, the gentleman from Texas had better remember the position he 
occupies in this House, and disport himself with those things when he 
finds himself on the far off pampas of his own Texas. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. In order that there may be no mistake as to the 
proper interpretation of the platform recently adopted by the Repub- 
lican convention at Chicago concerning the internal-revenue taxes, I 
send forward to be read in my time an editorial article under the head 
of ‘A grave blunder in the platform,’’ which I find in the Chicago Tri- 
bune of June 23. 

[Cries of ‘Oh!’ on the Republican side, and derisive laughter. ] 


| tobacco, what does it include? 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. WEAVER. 


That does not hurt us. 
Well, it seems to hurt you, and will hurt you a 
so that you will ery out much 
} i 
i 





louder than you are doing now. [ A} »on the Democratic side. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Why do you not from yourself? You may 
as well give us one of your own spec 
Mr. WEAVER. Because | propose out of y irown mouths to con- 


demn you 

Mr. MILLIKEN. This is not our mouth; it your own 

Mr. WEAVER. It is a leading Repul 1 of the Northwest, 
and you can not get away from it. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no 





Mr. JACKSON. Send up the platform itself if you want aut rity. 
Mr. WEAVER. Let it be read. It contains : ir plank on tue 
nbject under consideration. 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 























fhe Tribune does not propose at this tir to ente i discus 
ican tariff plank; but « es before isk the a 
elegates to the extraordinary demand f ‘ il of the w : ix 
Che platform first declares in favor of repea alcohol used 
ris and for mechanical purposes—a policy which has always been i 
t objection that it + uld be in ssible of enf ‘ ac it is 
and would amount virtually to fre \ be, t a 
form goes on to declare further 
7 re should still remain a larger ré I than is requisit t 
of the Government, we favor the entire rt peal of inter: t es [vy sky id 
t ( ——= 
AT. ATT 1 sf a} 5 1: 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask if those words are 1 in brackets, and if 
they are not interpolated into that clause of the plat n 
. vr rT. +1 7 l- , 
Mr. WEAVER. Let the Clerk continue the readi 
ArT . > T = } iain | ‘ 
ir. FARQUHAR. Iwant itto beread properly. Let us 
t | Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’ on the Democratic side 
Che Clerk continued the reading, as follows 
her than the surrender of any part of our prote< stem 
t of tl isky trust and the agents of foreign i icturers 
Four } I go the Republican party pledged itself toco rrect the ineq es 
of the tariff and reduce the surplus. Now, it is made to demand the placing 
vhisky and tobacco on the free-list in order to prevent any reduction of the 
irplus by correcting any inequalities of the tariff or by red ng the s tax 
Phe Republican tariff platform of 1884 in substance declared 
“The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the people of tl 
burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus i Re 
publican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to re 
duce the surplus 
is putting whisky on the free-list an honest redemption of this pledg 


Mr. WEAVER. Now that certainly is entitled to great weight. In 
the first place it gives the platform word for word on that subject in 
connection with the internal-revenue taxes, and then follows the com- 
ment of the editor. I repeat, this is from one of the leading Repub- 
lican newspapers of the Northwest. on the Re 
publican side.] It is not only correct in its interpretation, but it cites 
the language of the platform, so that there can be no disputing it. 

What is the difference between the two sides of the House? The 
Republicans say they want imports ‘‘checked’’—that is the language 
used—checked upon all articles that can be produced in this country. 
Not which are produced, but which can be produced. Then they want, 
rather than abandon the protective policy, such legislation as will re- 
peal the internal-revenue taxes. If that doesnot include whisky and 
It also includes the repeal of the oleo- 

irgarine tax which was enacted by the last Congress for the benefit 
of the farmers and dairymen of this country. 
undertake to shirk the issue. Stand up like men. Itis impossible to 
get away from the plain issue presented. You cannot run away from 
it. Weaccept the issue on this subject, and will ge 
fident of the result. [Applause on the Democraticside. | 
be no shufiling 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. Iam a Democrat, and I am in favor of the repeal of the 
tobacco tax. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, this bill provides for that 

Mr. WISE. 


But the gentleman mentioned the 
was a test. 


Mr. WEAVER. 


[Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!” 


Gentlemen, do not 


» to the pe ople con- 


There should 





Certainly; but this bill makes provision for that 


| and takes off a part of that tax. 


Mr. WISE. And if there is to be debate on that subject, I want to 
be heard myself. 
Mr. WEAVER. 


© ¥ ’ 7 . t 
I want to say to the gentleman from Virginia that 


| his position in favor of the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes is not 


in harmony with this bill. 

Mr. WISE. My positionis in harmony with the national Democratic 
platform of 1884. | Applause and laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to ask the gentleman if he is not standing 
upon his platform of 1888 ? 

Mr. WISE. But the platform of 1888 indorsed the platform of 1834 

Mr. WEAVER. Then of course you stand upon it? 

Mr. WISE. I stand where I have always stood, in favor of the re- 
peal of the tobacco tax. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then you are all right. We do repeal a great 
part of itin thisbill. It is oneof the last taxes I would repeal, because 
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it is a volusitary burden. The tax-payer can apr y's himself from the 
burden at any time by simply quitting the use of the weed. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 

Mr. MILIS. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to make a correction before that motion 
is considered. When this editorial was read at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from lowa I called attention to the fact there pe ary rpo 


lation in that part of the platform which was quoted. I think it is en- 
tirely unfair to this House to have an article read in this manner when 
there is no possibility of making verbal correction, even where the error 


VAL 





me 
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The Clerk read the report, as follows: 
fhe Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 


making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
¢ 


| of the Government for the year ending r June 30, 1889, and for other purposes 


| 70,71, 89, 90, 101, * 2 107 


But, sir, | want to call the attention of this House now to a piece of 


sophistry—I was shout to say an exhibition of cowardice—manifested in 
the article which i qu ioted from the Tribune, a paper for which I have 
great respect, having been an employé on it formany years. Whenthe 
gentleman from Iowa sent up one of the planks of the Republican plat- 
form to be read, and permitted it to be rez - without calling attention 
to the fact that there is an interjection of a private opinion incorpo- 





rated or interpolated into the platform, I say it is unfair and should | 


not be permitted to stand in the RecorD in that shape. 
{ now ask the attention of the House for one moment, with the per- 
—— of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I simply desire 


to read the platform as it stands: 


If there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal! of internal-revenue taxes rat] 
than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the joint behests of 
the whisky trusts and foreign manufacturers, 

The Tribune publishes that plank, but in publishing it the editor 
interjects in brackets, after the words ‘‘internal-revenue taxes,’’ the 
words ‘‘ whisky and tobacco,’’? which are not named in the platform. 
That is merely the inference ‘of an individual and a sophistry from be- 
ginning toend. Iam astonished that the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAVER], who is generally fair, should ever permit such an inter- 
polation to be read from the desk of the American Congress. Thatisa 
question that belongs to the Republican party. It does not belong to 


Mr. Medill or to any man to say what is meant by the language. If 


the platform is to be read before this House, let it be read in a manly 
and fair way, and not in a catch-penny manner. 

Mr. WEAVER. It was read as published, interpolations and all. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly; but no attention was called to 
the interpolation that an editor had put his views into the Republican 
plat form. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let me ask youa question to show that Mr. Medill 
is perfectly fair. Do not the internal-revenue taxes include whisky 
and tobacco ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly they do. 

Mr. WEAVER. Was not the interpolation exactly in accordance 
with the meaning of the platform ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Not when you take the generic sense of the 
platform. Let me teil you I have helped to write too many platforms 
not to know how to construe them. I say it is not fair to take a sec- 
ondary conclusion and interject your own opinion. 

Mr. WEAVER. I willask you if you are in favor of the repeal of 
the internal-revenue taxes? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. When I say that Ido not come down to free 
whisky. There is noman on this side who takes that view. No man 
here looks for free whisky. But let me tell the gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. WEAVER] if he ever does see a Republican House the whisky 
trusts will be taken care of. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have no doubt that side of the House will try 
to give the people free whisky, and therefore relieve them from the 
whisky trusts. But why do you not come in and relieve them from 
the trusts on clothing and the necessaries of life? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Your want is cheap wages. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Whyde you not relieve us from the sugar trusts ? 
We would like to be relieved from those. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the committee now rise. 

The question was put, and there being doubt as to the result of the 
vote, a division was called for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 2, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
BLouNT) having resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
with the Senate amendments, with various recommendations. 


toge ~ r with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered th 
same, beg leave to report as follows: 
They rec« mime nd cx ncurrence in the 
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, x 29, 30, 31,3 3, 3 me 42, 43,53, 5 
3, 141, 148, 161, 16 
They recommend non-« oncurrence in the ar 


35, 37,38, 44, 45, 46, 4 


ondments of the Sena 




















6 , 14, 15, 2 i 5 
60. 61. ¢ 2. 73, 74, 75, 76. 77, 78. 79. 80. 81. 82. 83. 84. 85. 86, 87, RS. 91, 94, 95 
96, 97, 13, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 12 
121, 122 >, 126, 127, 128, 129, 1 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 1 1, 140, 142, 143, 144, 14 
146,14 1,152, 1 4,155, 1 ) 8,159, 1 64, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 14 
and 17 
Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the report, and ask the pr 
i i I 
be question on it. 
. BURROWS. Has the statement been read ? 
he SPEAKER pro ten Lo e. This is not a conference report 
Che motion of Mr. F ORNEY was agreed to, and the report was adopted. 


CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 


| joint resolution ( H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 


tures of the Government; which was read a first and second time, as 
follows: 

Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives, That all appropriations fo 
the necessary operations of the Government under existing laws which shal! 
remain unprovided for on the 30th day of June, 1388, be, and they are hereby, 
continued and made available for a period of thirty days from and after that day 
unless the regular appropriations the refor provided in bills now pending in 
Congress sh¢ ull have been previously made for the service of the fiscal year end 
ing June 30, 1889; and in case the appropriations, or any of them, hereby con- 
tinue -d are or is sufficient to carry on the said necessary operations, a suflicient 
amount is hereby appropriated out ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated to carry on the same: Provided, That no greater amount shall be 
expended therefor than will be in the same proportion to the appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1888 as thirty days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: 
Provided further, That authority is also granted for corftinuing during the same 
period the necessary work required for public printing and binding and for all 
other miscellaneous objects embodied in the sundry civil, army, District of 
Columbia, legislative, executive, and judical, and naval appropriations acts in 
advance of appropriations to be hereafter made for said objects: And provided 
further, That all sums expended under this act shall be charged to and be de- 
ducted from the appropriations for like service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1389. 

Mr. RANDALL. If there be no objection, I now demand the pre- 
vious question on the engrossment and third reading of the joint res- 
olution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RELIEF FROM THE CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees on 
the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Lfouses on 
the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed and enlisted men of 
the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, Mr. Bov- 
TELLE, Mr. Wiser, and Mr. HERBERT 


TARIFF. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House’ re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union fo 
the further consideration of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. The Chair wiil assume that the formal amendment is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew the amendment. I renew it not fre 
forma, but because I desire to have this clause stricken out unless I 
can have information upon the subject different from what I now pos- 
£ess. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had intended to recognize first the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], but will recognize the gentle- 
man from New Jersey later. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
every instrument, including platforms, must be taken together as 
a whole, and each section and provision must be construed in the 
light of every other section and provision, and must be read in the light 
of the loves, hopes, actions, and history of the party making the plat- 
form. By the platform adopted at Chicago I am willing to stand, or 
by it fall; but I am not willing that a sentence here or there shall be 
picked out and separated from other sentences and a false construction 
placed upon it by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] or anyother 
enemy, and that we be compelled to accept such construction. So 
when the gentleman from Texas says that the platform commits the 
Republican party to ‘‘free whisky,’’ I deny it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates that after the ordinary 
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ing law and appropriation ior that year there wi l sin in 
Treasary of the revenues ci d for tl 366,000 a 
what does the Republican platform pledge t Republican party t 
if it comes into power? Amongst other things, it demands approp 
tions. For what? ‘‘ For the rebuilding of our Navy.’’ It means 
such a navy t and a d. suffic 
to strengthen ree al t ak wnds 
either toucning n. char 
when completed ), 000 lt also deman 
appropriatio 10 ations and modern 
ordnance, and 1s of defense for the } tha 
tection of our ny fortificat 
ordnance, and n Ww 1 pl l. would t 
$50,000,000 more. 
The platform also demands appropriation ' r the payment of 
Pp ious to our soldiers. Such appropriat yn i . nly 
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sions to all honorably disch 
bled and dependent upon their labor for a support, but such pl 
will not be satisfied unti! 


every worthy soldier of the 


late war is a 
least placed upon as good a footing as the soldier of the Mexican wat 
j , ; ; 
that is, by law placed upon the pension-roll at the age of sixty-two, dut 3 ta 


whether disabled or not, for at least $8 per month. The keeping 
pledge will at least add to the annual expenditure $25,000,000 per an- 
] 1h 


num, and may ¢ rceed 1b. VOW, Ini 1L OF LNeSse pieages ol appropriat mn 


and legislation contained in the Republican platform, listen to t 


ng of the sectfon touching the reduction of internal and tariff 
























ing ) \ | . 
as jollows: Mr. BUCHANA)? yt 
The Republican party would effect all 1 1 reduction ¢« na n 
nue by repealing the taxes on tobac« . in annoyance and bu i ' 
agriculture, and the tax upon spirits u in the arts and for mech i 
poses; and by such revision of the ta laws as will to check Dp 
such articles as are produced by our people, the prod 1 of which ves ¢ { 1 ‘ 
ployment to our labor, and re lease from import dutie ti t 
production (except luxuries) the like of which can not | in ' 
there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite f i f f ti 
Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal < 
render of any part of our protective system t 
trusts and the agents of foreign manufacturer 
It says when we can safely reduce taxes irst, take the tax t I 1 





bacco, which amounts to $30,000,000 per annum. That is contrary 

the President’s message, but you Democrats, while you indorsed his LLEY. Mr. ¢ 

message at St. Louis, repeal the tobacco tax by the Mills bill and the 

indorsed the Mills bill also at St. Louis in your platform. 

consistency for yeu! Vl { Cok 
Next, the Republican platform says that if further reduction is neces ELLI lt ot sold raw 

sary the tax shall be taken off ‘‘spirits used in the arts and for mechan- n every p re wh the poor p 

ical purposes;’’ this*would reduce the revenues at least $6,000,000 mot to b re ffee ch 

per annum. Next, the Republican platform says in substance that tl es of coffes (mong epicu l 

tax shall be taken off articles imperted that can not be produced i: e harsh i 

this country (except luxuries). A fair construction of this provision the mass of the peo] the « i 

in the platform will give you over $1 per capita by the removal of th it ¥ h they su 

tariff upon sugar, amounting to a decrease of $60,000,000 per annum ) te 1 l r their w l 
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on that article alone, and this, too, before you touch the internal t ersey has i she t no nse tl 
upon spirits. tl r else You req oles ul t 


after all these things have been accompli 


} Now, when all these things are accomplished, amounting to a v and such a require 

large sum of money, if there is still need of further reduction, and we | for { ntly adulterating a e 

are obliged to choose between attdtking the protective system, the wax tic t 
{ of labor and the prosperity of the country < one side, and a red D M 
z tion of internal-revenue taxation on the othe en, and not till the I : 





























places itself upon record as favoring the furth of internal passed ormally in regard to G ) | 
i taxation rather than to interfere with the wages of labor and the dive CHAIRMAN. ‘The gent 
; sity of ‘the industries of the country. ‘That is the position of the plat- | amendment submitted 1 
form plainly and truthfully stated. The country will pass judgment | w will be read. 
upon the platform, in view of all it says, and not upon a distorted rey Che Clerk read 
sentation of a part of what it says by the gentleman from Texas. After ® insert 
Mr. MILLS. We have given gentlemen on ther side ‘‘ the last Gi i loo 
word; ’’ and I think we should now close this d +  lLask fora vote. . AYNE. Mr. Cha 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out these two lines. Me see: i on ’ ‘ : 
Mr. MiLLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of | , ae ' ie 
closing dehate. a aetna al ao eal il 
Mr. BUOCHANAN I do not offer this amendment with the view of es ° ; n+} - a 
engaging in any general discussion. I desire to get back to the Dill ee he 
; Mr. MILLS. All right. 3, Ve ask an eee ig 
4 Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman must have observed that in 7 ae a a ~ ’ 
I have said 1 have always kept to the textof the bill. [ depres a] seep out the 1 : . 
these side excursions as much as the gentleman from Texas can. —, 
4 Mr. MILLS. Go ahead. As admitted by the gentl: from M ! 
3 M e | LCH AN \ N. I move to strik out these two lines; and ] ad >| gl ASS poli he 1, wilt h } 2 yj y a 
a so because, according to my information, chicory root is used for the | 15 cents a square foot, and all abo t 5 cents a foot 
4 purpose of adulterating the cheaper kinds of coffee lL would like to | very high orderof gl i quality next to plate-glass—the difference 
e q ask t e chairman 0 the Committee on Ways and Means whether it is tween itand plate-g being thatt plat i somew hat 
a used for any ot] purpose, | but for looking-glass 1 iTp this blown glass polished isa 
. a Ir. MILLS [ do not know of my own knowledge whether it is | not better than, plate-glass, because it 1s much light 
a used for any purpose except to make a drink something like coffee. | every purpose of plate-glass for looking-glass purposes. 
a Mr. BUCHANAN. Chicory 1 itains no nutriment; it is a| I am told in Germany this glass is blown, and af nav l 
fraud; it is used, as I have said, for the purpose of adulterating the | blown and made flat is handed over to poor women who take it to t 
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homes and polish it and silver it; and these women work for from 20 

41 to 30 cents a day. 

I am told, moreover, that the expense of silvering is trifling compared 

with the value of the glass, and if this proposition goes into the bill a 

large quantity would be imported for looking-glass purposes. When 

imported the silver could be easily removed and the glass could then 
be used for ordinary purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill provides that polished cylinder and plate- 
glass of certain dimensions shall pay certain duties, and when the di- 
mensions are greater the duty is increased. 

If this proposition be admitted into the bill silvered glass of all sizes 
and thicknesses can be imported into the United States free of duty, and 
if such glass be desirable for looking-glass purposes the silver can be left 
P on; but if it may be desired for other uses the silver can be removed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask for five minutes more to explain this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it must be perfectly evident to 
everybody if the silver can be removed and their glass can be used as 
a substitute for plate-glass, it will drive out to a very great extent the 
home product, and to how great an extent no man can tell. It will 
supplant, in all probability, both the plate-glass and ordinary window- 
glass. 

That must be plain to everybody. If the cost of polishing and sil- 
3 vering be trifling, such inevitably must be the result. 

a Are the gentlemen who prepared this bill willing a proposition shall be 

if inserted which is susceptible of such anabuse? Are they willing the 

plate-glass establishment in Missouri, the plate-glass establishment in 

Indiana, the plate-glass establishments in Pennsylvania, and the ordi- 

nary establishments in all these States and in New Jersey, Ohio, and 

elsewhere shall have their business cut off by the introduction into 

f this bill of a proposiiion susceptible of such abuse ? 

Is any gentleman on that side of the House prepared to say it is not 
a practicable matter? Is any gentleman prepared to say that glass 
silvered and polished when brought into the country can not be used 
for other than looking-glass purposes? If you are not prepared to say 

that, you ought not to embrace in this bill such a proposition. It should 
ih. not be done in reference to any glass. When you make other descrip- 

s tions of glass pay a graded duty, why should you incorporate into the 

bill a feature which would drive out of use both the higher and the 

: lower grades of glass to an extent which no man can foresee? 

, Gentlemen, I consider this is a proposition fraught with serious peril 

to the glass industries of the country. I trust it will be voted down. 


PPR Ae 








c If it is not voted down it should be amended to make it clear. 
i In addition to that, there is not a single thing which the American 
4 manufacturer of glass can not supply. He can make all the glass 


5 needed for the furniture men in Chicago and elsewhere. I understand 
we are able to produce any quantity or quality required. 
It seems because there is a large furniture establishment in a Demo- 
cratic district represented by the gentleman from Michigan, and be- 
Ey cause that establishment wants this glass to come in free for its uses, 
F there is to be a discrimination, while every man else throughout the 
country, the man who builds a house through whose windows God’s 
sunlight streams upon a humble repast 
i \ MEMBER. What is that? 
ze; Mr. BAYNE. I use the language of J. Randolph Tucker. I say 
i every man, however poor, is obliged to pay a duty of 15 cents a square 
foot if he imports the glass for such a house, and if he imports larger 
panes for his parlor, 25 cents a square foot. But the big furniture es- 
tablishments are to get theirs in free. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I am somewhat surprised to find from the remarks of the gentleman 





E from Pennsylvania that he seems to be laboring under a singular mis- 
6 apprehension with regard to this whole question, and particularly so 


Fi as he comes from a State which manufactures annually in the neighbor- 
hood of from two and a half to three million dollars’ worth of glass. 
The object sought to be attained by the amendment now pending is 


to put a certain class of looking-glass plates upon the free-list. And 

if this amendment prevails it will not interfere with a single glass 

; manufacturer in the United States, and I believe I can demonstrate 

B that proposition to the satisfaction of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
rt. before I conclude. 

i : This amendment has been solicited by the furniture manufacturers 

aes of the United States, not, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania seems 


to suppose, the manufacturers from a Democratic district or any other 


district of the State of Michigan; and if I mistake not—I will not be 
1 positive on this point, but I have an impression that there is a concern 
-§ engaged in the manufacture of furniture in the city of Pittsburgh whose 


name appears appended to the memorial presented to this House ask- 
ing the adoption of the amendment now before the committee. 

x These manufacturers are not all of one political faith. Many of them 
BY are Republicans and believe in the system of taxation advocated by 
: gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

For about fifteen years we have had a duty on German looking-glass 
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plates, the object being, as we have been informed, to encourage this 
branch of manufacture in the United States. But the effort has not 
met with success, for during that whole period not one foot of this glass 
has been manufactured here, and it must be remembered that it is not 
the price of the glass which interferes, but because nature has not spe- 
cially fitted our country for this industry, and there are natural condi- 
tions which prevail to such an extent that this character of glass can 


not be manufactured here. It is not the price of labor that prohibits 
it. It is prevented from entirely different causes. And I do not be- 
lieve any amount of tariff would have the effect to establish the manu- 
facture of these plates here. 

Mr. Chairman, the German looking-glass plates to which the amend- 
ment refers are highly polished glass plates, utterly unfit for ordinary 
use. They are only used in mirrors. In order to produce a fine mir- 
ror a cheap plate of glass can not be used, and for the reason that the 
moment you put the quicksilver upon the back of the glass every de- 
fect in the glass is at once developed. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania seems to fear that if German 
looking-glass plates were put upon the free-list the silver on the back 
might be scraped off and the glass used for domestic purposes as or- 
dinary window-glass, coming in competition with window-glass manu- 
factured in the United States. Why, Mr. Chairman, that idea will 
scarcely be pressed, Iimagine. It isnot worthy of consideration. The 
amount of silver is exceedingly small ona plate of glass. ‘lake, for in- 
stance, an ordinary German looking-glass plate of the average size, say 
30 by 24inches. The price paid in the city of New York, including 
the duty, is $3.02; deducting the tariff, which would be about 50 cents, 
it would leave the price of theglass plate a little over $2.50 each if there 
were no tariffon them. Now, let us assume that the silver is scraped 
off. That will add an expense of from 15 to 25 cents, probably. Put 
it at 25 cents, and it would leave the cost of the glass plate $2.25. 
What is the market value of an American window-glass of that size 
to-day? Itis exactly 47 cents. It is manifest, therefore, that there 
can be no competition in this respect. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HIRES. Mr. Chairman, I understand the object of this amend- 
ment, although I was not present when it was read, is to permit the 
introduction of German silver looking-glass plates free of duty. I 
would like to call attention to the fact that under the operation of the 
present law all cylinder and ground glass, polished, not exceeding 10 
by 15 inches square, pays a duty of 2} cents per square foot, and all 
glass above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches, pays 4 cents a 
square foot. 

This is the identical glass which is termed looking-glass plates; and 
if lam correctly informed the moment you remove the duty from this 
kind of glass it will be imported free of duty and will be the substi- 
tute for the American plate-glass which is now being largely made in 
this country; and also of the American manufacture of blown glass. 
I will admit there is a great difference in the price, as my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. Forp] says; but notwithstanding the price, the supe- 
rior quality of this glass, which, when it is polished, is the finest glass 
made, would cause it to be largely substituted for our own American 
glass. 

Mr. FORD. 

Mr. HIRES. Yes. Ss 

Mr. FORD. Do you suppose a man who could buy window glass 
for 47 cents would discard it and pay $2.50 ? 

Mr. HIRES. I will only say as a dealer in this article that often- 
times people will get quotations, and where the difference is no greater 
than it would be here they would take this polished cylinder glass in 
preference to American double-thick. Not but what the price is greater, 
but that the difference in quality would be an inducement to use that 
kind of glass. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, this amendment if passed would be very det- 
rimental to the manufacturer and also to the honest importer. I sin- 
cerely hope it will not pass. 

The Chair put the question on the amendment, and was in doubt as 
to the result. 

Mr. BAYNE. I call for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 62, noes 31. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. ‘ 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have received a couple of telegrams 
calling my attention to certain articles, which I wish to add at this 
point—pressed and ornamental brick. I wish to know if I can offer 
an amendment at this time? There was a similar amendment made 
yesterday to embrace several kinds of brick. I now want to move an 
amendment at the end of line 132 to that effect, in the same place 
where the present smendment occurs. 

Mr. MILLS. We have passed that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The line has been passed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to that line. 

Mr. MILIS. I object. 


Does the gentleman mean window glass ? 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Acorns and dandelion root, raw or prepared, and all other articles used, or 
intended to be used, as coffee or substitutes therefor, not specially enumerated 
or provided for. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that para 
graph. I do it for the reasons which I stated as applying to the pre- 
ceding paragraph. I will only sayin addition to what I said then that 
here the fraud becomes still more apparent. I would ask any member 
of this House if he ever knew a person to go to a grocery store and ask 
for a pound of acorns. I would ask any mem ber of this House if any 
groceryman ever sold acorns as acorns; if he ever sold dandelion root | 
mixed with coffee as anything but pure coffee. These things are not 
substitutes for coffee; they are frauds on coffee and frauds on the coffe: 
buyers. The amendment by which I attempted to strike out the othe: 
fraud was rejected by a unanimous vote upon the other side against 
striking it out and a unanimous vote on this side in favor of striking it 
out. 

Now, I want to know whether the gentlemen upon the other side can 
afford to stand up here with united front and say to the buyers of coffee 
in this country: ‘‘Sirs, we will allow these gentlemen who adulterat: 
the article which you buy as coffee and at coffee prices the free run of 
the American market.’’ Instead of putting these adulterations on th: 
free-list they should be prohibited or put at such a high rate of duty 
as would be practical prohibition. If this has not been done in the 
past it ought to be done now. Talk about these being substitutes for 
coffee; they are never sold for anything but coffee. It may be the bill | 
is consistent in putting these things upon the free-list. It may be that 
the operation of this bill if it became a law would be such as to reduc 
the American laborer to the dire alternative of drinking a decoction of 
acorns and dandelions or living upon acorn-juice instead of taking 
healthful and nutritious coffee. . 

But I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side that this bill | 
in theshapeit stands will not becomea law. Thank God, if Americ 
industries can not be protected in one end of this Capitol they will re- 
ceive protection at the other end. The American workman asks fo1 
coffee; you offer him acorn-juice and dandelion-root soup; but, sirs, he 
spurns your offer and will insist upon having his coffee. 

To return to the exact proposition before us, here is a proposition to 
favor the introduction into this country of substitutes for coffee which 
are never sold as substitutes, but are sold as coffee and at coffee rates. 
It ought to be struck out. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for a vote. 

Mr. JosePH D. TAYLOR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no one desires to oppose the amendment the 
Chair will have to recognize the gentleman from Ohio [ M1 
D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
ing brick was passed 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, I move to strike out the last 
word. . 

Since the line concerning brick was passed I have received two tele 
grams from the city of Zanesville, Ohio, 25 miles from where I resid 
calling my attention to the fact that there are in that city two firms 
and I know both of them very well, and have dealt with both of them 
who are engaged in manufacturing and shipping brick. 

They ship largely to the North and Northwest, where they would 
come in competition with Canada brick in case brick are placed on the 
free-list. They manufacture the best quality of pressed, ornamental, 
and front brick, and are entitled to some consideration at your hands 
They manufacture 30,000,000 brick a year, worth at the place where 
they are manufactured $200,000. 

These two firms, T. B. Townsend & Co. and W. B. Harris & Bro., 
have built up this large industry, which now yields an annual product 
of $200,000 a year, at great expense, and should not be subjected to a 
foreign competition which may destroy some of their best markets, 
especially those bordering on Canada, where cheaper labor can be had. 

This $200,000 is substantially all labor. As the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] stated last evening, the manufacture of brick 
is mainly done by hand labor. Very little machinery is used. The 
only material of any considerable value is pure clay. Hence this $200,- 
000 is substantially all labor, and you can estimate for yourselves how 
many persons are probably employed in a business like this which 
amounts to$200,000a year. They make pressed and ornamental brick, 
and sell them at Cleveland, Toledo, Chicago, and other Northwestern 
cities. I remember very well that when this business was first started 
they negotiated with the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company for 
cheap freights. ; 

They said it was a new business, a mere experiment; there was no 
considerable demand for this kind of brick in Zanesville, and hence 
when they entered into the business they expected to ship their brick 
to distant cities, and they secured an arrangement by which they got 
very cheap freights for the first year or two. They havein this way 
built up an immense business, and are now making thirty million brick 
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a year, and of course they have a large amount of money invested in 
their business. They manufacture the very best quality of expensive 
brick, and many of the largest and best blocks in Toledo, Chicago, St 
Louis, Cincinnati, and other cities are built of Zanesville brick. 

These beck are widely known in the market as being of good quality; 
but if this bill should become a law the industry would be stricken 
down, because they could not make and sell their brick on the Cana- 
dian border in competition with brick made on the other side of the 
line, where labor costs not more than one-half or two-thirds as much 


as it does in Ohic. And, in this connection, I wish to say a word in 
reply to a remark made last evening, to the effect that the Western 
brick-yards do not pay as much wages as are paid for other kinds of 


labor. 

In my town, in my county, in my district, and wherever I have 
known brick to be made in Ohio, the brick-yards pay the same wages 
that are paid in other like kinds of work. I can not understand wh) 
. man would consent to go into a brick-yard and work for one-half or 
two-thirds of the compensation that he would getinsome other similar 





kind of work, and I think the gentleman who made the statement was 
staken Let me add, that where I live machines are not employed 
this business to any considerable extent The work is done by 


nd, and there are thousands of men in Ohio engaged in making 
‘k, and I can not understand why they are not as much entitled to 
tection as any other class of men; but they will not be protected in 
ease this bill becomes a law. 

The manufacture of the best quality of pressed, ornamental, and 
other front brick which has grown up in this country to such large pro- 
porti should not be imperiled by opening the doors of importation 
ne by this bill. It means to destroy this industry in some locali- 
ties, and to endanger it in others; it means to turn thousands of men 








| out of employment, to send large sums of money out of the country 
for no other purpose than to let foreigners import into this country free 
of duty. This amendment has already been voted down as is every 


:mendment made by this side, but I desired to present these facts. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ]. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman withdraw that amendment ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, I donot. Of course I do not withdraw it. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 47, noes 63. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cocoa prepared or man uiactured 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I desired a while ago to obtain the floor 
to answer the gentleman from Texas, and I now move to strike out 
the line which the Clerk has just read. The gentleman from Texas 

Mr. MILs] accused this side of the House of being in favor of free 
whisky. 

Mr. MILLS rose. 

Mr. KERR (to Mr. MILs). Do you wish to say anything ? 

Mr. MILLS. I simply wish to remark that what I said was that 
your party was in favor of freeing whisky of the internal-revenue tax. 

Mr. KERR. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I said at the time. 

Mr. KERR. Oh, no. 

fication. 

Mr. MILLS. 
platform. 

Mr. KERR. If that is the gentleman’s position, Iam willing to con- 
cede that his statement is true in so faras lam concerned. [Applause 
on the Republican side.| Ido not believe that this Government can 
safely pursue a policy that was repudiated by the great fathers of the 
Republican party and by the early Democratic party of this country. 
| believe that all the taxes necessary to carry on our Government eco- 
nomically administered can be raised by a revenue tariff so adjusted as 
toafford protection to every American industry. That was the position 
if the Republican party in 1860, and that is the position of the Repub- 
lican party to-day. The Democratic party held that position until this 
Congress, and in 1884 they declared that sufficient revenue to carry on 
the Government economically administered, including pensions and in- 
terest and principal of the public debt, could be raised by such a tariff. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY ], who was on that plat- 
form committee in 1884, made the statement in this House on the 24th 
of last April that that proposition adopted at Chicago was understood 
to leave no room for the internal system of taxation in this Government, 
and the gentleman from Virginia [| Mr. Wise] upon this floor has em- 
phasized that position. 

That is the position of the Democratic party of North Carolina as re- 
peated in all of its State platforms for years, and it is the position of 
every Democrat who stands by the early teachers of his party. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, the first divergence from that theory was by the present 
President of the United States, who was elected upon that platform, 
and who declared at the opening of this session that no one was in favor 
of repealing any portion of the internal-revenue taxes. 

That position has been indorsed by the Democratic party. The Mills 
bill, which repudiates that position and takes the tax off tobacco, has 
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been indorsed. In addition to that, they indorse the position of the 
party in J which repudiates both positions, and embodies what I 
now assert to be the true position. 

{ Ifere the hammer fell. | 

Mr. KERR. J] yold like two or three minutes more 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we shall adjoura this political discussion. 

Mr. KERR. If I can be allowed two or three minutes more I shall 
be done with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent to occupy two minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I take the floor and yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man, 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from lowa[Mr. WEAVER] 


1 
was the leading exponent of the prohibition sentiment of our State ten | 


years ago, and as a man in favor of that sentiment I sympathized 
with that gentleman when he was at that time a leading candidate for 
governor. Unfortunately for the party—possibly unfortunately for 
the gentleman, though I do not know as to that—the majority of th: 
people of my State did not agree with that portion of the people who 
wanted to make him governor, and since that time he has not been 
with us upon that question. [Laughter onthe Republican side.] He 
stands up here to-dwy against the unanimous sentiment of the Pro- 


! 
| 


hibitionists of this country, repudiating the doctrine that they have | 


asserted North and South, in favor of divorcing the Government from | 


this system of taxation which seeks to make permanent in our Govern- 
ment a policy which puts the main portion of the tax upon the poor 
people, who are least able to pay it. 

{ Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. WEAVER. If my colleague [Mr. Kerr] will give me his at- 
tention, I want to ask him a question or two. 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do you stand on the Republican platform of 1888 
or the Prohibition platform of 1888 ? 

Mr. KERR. I stand on the Prohibition platform and the Repub- 
licaa platform, both. [Laughter and applause.|] They are identical. 

Mr. WEAVER. Behold the Colossus of Rhodes! [Renewed Jaugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask fora vote. I must appeal to gentlemen to 
stop making party speeches. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
lines 141 and 142, which read as follows: 

Cocoa, prepared or manufactured. 

Dates, plums, and prunes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Line 142 has not yet been reached. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Then I move to strike out line 141. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That motion is now pending. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move, then, pro forma, to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, the cocoa bean is, as I understand, a product of South 
America. The present duty upon it is 2 cents a pound. When im- 


ported it is the basis of a growing manufacture. In the part of the | 


country from which I come the cocoa bean is coming into very con- 
siderable use in the manufacture of chocolate. Ido not understand, 
therefore, the propriety of putting the manufactured products of cocoa 


upon the free-list. If this proposition be persisted in, the manufacture | 


of such products in this country—an industry which, as I have said, 
is of growing importance on the Pacific coast, and I think especially in 
the district of my colleague in front of me—will be entirely and irrep- 
arably broken down. 

This branch of industry now gives employment to a considerable 
amount of capital and a large number of persons on the Pacific coast. 
The rates of freight, as a matter of course, enter into this question. 
The raw product being manufactured upon the Pacific side, the heavy 
railroad freights are escaped, and thus great advantage is enjoyed in 
the supply of that product to our portion of the country. I suggest to 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee and to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole whether under existing circumstances it would not 
be just to except the manufactured article from the operation of this 
clause of the free-list. 

The value of the impori of cocoa bean into this country is put down 
at $126,543; the duty collected is $9,020. Here is a feeble industry 
just coming into importance, struggling for life. It may employ ulti- 
mately a large amount of American capital and American labor. It 
will be no detriment to the revenue to admit the crude cocoa free, and 
no detriment to the public interest’to continue the duty upon the manu- 
factured article. 

On the Pacific coast, as everywhere else, people are affected very 
much by their private interests. Touch a man’s pocket and you are 
very apt to touch hisjudgment. I think our friends on the other side 
have had recently a practical illustration of this matter in the election 
in Oregon. The pending bill struck a blow at some of the most im- 
portant industries of that State. The people of Oregon recognized this 
measure as affecting injuriously theirinterests. What was the result ? 
A verdict against the Democratic party, which may have carried some 
little consternation into their camp. I would remark to the chairman 





| of the committee in connection with this item, and other items which 


affect in a very material degree the interests of California, that if they 
be persisted in California will follow in the same direction in the ap- 
proaching November election. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote on this question 

The CHAIRMAN. fhe gentleman from Iowa [{[Mr. KERR] has 
moved to strike out line 141. Does the gentleman from California 
[Mr. VANDEVER] desire to submit a substantial amendment? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move to amend by striking out in line 141 
the words ‘‘ prepared or manufactured.’ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, it 
was rejected, there being—ayes 47, noes 55. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] to strike out the whole line. 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw that motion. 

The Clerk read the next line, as follows: 

Dates, plums, and prunes. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out ths words ‘‘plums and prunes.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Currants, Zante or other. 

Figs. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move to strike out the line just read, “‘figs.”’ 
Mr. Chairman, I would not have rauch hope of carrying this amend- 
ment if the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means had not voluntarily moved a moment ago to strike out ‘‘ plums 


| and prunes.’’ I do not see any legislative or economic distinction be- 





tween plums and prunes on the one hand and figs on the other. The 
gentleman’s action has ‘‘ set me up in hope.”’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Whose district do the figs grow in? 

Mr. MCKENNA. The isothermal line mentioned by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], in its various course touching a Republican 
and Democratic district and discriminating products by politics, ought 
not to apply to this case. I am left in confusion and puzzled to know 
how discrimination against figs can be justified. I am inclined to 
think the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means will urge 


| the Democratic members of the House to vote for this amendment. 


There is no reason under the sun, and no Democrat and nobody else, 
be he from California or be he from Texas, can explain why prunes 
and plums should be struck from the free-list and figs retained upon 
the free-list. They are all three California industries; three young 
California industries. Figs to-day are so cheap it is clear that their 
price is little affected by the tariff. It scarcely pays now in the State 
of California to dry the black figs. We are resorting, with great suc- 
cess, to the white Smyrna fig. If Congress will stop meddling, if it 
will keep off its hands for a little while, we will develop the industry 
toagreatsuccess. I hope the gentleman will recommend to his side of 
the House to vote for this amendment. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I indorse what has been said by my 
colleague who has just taken his seat. I desire to congratulate the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and the constituency 
I represent for putting prunes and plums where they ought to be—on 
the tariff-list. I can assure him it is a wise measure. It will not be 
many years when what is now a luxury will be produced in such quan- 
tities as to supply everybody at a reasonable rate, and will no longer 
need any protection. 

But I did not rise for the purpose of discussing this matter, but for 
another purpose. I have attempted on two or three occasions to sub- 
mit resolutions passed by the State board of horticulture of California, 
and requesting their being printed in the Recorp, but I have invaria- 
bly run against some one of the rules and miserably failed. I now 
submit them as a part of my remarks, as they are germane to the 
item under discussion, and I understand I have the right. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the gentleman’s right. 

Mr. FELTON. I submit these resolutions, and ask for them the at- 
tention of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions of State Board of Horticulture of California. 


Whereas there are $20,000,000 invested in fruit culture in this State; and 

Whereas this may indefinitely increase if given the proper conditions; and 

Whereas the white scale bug (Icerya purchasi) threatens the very existence of 
the citrus fruits in this State, as well as numbers of other fruit trees; and 

Whereas it stands to reason that there are parasites for these different scale 
bugs in the places of their nativity: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Fruit Growers of California in convention assembled, That 
the United States Congress be petitioned for an appropriation of not less than 
250,000, to be used by the Department of Agriculture for the purpose of sending 
experts to those countries where the baneful insects are known to have origi- 
nated, to discover if possible their natural enemies, the parasites, and introduce 
them to this country; also, that the Department of Agriculture be enabled to 
make actual experiments here in the field to, if possible, overcome these in- 
jurious insects, etc. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not know whether there is a trust 
controlling the fruit market or not, but I ask the Clerk to read this 
morceau which I have clipped from the Critic of this city. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Twelve thousand crates of the choicest Southern fruits were dumped into the 
Atlantic outside of Sandy Hook last week to prevent breaking down prices in 
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The question re irred on Mr. MCKENNA 1dm 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 55 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follow 

Meats, game, and } 

Mr. WEBER. I move to strike out that line 145. Tow. Mr. ¢ 
man. I do not know the amount of revenue put into the Treasury « 
the importation of the items embraced in line 145. 

A MEMBER. One hundred and ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. WEBER. Whatever the amount may be it is purely a ti 








paid by the Canadians for trading in our ma . It 
the price of meat in our market a particle. 1t will fall into that cate- 
gory of articles some of which we have passed in this bill whose im 
portation into this country is so insignificant compared with theamou 

consumed that the price is not affected. The fact of placing this item 
on the free-list will be simply to enhance the 


e 


prosperity of our Cana 
dian friends without benefiting the consumers in any degree whaté 
on our side. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that before this is voted upon, and I have no 
desire to occupy any of the time of the committee, that some reasons 
will be given by the other side for the action the committee have taken 
in placing this item upon the free-list; and I will not occupy the floor 
at present for the time allotted to me under the rule, but ask that a 
reason be given as to the propriety of the action sought to be taken 
here by the committee. 





Mr. MILLS. I will give the gentleman a reason that I think will 
be satisfactory. In the first place it is admitted on ali hands that 


have got to reduce taxation to some extent; and in the second p ' 
ac ting in that view, we thought it better to reduce that taxation upon 
meats, upon the absolute necessaries of life, and things of that chara 

ter, rather than upon other articles which are to a certain extent not 
so necessary; and consequently we put meat, game, and poultry upon 
the free-list in order to cheapen the food of the people of this country. 

Now I ask a vote. 

“he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WrxsER, it v 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

146. Milk, fresh. 

Mr. LYMAN. I move to strike out that line. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus far taken no part in the debate upon the 
pending bill. The manufacturing industries of the district which | 
represent are yet in their youngest infancy, and I do not assume to be 
as well informed upon the details of what is a just protective tariff on 
articles the product of the various manufactories which our people (and 
by that I mean the people of the United States) are endeavoring to 
build up; and hence, I have left the discussion of those details to gen- 
tlemen upon this floor who represent districts where these manufactori 
are situated, and who are better, much better, qualified than I to cas 
light upon those items of the bill now pending. 

The district I have the honor to represent on this floor is largely, and, 
indeed, almost exclusively agricultural, and a large majority of my 
constituents are farmers. In my course upon the tariff Lendeavor to 
divest myself of all purely local prejudices and interests, and to act in 
a way to best promote the material interests of our entire country and 
enhance the prosperity and happiness of all the people of the United 
States, whether they live upon the Atlantic seaboard, in the new South, 
in the great Mississippi Valley, among the Rocky Mountains, or upon 
the golden Pacific coast. I am in favor of the protection of American 
industries and American labor from principle, and not for the purpose 
of aiding the local interests of my own district alone. But by so doin 
I believe I am, in the best and strongest manner possible, advocatin 
and advancing the interests of the farmers of my section. What my 
people want is the best market for the products of the soil they can 
possibly get, and, too, they want that market at the very shortest po 
sible distance from their own doors. I shall be rejoiced if it shall be 
vouchsafed to me to live long enough to see a manufacturing establish- 
ment planted in every township in the fertile Ninth district of Iowa, 
as well as in every township of that great agricultural State, of which 
its sons are all proud. 

I would like to see these hives of industry planted and flourishing, 


, 
> 
y 


with their dozens, scores, and hundreds of happy, well-paid, prosper- | 


ous operatives, there to buy and eat the productof the fertileacres around 


them, and not subject to the free competition of Canada and other for- | 


eigncountries. 1 want toseea marketat the very doors of the farmers of 


Iowa, in order that they may save the immense cost of transportation | 


to which they are now subjected, the waste and loss of transportation, 
the commissions of middlemen, and all annoyances and cost of reach- 
ing the ‘‘ markets of the world.’’ Hence, I say, I believe thatif I were 
not a protectionist for protection’s sake, my present position on this bill 
would but represent the local interests of my immediate constituents. 


I say, all hail to the day when these things shall be. But Iam bound | 


to say that if Democratic principles and methods are to continue to pre- 
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marks, and also whether the Democratic Administration has not been 
promising Canada free trade. 

After he had stated to the House of Commons that his arguments 
would no doubt be used against the treaty and quoted against him 
in the Senate of the United States, he goes on to say: 


The only way we Canadians can obtain any benefits from the reciprocal rela- 
tions with the United States is by legislation. 


I read from pages 11, 21, and 22. Speaking of the non-intercourse 
act of our Congress, he says: 


That expressed the sentiments and the feeling in the United States of Amer- 
ica, and our friends the plenipotentiaries representing the United States, said: 
“If we make a treaty with you affecting the tariff, however small the in- 
ducement you might be willing to accept, it is certain of absolute rejection by 
the Senate, because the Congress of the United States have stated their position 
firmly, and they will not permit any interference on the part of the Adminis- 
tration of the United States by treaty with anything that involves a change in 
fiscal laws of the United States,” 


It will be observed that Sir Charles is very cautious in making pub- 
lic the promises he had received, but he continues: 


Now, sir, Iam in somewhata similar position in explaining this treaty,which 
I have now reached, to that in which I was in 1871 when defending the treaty 
of my right honorable friend under somewhat different circumstances. Then 
he said: ‘‘ Every word that you force us to say in support of this treaty will be 
used against us at Halifax in diminution of the payment that we are entitled to 
for the greater value of our fisheries.’’ To-day I am ina somewhat similar 
position. For every word that I say in defense of the treaty to which Lhave 
put my hand and to which I ask the sanction of this House with the utmost con- 
fidence, every word that I say in support of it may be used to-morrow in the 
Senate of the United States,where support to the treaty may be more difficult to 
obtain than it is in the House of Commons of Canada. 

The House will therefore understand that on this occasion it can not be ex- 
pected from me that I shall point ont very elaborately the advantages accruing 
to Canada under the treaty to which we have placed our hands. What I say is 
this: I say, sir, that the course that has been adopted in reference to this treaty 
has been adopted with a view to secure in the only way that was found prac- 
ticable the best interests of Canada. 

* ” - * * “ * 

As I have already informed the House, the plenipotentiaries of the United 
States stated they were quite unable to put anything in the treaty that would 
necessarily touch the fiscal policy of their country. They said that to do so 
would be simply to invite rejection of the treaty on the ground that they had 
infringed the jurisdiction which Congress possessed, the United States Congress 
having, as I have shown the House, adopted, in the most emphatic form, the 

—— not to allow any changes in their tariff except by the act of Congress 
tself. 

We therefore put this in the contingent clause. Weprovide absolutely forthe 
concessions that have been made with reference to delimitation, and with ref- 
erence to the treatment of United States fishing vessels, when compelled to re- 
sort to our ports in distress or in need of casual supplies orfor a homeward voy- 
age. All these were made absolute by the treaty; but when it came to that 
which is of great value to the United States fishermen, when it came to that 
which enables the United States fishermen to make Canada a basis of supplies 
for the purpose of better competing with our own fishermen, we then felt that 
we had a right to take our stand, and if Her Majesty’s plenipotentiaries have 
not been able to support the extreme contention of the Canadian Govern- 
ment, honorable gentlemen will find that, on the other hand, the plenipotentia- 
ries of the United States, who had, as a matter of diplomaticintercourse, takena 
very strong ground as to the indefeasible rights of American fishing vessels to 
obtain in our ports as commercial vessels whatever supplies they required for 
carrying on their fishing—to be able to purchase bait, to be able to purchase sup- 
plies of every kind, and to be able to transship their fish—they will find that our 
friends on the other side had,in the same way, to concede a great deal as com- 
pared with the extreme contention that they had made. 

Here it is provided, as a just and proper security to the interests of the fisher- 
men of Canada, who have the right, while excluded by heavy duties from the 
markets of the United States, to such protection as the treaty of 1818 has pro- 
vided for them, that whenever a question arises as to Canada being made the 
basis of supply for the American deep-sea fishing vessels—because the question 
of fishing is not in controversy at al!, the Americans having given up the right 
to catch fish in the inshore waters of Canada—that only can be done for a suffi- 
cient quid pro quo. We have, therefore, provided in article 15: 

‘*When the United States shall remove the duty from fish-oil, whale-oil, seal- 
oil, and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil), being the produce of fish- 
eries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and of Newfoundland, including 
Labrador, as wellas from the usual and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, and 
other usual necessary coverings containing the products above mentioned, the 
like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of the 
United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of the same, asabove 
described, shall be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada and New- 
foundland.”’ 

And upon such removal of duties, and while the aforesaid articles are allowed 
to be brought into the United States by British subjects, without duty being re- 
imposed thereon, the privilege of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
aforesaid coasts of Canada and of Newfoundland shall be accorded to United 
States fishing vessels by annual licenses, free of charge, for the following pur- 
poses, namely : 

**1, The purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
and outfits, 

“2. Transshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance. 

“3. Shipping of crews. 

‘* Supplies shall not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained. 

“The like privileges shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canada 
and of Newfoundland on the Atlantic coasts of the United States.” 

I think that is a measure which will meet with the hearty approval of the 
Honse. I think that will be regarded as a fair and reasonable proposition, that 
if fishing vessels of the United States are allowed to make Canada a base for 
obtaining their supplies and furnishing all the materials necessary for the out- 
fit of a fishingvoyage, for the transshipment of their catch, and making our har- 
bors and ports the means of carrying on their industry, the fishermen of Can- 
ada, with whom they are in that case better able to compete than they could 
otherwise, are entitled to have their fish entered free in the ports of the United 
States, 

While the plenipotentiaries of the United States were not able to make this 
an absolute provision, I do not hesitate to say that I look confidently to the pe- 
riod in the not remote future when fish will be made free and the fishermen of 
the United States will be able to obtain all theadvantages in our ports which are 
here given to them. I hold we have accomplished that without injuring in the 
slightest degree the fisheries of Canada, without injuring Canadian interests 
to any extent whatever. We have made concessions, as I have said, but we 
have made them with the avowed object of placing all our people, not only the 
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fishermen, but the agriculturist, the lumberman, every man in this country, in 
a better relation with the United States than he was before. What is the re- 
sult? 

As I have said, Mr. Bayard told us, the American plenipotentiaries told us 
that there was but one way of obtaining what we wished. ‘* You want greater 
freedom of commercial intercourse. You want relaxation in our tariff arrange- 
ments with respect to natural products in which you are so rich and abundant. 
There is but one way to obtain it. Let us by common concession be able to 
meet on common ground and remove this irritating cause of difficulty between 
the two countries out of the way, and you will find that the policy of this Goy- 
ernment, the policy of the President and of the House of Representatives, the 
policy of the great Democratic party of the United States, will at once take an 
onward march in the direction you propose, and accomplish steadily that which 
you would desire, is the only way by which it can ever be attained.” 

Those were not empty words, those were the sober utterances of distinguished 
statesmen who pointed to the avowed policy of the Government of the United 
States as the best evidence of the sincerity of what they said. What has hap- 
pened already? Already we have action by the financial exponent of the Ad- 
ministration of the United States, I mean Mr. Miius—the gentleman whoin the 
United States Congress represents the Government of the day, and stands in the 
postion most analogous in the United States to the finance minister in this 

10use, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, who propounds the 
policy of the Administration in the House. 

How is he selected? The Democratic party sustaining the Government se- 
lectsa man as Speaker of the House of Representatives who is in aceord with 
the policy of the Administration for the time being,and Mr. CARLISLE, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, nominates the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and all the members of the committee, and there- 
fore the chairman of that committee occupies the position of representing the 
Government in bringing forward such bills as will represent the views and sen- 
timents of the Democratic party in the United States supporting the Adminis- 
tration, 

What have we seen? The inkis barely dry upon this treaty before he, asthe 
representative of the Government and chairman of the Committee of Waysand 
Means, brings forward a measure to do what? Why, to make free articles that 
Canada sends into the United States, and upon which last year $1,800,000 of duty 
was paid. 

Some Hon. Memspers. We paid? 

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I ask, sir, if that is nothing? 

Some Hon. MEMBERS. Who paid? 

Sir CHARLEs TurrPer. I do not intend to insult both the great political parties 
of this country who have since 1854 and long before, maintained that the inter- 
ests of Canada, the interests of British North America, were intimately bound 
up in obtaining free intercourse with the United States for our natural products ; 
I do not intend to insult the two great parties of this country by telling them 
that they were fools; that they did not or what they were doing. 

Down to the present hour we have adopted the policy on both sides of the 
House, and we aes pledged ourselves to the people to do everything that lay 
in our power to obtain a free market for the natural products of our country 
with the United States, and I say you must answer me the question as to 
whether that was an act of supreme folly or whether it was wise statesman- 
ship on the part of both parties in this country to adopt that policy, before you 
ask me such a question as ‘‘ Who pays the duty?”’ 

I say that under this bill which has been introduced and which, I believe, will 
pass, for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate where the Republican ma- 
jority is only one in the whole House to pass this bill, it requires a majority of 
one only,and I am very sanguine that this bill will pass during the present 
session. Modified it may be, but Iam inclined to think the amendments will 
be still more in the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. 

If this is the case I think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the 
free admission of our lumber, upon which was paid during the last year no less 
than $1,315,450. On copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid, or there 
was paid—to make it meet the views of the honorable gentlemen opposite more 
correct] y—$96,945. 

On salt $21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill. .I am 
sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill that 
came to me, that potatoes were not included in vegetables. lam sorry to find 
there is a doubt as to whether the term * vegetables’’ not specially enumerated 
will not exclude potatoes. In grappling with this policy of making the natural 
products of the two countries free, you do not expect any person who wants to 
carry a bill to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is able to carry, 
lest he may break down and do nothing. You expect him to take it in detail, 
and, as I believe, you will find the policy contained in this bill of making those 
natural prodtcts of Canada free carried out until you have perfect freedom of 
intercourse between the natural products of Canada and the United States. Of 
wool we sent last year 1,319,309 pounds of one kind and a variety ofother kinds, 
upon which a duty was paid to the extent of $183,852. Now, as I say, on articles 
of prime importance and interest to Canada the removal of duty by the Mills 
bill amounts to no less than $1,800,193. 

In the measure I submit I believe will be found a bill of vital importance to 
Canada to pass. 

I believe, sir, that we owe it to the Empire as well as to ourselves steadily to 
keep in view every measure that will conduce to the rapid progress of Canada, 
the development of our inexhaustible resources, and the building up of a great 
and powerful British Dominion on this side of the Atlantic. I say, sir, that in 
the discharge of my duty I have steadily kept that conviction in view, and I be- 
lieve the course which has been pursued will not only commend itself to the 
judgment and the support of the great majority in this House, but that the great 
majority of the people in this country will feel that in the adoption of this treaty 
we are taking a step that is calculated to conduce to the progress and greatness 
and best interests of Canada. 


And, Mr. Chairman, we have the very best assurance of the fact that 
Canada was promised free trade in the legislation which is now pro- 
posed for the adoption of this House. Well might Sir Charles say 
that— 


The ink is barely dry upon the treaty before the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means brings forward a measure to that effect. 


Todo what? Why, 
To make free articles that Canada sends into the United States, and upon 
which last year $1,800,000 of duty was paid. 


Yes, that is how much gain the Canadians obtain by this legislation. 
That is why the honorable gentleman introduced this bill. We need 
have no misunderstanding about it. It is not in the interest of the 
United States. It is the bonus they propose to give Canada and Great 
Britain for having yielded up something in the matter of the fisheries. 
This Administration can not negotiate treaties upon a fair level with 
Great Britain. Our country has fallen so low that it has to buy any 
rights it obtains by throwing up and giving away what we ourselves 
are entitled to. 
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Let it be known, then, that this bill is not for our 
advantage of the people of the United States, that the charge 
that it is in the interest of foreigners. It is to give to Ca 










000 annually and far more. That it is to be given by an attack on our 
own industries. That our own laborers are to be th n out of employ- 
mentand our factories closed that Canada m ve he Canadia 
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have no doubt but that our tariff duties are . 
United States, 


very well they do not come off the people of th 
They know very well who pays the duty, and Sir Charles, in gett 
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a promise that it shall be repealed, has a g rd reason why Cana 

might yield a little something upon the fisheries question. 

return for this confidence on the part of the representative of the Britis 

Government we see the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Meat 

introducing this bill and doing all he can to return the Canadi 

something not in kind, but of much more value. He says furthe1 
You will observe that on salt $21,992 duty was paid last yea This 


dered free by the Mills bill. 

Twenty-one thousand dollars bonus to Canada. 

Sir Charles grows pathetic and can not conceal his disappointment 
when he adds— 

I am sorry to find,as I hoped would be the case fron 
that came to me, that potatoes were not included amo 





Hence gentlemen on the other side have the Cana 
it that potatoes will not come in under that clause. 
stand why the honorable chairman was so certain this morning that 
potatoes would not be free. The parties most interested admit it. H 
says that in grappling with this policy of making the natural products of 
the two countries free, which is the English for free trade, he does not 
expect any person who wants to carry a bill through the United States 
Congress to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is able to 
carry. How considerate he is of our free-trade friends. Alas, I fear 
they have already shouldered more than they will be able to ca r. 

This gives a new meaning to the expression often repeated here by 
the friends of this bill, that itis only a step in the right direction; that 
we are to go further and carry bigger loads for our Canadian brethren 
hereafter. 

One provision of the treaty is only to go into effect, it 
when we give Canada free trade in certain enumerated articles 
would ask the chairman of the Ways and Means to explain to Con 
gress and the country whether Sir Charles had 
use he makes of alleged assurances of free-trade legislation. 
get valuable concessions from Canada for free trade, I would al 
like to know whether anything is promised us from other countries that 
will gain by the passage of the Mills bfll. If our own people must suffer 
by this legislation, let us know whether we are even promised any 
thing from the countries of Europe and Asia. Gentlemen of the major 
ity, explain yourselves. Are you working in the interest of American 
or of foreign countries? 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I will print the extract I have quoted in connection 
with my remarks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen 
tleman a question, to come out of my time, if the gentleman will 
kindly give me his attention. The gentleman referred to a tax on salt 
that Sir Charles Tupper said would be released. He referred to it in 
connection with a question as to who pays the tax. Does not that tax 
relate to American salt imported into Canada? 

Mr. JACKSON. I do not quite catch the gentleman’s question. 
Will he please repeat it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Sir Charles Tupper was re- 
ferring to a tax paid by the Canadians on American salt imported into 
Canada. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, no; he was referring to the duty paid by the 
Canadians to bring their salt into ourmarket. He enumerates anum- 
ber of other things, and goes right on. He comes to the wool after 
awhile, and to the ores and a great number of things, and shows just 
how much is to be given to them by this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Seven or eight millions. 

Mr. JACKSON. In the aggregate, yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman 
to say this: That Sir Charles Tupper takes the position that the Cana- 
dians will be relieved of some $23,000 tax that they pay for Canadian 
salt coming into America. 

Mr. JACKSON. To bring it into our market. They have been 
paying that much for the liberty of coming into our market and sell- 
ing on equality with our own people. This they will be relieved of 
if the Mills bill passes, for then they can come in free. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am only asking for the fact. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the way I understand the argument. In 
fact it can not be understood any other way. Itis plainly so stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Sir Charles Tupper takes the 
position that it is a release of so much tax to the Canadians. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
the fact was. 

Mr. PARKER. 
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ling to tel ' vas the t ipon which t had 
| acted Men upon this Oo e House rise and show how t r lo- 
$y be injured, how t rents will be harmed, how 
| great interé “i d yed t the gent] upon 
| t t s witho | iny res to why they 
| see ) make t e « ! s, and when the t ( t Ido 
t use the 1 in Ollensive sen but in t, sa the olidly 
us down. I would like to have ntlemen te is, for example, 
‘ is that they propose to make fresh and salted vegetables free of 
duty while they re/juire protection on their own rice 
I would like to have them tell us upon this item under consideratior 
| why t is that they make beans, pease, and split pease free, while they 
provide for protection upon items tl benefit themselves? I would 
<¢ »h the atter of tl! } in of the committee while ] 
| ask him to inform the | e | split } e, which every one 
who knows anything about t su t knows are a manufactured ar- 
ticle, should be put in th ie free-trade class with whole pease and 
| 1 S would like some « i of tha It is well known that 
plit peas b manufacture i e, and that there are houses with 
large capital employed in the business of gat] ng pease, splitting them 
nery, and ling them for nary purposes, and yet these 
tlemen put the ! same free-trade category with beans and 
le pea I wish also to protest, in the é tand upon idg- 
I t and comp nt ol a ia or « } iy this p ition 
| to ! le 0 e Hou t tt p lucts 
1 < el l eria 
C ives, t farr s’ societies, the husbandmen’s newspapers, 
the rural organizations everywhere are denouncing that assertion upon 
\ egislation is based 33¢ n utterly fals ind, to 
tn nously false and ye yen en on the other side go on act- 
ing nt theory that pease nd beans and vegetables, fresh, or in 
or brine, and oO 1 fre milk, and wool, and meat, and 
| poults nd all suc I ts are ‘‘raw material. Although they 
" n in their amount and volume the results of much of the labor of 
| the greatest body of workers upon the American continent, yet these 
| De mocrati le iy 3] itors have the elfrontery to face the larmers an l tell 
| them that the products which take their inception under their care, 
| and become articles of commerce under their supervision, are raw mate- 
| rials, like the ore in the earth and th unquarried rock, ete., and, there- 
fore, for the benefit of workmen whose work is protected, and of man- 
ufacturers whose output is protected, these products of the farmer’s toil 
hajl be made free. I think the farmers will make an answer to this 
proposition which the gentlemen i harge of this bill will, by and by, 
understand. 
Mr. MILLS. Lh ype we shall no have a vote on this lin 
The question was taken «n th on to stril out the ] 1 it 


was rejected—ayes 45, noes 59 
Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike out the last word 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, is that in orde1 
The CHAIRMAN. It isin order 
Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike out the last word, and in that 
‘onnection I desire to say that one of the chief staple products of my 
country is beans. The probability is that we raise beans enough in 
that section to feed two or three States. We load vessel after vessel 


with them in the fall of the year, and send them away; and although 
there is but 10 per cent. duty upon beans under existing law, yet the 
proposition to put them upon the free-list comes directly in conilict 
with the interests of that portion « f the country 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, following up the items of this 
biJl one after another, as though the blows were rained more di- 
rectly and frequently than anywhere else mu the interests of the 
Pacific side of the country, and especial! iinst California [ am 
very willing, however, to accord some credit to the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means for the concession he has made to-day 


in consenting to strike from the free-list plums and prunes, which also 


are products of very great value in that part of the country. Another 
product of the California coast is raisins. I have already referred to 
other products of that Southern California country, which has been 
called the Italy of America, and whose products come directly in com- 
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petition with those of old Italy, and I can not but recur to the fact that | Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 


i 









immediately preceding the assembling of this Congress, when it was The Clerk read as follows: 
given out by the leaders of the Democratic party that one of the chief | Pulp, for paper-makers’ use. 
measures of policy in this Congress would be the modification of the Mr. BYNUM. I move to amend by striking out the line just read. 
tariff law, there were poured in appeals to members of Congress from | Mr. REED. What is the objection to that line? 
these foreign interests to put raisins and plums and other products of | The motion of Mr. BYNUM was agreed to 
that kind upon the free-list; and in deference to such appeals various | The Clerk read as follows: 
provisions have been put into this bill at the expense of our own inter Bibles, books, and pamphlets, printed in other languages than English, and 
ests in America, especially the interests of the southren part of Cali- | books and pamphlets and all publications of foreign & vernments, and — i- 
fornia, that favored land to which so many people are now turning ae foreign societies, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous distribu- 
their faces, as they did in the early history of the settlement of that |  Bristles. 
country. ‘These things are making their impression; and although Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal. 
there has been accorded to us to day by the chairman of the Commit- | During the reading of the lines Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 
tee on Ways and Means a small crumbof comfort, it willnotturnaside | Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman 
the people of that country in theircondemnation of a policy which lends | Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment to offer to line 155. 
a willing ear to appeals from abroad and at the same time sacrificesour | The Clerk read as follows: 
4 home interests. i A pplause. | } Add to line 155 the words “ not edible.” 
i [ Here the hammer fell. ] | Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the last word. 
; 1 withdraw the pro forma amendment. | Isonght the recognition of the Chair while these lines were being 
S Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the Jast word. | read to call attention to the propriety of striking out the words ‘‘ books 
‘ In what I have to say upon this line, 148, I do not wish to speak of | and pamphlets,’’ in line 150. 
politics at all. The district which I represent is very largely inter-| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
ested in the growth of beans, some of our farmers raising as much as | New Jersey. 
2,000 bushels of this one article. In reading this bill, I have been at Mr. FARQUHAR. Lut the amendment I wish to offer is first. 
a loss to understand upon what principle this product is selected fora | Mr. BUCHANAN. Very well. I will withdraw my amendment 
place on the free-list. I asked this question of one member of the | for the present. 
committee, and he could give me no reason. I really wish I could be The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman 
enlightened as to the reason why this particular agricultural product | from New York if there be no objection. But the Clerk had read 
should have been selected for a place on the free-list. down to line 155. 

Ii the answer be made that the intention is to make food cheap for Mr. FARQUHAR. I sought the attention of the Chair and tried to 
the laboring people, why is not every agricultural product suitable for | get his recognition to offer an amendment to the line I have indicated 
food placed on the free-list? Why not flour, or meal, or rice, or wheat, The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to offer 
or cheese, or butter? I can not imagine or conceive of any good reason. | an amendment if there be no objection. 

None has been given. Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply submit that while the House has on 


This bill should be based upon some consistent principle. No one | its Calendar an international copyright bill, which will probably meet 
article should be taken off or put on the free-list unless there be some | the views of the House and become a law, it is unfair to the American 
good reason for it. Rice is necessary for the poor man and the invalid; | publisher and the American printer and book-sellers and book-binders, 

tk beans are also necessary for the poor man; why should not these two | and to all persons engaged in the manufacture of books, to have such 
. articles be placed upon an equality? It seems to me that a sense of | a broad provision as is embraced in the words in line 150, ‘‘ books and 
justice would dictate that the farmers in one locality should be treated | pamphlets,’’ placed upon the free-list, whereby the country may be 
rR with the same fairness as the farmers of another locality. flooded with foreign-made books. In the admission of Bibles printed 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] in foreign languages free there is manifest propriety, and no one can 
TheCHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the amendment of the | find fault with that. Nor can there be any objection to admitting 
gentleman from New York will be considered as withdrawn. books, pamphlets, and publications of foreign Governments and of for- 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend by strik- | eign scientific associations. But the words I have quoted are highly 
ing out the last word. This question of beans is one with which I am | objectionable as opening the door to admit al! classes of publications, 


somewhat familiar; I have dealt in the article for a good many years. | or all kinds of books made by foreign publishers and foreign printers. 





: Mr. MILLS. I appeal to gentlemen on the other side to let us make Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
some progress with the bill. There have been three or four speeches | gentleman is not discussing the line before the House. 

over there on this question. The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair entertained the amendment ot 
: Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will not take more than a few minutes. | the gentleman from New York. There was some confusion at the time 
; I wish to state to the chairman of the Committee on ,Ways and Means, | the lines were read 
who is &@ warm advocate of the farmers and the protection of their in- Mr. MILLS. Ido not want to be going back all the time; we will 
: terests, that he is making a great mistake in proposing to place beans | never get on with this bill. I object to it. 
B: on the free-list. Beans constitute one of the greatest articles of produc-| Mr. REED. The trouble seems to be that the Chairman of the com 
RK tion of the farmers in some sections of our country, especially in New | mittee and the Clerk failed to catch the voice of the gentleman from 


York State, and also, as has been said, in California. Even with the | New York, who addressed the Chair while that paragraph was being 
present tariff on beans, it should be remembered the Germans supply | read. 


a great portion of our country with this product. Mr. MILLS. I was listening to the reading of every word of thi 
What, then, will be the effect of taking off the duty? Will it not | bill, and I know that line 155 was read. 
simply result in the Germans furnishing the whole supply to our peo- Mr. REED. That may be very true; but I also know that I heard 


ple? The effect will be to drive our American farmers into raising | the gentleman from New York call the attention of the Chair to the 
more extensively wheat and corn and those products for which, as the | paragraph to which he has been addressing his remarks, 


4 gentleman from Texas says, they are now underpaid. If they do not Mr. MILLS. And line 155 had been read. 
FR now get enough for these products, why should the gentleman from Mr. REED. Ido not deny that; but these lines are so short that 
B Texas drive them into raising still larger quantities of them, in conse- | when the Clerk puts on steam enough of course he can run considerably 
‘5 quence of beans being placed on the free-list? In spite of the duty, as | ahead of any member who desires to attract the attention of the Chair. 
B I have already suggested, German beans are toa large extent supplant- | The fact is, the Chairman did not hear the gentleman from New York. 
$ ing those of American growth. Ifthe duty be taken off, of course the | Mr. MILLS. I was paying attention to my business here; and | 
j importation will be inereased. The farmersin Germany and other for- | know that we had passed beyond that paragraph. 
; eign countries are not paid so well as the farmers in this country; con-| Mr. REED. Well, I am very glad to hear that the gentleman has 


sequently our market will be deluged with their product, and our farm- | been paying attention to his business here, for it is more than he has 
ers, the very men whom the gentleman from Texas claims to be so | been doing for the business of the country. 
desirous of protecting, will be injured. Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I object to being taken off the 


< 
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es The gentleman has remarked that the price of wheat is controlled to | floor by these personal allusions. 
4 a great extent by the tariff, because, as he says, Europe, in consequence Mr. MILLS. How did the gentleman get the floor? 
of the tariff, does not take wheat enough from us. He is greatly mis- Mr. REED. By the recognition of the Chair. 


taken in that assertion. The truth is, Europe takes the surplus which | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the lines down to 155 had 
we have to spareevery year. The gentleman’s other idea, that Europe | been read; but as the gentleman sought recognition of the Chair, and 
regulates the price, is also a great mistake. Europe has no more to do | so stated, when the preceding lines were being read, the Chair recog- 





By with regulating the price of wheat in this country than with regulat- | nized him to offer an amendment. 

j ing the price of hickory-nuts. The price of wheat is not regulated in| Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from New York ought to deliver his 
c Europe, but in Chicago, and it is not regulated by supply and demand, | lecture to his colleague on that side of the House, who owes an apology 
F but simply by the gambling—— to the House 

ri [ Here the hammer fell. ] Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Texas is the only one who 


br Mr. MILLS. I now ask for a vote. did not seem to have heard the gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Did not tl 
Jersey offer an amendment to line 155? 
: | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did offer an 
gentleman from New York state ithat he was on 

















imendment, but the 


the tloor trying to get 














the attention of the Chair to offer an amendment to the preced 
and the ¢ hair recogni; d him, the gentle: 1an from New J sey w POY 
holding his amendment. . 

Mr. REED. Therefore, so far from owing an apology to the Hou t ‘ 
the Chairman of the committee has himself justified all that I said. I 
But. Mr. Chairman, it is the rule of parliamentary law, that whenev Mr. TOW 
a gentleman rises in his place and states that endeavored to { 
tract the attention of the Chair whena lin ‘raph was b a tay 
read. to receive that statement as absolutely ea to act up Ir, BRUM 
It is well known to all BU 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman fr Main d not that w r. BR 
commented upon my action a nent ag 

Mr. REED. The House so understood it. ‘ 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman said that the chairman of t Con 
tee on Ways and Means had not been attending to his busi . ‘ d 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas having an apprehension in i 
his own mind jumps at a conclusion and so interprets words that did 
not have that meaning. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. That is what the gentleman said 

Mr. REED. What I said was that the Chairman of this Commit mtire 
of the Whole, the gentleman from Illinois, and the Clerk perhaps ‘ 
not caught the voice of the gentleman from New York. It was res 
ful to the Chairman of the committee,and had nothing to do wit t 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from New | |} 

York himself state that he sought recognition while this paragrap! 
being read ? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York has already so 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Letthe gentleman 1 
York speak for himself. He is of age. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman,I made the interruption as « 
as possible and called attention to this paragraph of the bill. 1 waite 
and stood patiently until the paragraph was read and as soon as I cou 
be recognized I called attention to it to make a motion. 

Now, on this question—— 

Mr. KELLEY addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the man { 1 Ne 
York. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to state in this connection that I ha 
lected information on this very paragraph, and hastened to my 
the purpose of taking exception to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to say that this paragraph, this p 
tion to put bibles printed in other languages than English, and boo 
and pamphiets and all publications of foreign governments, and pu 
lications of foreign societies, historical or scientific, printed for grat 
tous distribution, upon the free-list, is strictly in the line of enlig 
ened public intelligence, and is proper and correct in ail respects 
am very glad indeed that the committee has seen proper to put it 
that shape. But what Ido object most strenuously against is that pa 
of line 150, ‘‘ books and pamphlets,’’ whereby you permit free tra 
in books and pamphlets that are exclusive of Bibles, as they appear 
this paragraph, and I simply submit to the committee that w 
international copyright bill on the Calendar we are going a little to 
hastily until we settle that matter. 

There is no need of opening the door more than propriety mig 
mit. Being an old member of the Printing Committee of this H - 

I know the existent comity between the American and European : 
ciations and the interchange the United States of America 

with European societies. Such favors, I think, are very proper inde , 
But free trade in other books than Bibles and ntific publications 
think radically wrong. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the amen t to take { 
the free-list will cover books printed in German and er foreign 
guages than the English. Is that the intention ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a well-known fact that no Ge in ¢ 
cational books are published in this country; none whatever ) 
books in the German language are not published in this country. | 
placing them upon the dutiable-list you are simply levying a tax up 
education. 

Mr. BRUMM. You are mistaken. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Totally mistaken. 

Mr. BRUMM. There are publishing bonuses in Ph ladelphia t] 
issue those books. — 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam informed by an eminent German schol Sra. 
who is very well informed on the subject, that there are no German — RON 
text-books published in this country. , s 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? . ‘ t] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certain! th k 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Does he not know there 
lished in New York to-day ? 


are such books pub- | 
ny 
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Whokilsa m ankillsa reasonable creature, God’simage ; but he whodestroys 
a good book kills reason itself, kills the image of God, as it were, in the eye. 
Many a man lives a burden to the earth; but a good book is the precious life- 
blood of a master spir 






yond life. It is true,no age can restore a life whereof, perhaps, there isno great 
oss; and revolutions of ages do not oft recover the loss of a rejected truth, for 
the want of which whole nations fare the worse. 


We should be wary, therefore, what persecution we wage against the living 
labors of public men, how we spill that seasoned life of man preserved and 
stored up in books, since we see a kind of homicide may be thus committed, 
sometimes a martyrdom; and if it extends to the whole impression, a kind of 
massacre, whereof the execution ends notin the slayingof an elemental life, 
but strikes at the ethereal and fifth essence, the breath of reason itself; slays 
an immortality rather than a life. 

The effort to strike out this provision is protection gone mad. It is 
of a piece with the effort to keep books from the slave or the Bible 
from the people. ‘The demands of the system require this subserviency, 
and no appeal can break the stubborn array around every “‘ protected ”’ 
interest, so that all within the trenches shall be detended by the united 
power of all. But the defense will be fruitless. 

As much has been said to-day concerning the platforms recently 
adopted by the two parties, I desire to say that the bill reported is in 
exact accordance with the platform adopted by the Democratic conven- 
tioa at Chicago, upon which the victory of 1884 was achieved. 

“All taxation shall be limited to the requiretments of economical 


government.’’ ‘‘ Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation.’’ ‘‘ The 
Democracy pledges itself * * * to reduce taxation to the lowest 


| 


, embalmed and treasured up on purpose to a life be- | 
| isas to the time of the execution of the 
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other purpose was gradually and cautiously to be changed until that 
purpose was accomplished. 

Every limitation imposed in this platform, but one, on these pledges 
‘** process of reform.’’ ‘‘ It 


| shall be done wisely, gradually, regardful of the labor and capital in- 


limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the faith of the | 


nation toits creditors and pensioners.’’ ‘This was the declaration by the 
Democratic party of the true limitation on the power to levy and collect 
taxes of every sort, and its pledge, if given power, to reduce taxation 
tothat limit. It recognized that ‘‘ many industries have come to rely 
upon legislation for successful continuance,’’ and therefore ‘‘that any 
change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital 
involved;’’ that ‘‘the process of reform must be subject to this plain 
dictate of justice.”’ 

The reform must be accomplished, but ‘‘ knowing full well, how- 
ever, that legislation affecting the occupations of the people should be 
cautious and conservative in method, not in advance of public opinion 
but responsive to its demands,’’ it pledged itself to ‘‘ revise the tariff,’’ 
cautiously and with conservatism, ‘‘in a spirit of fairness to all inter- 
ests,’’ and with frequent appeals toan enlightened public opinion. So, 
too, it pledged itself ‘‘to reduce taxation,’’ ‘‘but in making reduction 
in taxes it is not proposed to injure any domestic industry, but rather 
to promote their healthy growth;’’ and it declared its belief and purpose 
that ‘‘the necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected 
without depriving American labor of the ability to compete success- 
fully with foreign labor, and without imposing lower rates of duty than 
will be ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist 
in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country.’’ 

The pledge was, therefore, ‘‘ to reduce taxation to the lowest limit 
consistent ’’ with our national obligations, and ‘‘ to revise the tariff:”’ 
these are the objects to be accomplished, and the whole power in- 
trusted to a party put in control of the Government was pledged to 
their ‘‘execution.’’ 

The mode of the revision of the tariff was with equal clearness 
pointed out. It is to obtain the revenues ‘‘ from custom-house taxes 
on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and 
bearing lightest on articles of necessity,’’ and ‘‘ by freeing American 
manufacturers from a hopeless competition with manufacturing na- 
tions’’ by removing taxes from off ‘‘ raw materials.’’ 

The amount of revenue to be raised is to be so curtailed that not one 
dollar shall be raised except ‘‘exclusively for public purposes,’’ and 
then not to exceed, even ‘‘for public purposes,’’ *‘the needs of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered.’’ As this reduction, cautiously 
made, ‘‘in a spirit of fairness,’’ will gradually render a smaller and 
smaller sum necessary to be raised, the reyision of the tariff shall also, 
in ‘‘ the process of reform, be subject in its execution to the same cau- 
tious spirit of fairness.’’ But revision and reduction shall not cease, 
nor be delayed; both shall be at once commenced. 

‘“'The fewer imported articles’? on which tustom-house taxes are to 
remain can only be selected by elimination, by taking from the dutia- 
ble list those which are not to be taxed and placing them on the free- 
list. This elimination must be gradual; and in this selection two rules 
are laid down: 

First. The American manufacturer must be given free raw materials. 
It will not do to say that there is no pledge to do this. We denounced 
the Republican party for not doing this; and no gentleman or honest 
man will consent to say that he denounced another for that which he 
approves, and if given power would continue. The declaration is elo- 
quent and ringing. 


It (the Republican party) professes the protection of American manufactures, 
Tt has subjected them to an increased flood of manufactured goods and a hope- 
ae gompalition with manufacturing nations, not one of which taxes raw ma- 
terials. 


Second. By putting on the free-list “‘articles of necessity.’’ 
- But this was not all the revision pledged; for ‘* the inequalities ot 
the tariff’’ were to be removed, and that with the object kept steadily 
in view that the revenues produced by tariff taxes should be ‘‘ exclu- 
sively for public purposes;’’ and therefore every rate imposed for any 


LL 





volved.”’ 

There is one limitation imposed as to the nature of reform; it is that 
‘the necessary reduction in taxation must be effected without depriv- 
ing American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign 
labor;’’ so that the pledge was given thatso much of ‘‘any increased cost 
of production’’ in those ‘‘fewer imported articles,’’? which are ‘‘ arti- 
cles of luxury,’’ and not ‘‘articles of necessity,’’ or ‘‘ raw materials”’ 
as is caused by ‘‘the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country ”’ 
may be protected by the rates imposed. Thisis the only item to which 
protection can be given. As to all other items, we are pledged against 
protection. Let us recognize in good faith this limitation, but let us, 
like wise men, be honest in applying it. 

It is not to be disregarded, nor is it to be used as a cover for every 
sort of inequality and favoritism; a pretense to be taken advantage of 
for improper ends and to excuse every form of class legislation and the 
prostitution of governmental power to private gain. 

“‘ Free raw materials,’’ ‘‘custom-house taxes on fewer imported ar- 
ticles,’’ ‘‘ ederal taxation exclusively for public purposes,’’ in order 
that American manufacturers may compete successfully with foreign 
manufacturers; that ‘‘all American industries,’’ of which ‘‘the many 
have been impoverished to subsidize the few,’’ may flourish; that Amer- 
ican labor may find constant and profitable employment; that the prod- 
ucts of American soil may find ready sale, and the husbandman receive 
fair return from his harvest—this was our solemn pledge. To reduce 
expenses and taxation so that the public debt may be paid; the pen- 
sioner receive the evidence of a nation’s gratitude; and industry be fol- 
lowed by comfort and rewarded by competence—this is what we plighted 
our faith to accomplish. 

But if there had been no pledge, no platform, that would have been 
our bounden duty. It isan august trust to be intrusted with the power 
to manage the affairs of this great Republic, and the acceptance of the 
trust imposes an obligation we can not avoid. 

This platform meant only that the revision of the tariff should be 
fairly and cautiously carried on until a revenue system was substituted 
for the present unjust and iniquitous congeries of legislative exactions. 
The present bill was prepared in the precise spirit of that platform. 

But two constructions had been placed upon its language, and the 
St. Louis convention has adjudicated as between those who placed these 
diverse constructions upon it, by declaring that ‘‘it indorses the views 
expressed by President Cleveland in his last annual message as the cor- 
rect interpretation of that platform upon the issue of tariff reductions.”’ 

I quote from that message: 

The difficulty attending a wise and fair revision of our tariff laws is not un- 
derestimated. It will require on the part of the Congress great labor and care, 
and especially a broad and national contemplation of the subject, and a patriotic 
disregard of such local and selfish claims as are unreasonable and reckless ot 
the welfare of the entire country. 

Under our present laws more than four thousand articles are subject to duty. 
Many of these do not in any way compete with our own manufactures and 
many are hardly worth attention as subjects of revenue. A considerable re- 
duction can be made in the aggregate, byaddingthem to the free-list. The tax- 
ation of luxuries presents no features of hardship; but the necessaries of life 
used and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the cost of 
living in every home, should be greatly cheapened. 

The radical reduction of the duties imposed upon raw material used in man- 
ufactures, or its free importation, is of course an important factor in any effort 
to reduce the price of these necessaries; it would not only relieve them from 
the increased cost caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured 
product being thus cheapened that part of the tariff now laid upon such product, 
as a compensation to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material, 
could be accordingly modified. Such reduction or free importation would serve 
beside to largely reduce the revenue. 

It is not apparent how such a change can have any injurious effect upon our 
manufacturers. On the contrary,it would appear to give them a better chance 
in foreign markets with the manufacturers of other countries, who cheapen 
their wares by free material. Thus our people might have the opportunity of 
extending their sales beyond the limits of home consumption—saving them 
from the depression, interruption in business, and loss caused by a glutted do- 
mestic market, and affording their emp!oyés more certain and steady labor, 


with its resulting quiet and contentment. 
= * * * £ * ae 

Our progress toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling upon 
the theories of protection andfree trade. This savors too much of bandying epi- 
thets. It isa condition which confronts us—notatheory. Relief from this con- 
dition may involve a slight reduction of the advantages which we award our 
home productions, but the entire withdrawal of such advantages should not be 
contemplated. The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the per- 
sistent claim made in certain quarters, that all efforts to relieve the people from 
unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free-traders, is mis- 
chievous and far removed from any consideration for the public good. 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treas- 
ury through the perversion of governmental powers. 


It was, indeed, consistent to follow the indorsement of the message 
of the President with it ‘‘also indorses the efforts of our Democratic 
Representatives in Congress to secure a reduction in taxation,’’ and 
to make a distinct approval of the pending bill. This bill, prepared 
to meet a condition and not to fit a theory, has met the approval of the 
Democratic party, because it is moderate, conservative, and compromis- 
ing; avoiding extremes we have in good faith sought practical results, 
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that would be of good to every class of our citizens. It has gained 
strength every day since we reported it; it will more and more com- 
mend itself to the thoughtful as it is better understood and more dis- 
cussed. ne os 

It is a partial remedy for our present condition; it is the only practi- 
cable remedy justnow. Let ouropponents fairly face this alternative— 
this bill in substance or no remedy, and they must take the responsi- 
bility of its defeat in the Senate, where they have the majority. A 
reduction of revenue will be never ‘‘needed ’’ if the Republican party 
is given power, as more than the present income w ill be ** needed’? for 
the appropriations, ‘‘needed’’ **for the early rebuilding of our Navy, 
for the construction of coast fortifications and modern ordnance and 
other approved modern means of defense for the protection of our de- 
fenseless harbors and the channels of internal, coastwise, and foreign 
commerce; for the encouragement of the shipping interests of the At- 
lantic, Guif, and Pacific States;’’ for ‘‘free schools’’ and ‘‘ pensions.’ 

In each of these schemes, to which unlimited governmental aid is 
promised, there are contingent “‘jobs’’ of huge proportions, and the 
American people might as well realize that Republican victory means 
no reduction of revenue; but the proposed remedy is, first, by the re- 
peal of the tax on tobacco; second, tax on alcohol used in the arts and 
tor mechanical purposes; third, such revision of the tariff as will tend 
to check imports—that is, an increase of duties on such articles as are 
produced by our people, the production of which gives employment 
to ourlabor; fourth, the release from import duties of articles of foreign 
production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at 
home; fifth, the repeal, if necessary, of the internal taxes. 

This is an impossible and wholly impracticable policy; it is a delu- 
sion and a snare, and can never be made permanent. It means per- 
petual agitation and instability. The present bundle of sections 
known as our tariff law can not be permanently maintained, and an 
attempt to enact higher duties will tail. The rival private interests 
will not be able to agree on another revision that will tend to check 
imports. 

If it were possible, it is iniquitous. The proffer really made by the 
party at Chicago is large expenditures of public money to be raised by 


increased duties, so that the burdens of taxation shall be increased in | 


both modes—by increased expenditures and increased cost of living. 
The tax-payer must pay tribute to those in whose interest the duties 
are increased and to those to whom these new expeditures shall be paid. 
This means that power shall be obtained by the contributions and ex- 
ertions of those who are to receive pecuniary and private gain from the 
Government. 

The issue is fairly made—strict economy, decreased expenditures, 
reduced taxation by removal of burdens from the neces=zaries of life; 
against increased expenditures, larger appropriations, higher taxation, 
and continued legislation for those who can combine and control the 
party machinery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam very well satisfied that upon inquiry the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] will find that none of the 
school-books used in the teaching of German are published in this coun- 
try. I hope, therefore, the gentleman will withdraw his amendment, 
or that it will be defeated and these books, etc., be placed on the free- 
list. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman | 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman from Illinois | 


{[Mr. TOWNSHEND] to the fact that they have entirely missed thescope 
of this paragraph. All of these books are for gratuitous distribution. 
We are not discussing universal knowledge at all; all of these books 
are for gratuitous distribution. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘*Vote!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 70. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a misunderstand- 
ing a the part of some of us here as to the true meaning of this para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit an amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; I move to strike out the last word. As I 
read this paragraph, Bibles and books or pamphlets printed in other 
languages than English are to come in free. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is right. 

Mr. KELLEY. That is your interpretation of it? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then, in addition to that, ‘‘ books, pamphlets, and 
all publications of foreign governments, and publications of foreign so- 
cieties, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous distribution.’’ 
That would let in those valuable documents issued annually after a 
big dinner by the Cobden Club, which calls itself scientific. [Laughter. ] 
But, Mr. Chairman, I want to speak seriously to the mistakes of fact 
of the gentlemen on the other side. Had the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee been accessible to information, or had the five Republican mem- 
bers of that committee had extended to them in this connection the 
ordinary courtesies of that and other committees of the House, I would 
have had before them Mr. Ignatius Kohler, the head of one of the old- 
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est publishing houses in Philadelphia, with the heads of large publish- | 
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ing houses of foreign books in New York, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Mil- 
waukee, and other cities in which_there is a large population of the 
poor people spoken of by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRecK- 
INRIDGE] who want reading in their own languages, and among whom 
are to be found printers, type-founders, paper-makers, book-binders, 
and workers in all the manifold industries which are involved in pro- 
ducing books. 

There are in the United States large establishments engaged wholly 
| in the production of books and pamphlets in foreign languages, and I 
| can see no reason in the world why we shall not give the same protec- 
| tion to the American paper-maker, type-founder, press-builder, and 
| book-binder, and to those engaged in all the various branches of the 
hook-making industry, whether the books are printed in the |} lish 
| language or in any other. 
| Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can the gentleman tell us the name 
firm in the United States engaged in publishing German ed 
works? 

Mr. KELLEY. Scribner & Co. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do they publish German educational works ? 
| Mr. KELLEY. I think they do. There isin this country one very 
| large firm, not that of Scribner & Co., which prints nothing but books 
in foreign languages. I made inquiry on the subject when I supposed 

the information would be useful before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, and I had arranged with Mr. Kohler that he should have notice 
when the committee came to determine these questions; Dut I had to 
| write to him that I had overestimated my influence with my colleagues 
on that committee, and could not get him or his associates, the other 
printers and publishers to whom I have referred, a hearing before the 
committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask my friend whether he is willing 
to put a tax upon knowledge just to benefit two or three large firms ? 
|} Mr. KELLEY. I stand by the American paper-maker, printer, type- 
founder, book-binder. whether he is engaged in printing and binding 
books in English or in a foreign language, and I tell the gentleman 
there are other large American establishments engaged exclusively in 
the production of books in foreign languages. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. At the expense of the dissemination of knowl- 
edge? 

Mr. KELLEY. No; not at the expense of anybody. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], in relation to a subject which he does not 
appear to understand, that there are over twenty firms in this country 
engaged in reprinting foreign works in the foreign languages, princi- 
pally German and French. Many of those works are brought out in 
sheets andrebound. If you adopt this paragraph you will put out of 
employment 5,000 men in the city of New York alone. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Oh, no! 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. The gentleman does not live in New 
York and does not know anything about this. The result will be to 
send the binding of all these works to Germany and France, while, if 
they come to us simply in printed form, employment is given toa 
number of establishments in different cities of this country. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND... I think the gentleman will find he is mis- 
taken. 

| Ilere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I think that a bill to put on the 
ee-list books in foreign languages was introduced by a gentleman on 
1e other side of the House and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, by which it was considered. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is quite possible that some gentleman on this 
side of the House may have had such a measure suggested to him, and 
may have made the mistake of presenting it. But I say to the gentle- 
man that the publication of books in foreign languages is a very large 
branch of business in New York, Philadelphia, Cincinnati, Chicago, 
j and Milwaukee. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hopkins] and 
another gentleman assure me that it is also a very considerable busi- 
ness in Baltimofe. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] to state how many men are employed in the city 
of New York in reprinting, binding, and preparing for our market 
publications in foreign languages. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My understanding, obtained from a very emi- 
nent German scholar, the editor of a German paper published in this 
country, is that there is not a single establishment in the United States 
engaged in publishing German school-books. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. The gentleman’s information is en- 
tirely wrong. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Illinois is utterly mistaken. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask my friend from Illinois to 
name the gentleman from whom he has obtained his information. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no hesitation in naming him. I refer 
to Dr. Preus, the editor of a very prominent German paper published 
in St. Louis. I know the gentleman I speak of to be one of the most 
eminent scholars who has come to this country from Germany. Inmy 
| judgment he is well informed in reference to this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I repeat that the effect of this meas- 
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ure will be to throw out of employment thousands of men in New York 
City alone, and to deal a fatal blow at a most important industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the proforma amendment isexhausted. 
If there be no objection, it will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, we have again 
heard from the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] the old 
story about the lack of opportunity for introducing evidence and defi- 
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cient courtesy in the Committee on Ways and Means, not a word of | 


which, I wish to say, with no desire to be personal to the genileman, is 
in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is according to the facts as I found them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to raise any 
personal issue with the gentleman. 

I wish to file a positive and emphatic denial of every statement and 
every insinuation of the character to which I have referred, both from the 
gentleman and from his associates. Fora month we consulted only the 
convenience of gentlemen of the minority. They were considered by 
us competent representatives of the interests for which they pretended 
especially to speak. The petitions and arguments laid before the com- 
mittee were alwaysjthere, welcome to be brought up. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to have read a short extract to show in what 
sharp contrast our conduct was to that of the Republican majority of 
the same committee in a previous Congress. This was when they were 
trying to do what we are now trying to do—to reduce tariff taxes as 
they promised todo. They occupy new ground now. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, January 20, 1883. ] 
APPLICATION OF THE GAG IN THE TARIFF DEBATE. 
To the Editor of the Inquirer: 


Sir: The Committee on Ways and Means having, after the manner of the | 


famous and tyrannical Council of Ten of Venice, which tried and convicted men 
without permitting them to appear before it, refused to hear any one in defense 
of the thousands of industries which are imperiled by proposed tariff legisla- 
tion, it was eminently proper that Judge Ke.uery, the chairman, should offera 
resolution in the House of Representatives in which it was proposed that “ gen- 
eral debate upon the pending bill (H. R. 7313) reported from the Committee on 
Waysand Means be limited to one day, to be equally divided between the friends 
and opponents ofthe bill.” Indeed, itseemsa great piece of condescension that 
hould voluntarily propose to permit any general debate 
* s 


he or his committee sl} 
upon the measure at all. ” 


MNENRY CAREY BAIRD. 


PHILADELPHIA, January 19, 1883. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask the Clerk to read, also, 
an extract [ have marked from the remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on the 22d of April, 1872. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Ketury. Here is a bill forthe reduction of taxes and duties covering sixty- 
three pages, in which there are itemssometimesof only aline,on which a whole 
day of debate would be spent under the five-minute rule. If we adjourn on 
the 29th of May we shall have repealed no tax or duty, and the people will ask 
us inevery paper and at every corner why we have continued the system of tax- 
ation, so largely in excess of the demands of the Government and the reduction 
of the public debt, at the rate of $50,000,000 per annum outside of what is already 
provided by law. On neither side of the House can justification be found, nor 
do I believe apologies, for having hastily adopted a resolution of adjournment 
which will prove entirely satisfactory to the tax-payers, who are loaded at every 
point and whose profits are absorbed in the excessive Treasury of the Govern- 
ment, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When the gentlemen them- 
selves sought to keep some of their pledges to the people, they found 
themselves obliged to shut out of the committee-room the lobbyists and 
those who clamored around them. Having done nothing and yielded 
to the clamor of monopoly, they now invoke the lobby without limit. 
Sir, we did not limit time to the official representatives of any interest 
in this country to speak for the people, or for the interests that they 
had at heart. After we have thus given the amplest opportunity of 
that kind—after all these days and weeks of debate, it comes with a 
poor grace for gentlemen to get up here with the miserable insinua- 
tions and misstatements that they make about this question. I say to 
the gentleman now, as he said when he had some regard for his pledges, 
in 1872, that if you do not reduce the taxes and lessen the surplus rev- 
enue flowing into the Treasury, you will not be able, when you con- 
front a justly indignant people, to find any adequate excuse for such a 
breach of public faith. 

Mr. KELLEY. I had as much regard for my word in 1872 as the 
gentleman has had for his at any time from the time he learned to lisp 
his words, and as much now as I had in 1872. 

He sends to the desk to have read a communication from a fanatic, 
who, if somebody telegraphed him over a responsible name that I had 
been stricken dumb in a tariff debate, and although alive and appar- 
ently well, had become black and my hair had become curly like that 
of a negro, he would jump up and exclaim, ‘‘I knew hell would over- 
take him for refusing me a hearing four years ago because I refused to 
go before the Tariff Commission.’’ [Laughter. } 

That is the whole case. I say again, and I say it veraciously, this 
bill in this paragraph proposes to close several large publishing houses 
in New York, perhaps one of the largest there, unless it be Scribner’s, 
and one I have known from my boyhood, from father to son, that of 
Ignatius G. Kohler, in Philadelphia, and I had from Mr. Kohler the 
address of other houses, several in other cities, and had made arrange- 
ment they should be heard. So far as I supposed a hearing would be 





granted; but I had to write—and the correspondence exists—to these 
gentlemen that no Republican member of the Committee on Ways and 


Means, I nor my four associateson that committee, could get an oppo 
tunity to tell them of the extent and character of their business. | 


say that without fear of actual contradiction on that subject, and 
confident of the support of my Republican associates, who suffered thx 
same way on other subjects. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the Chair hears no ob- 
jection to the withdrawal of formal amendments. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As my statement in relation to the publication 
of foreign text-books in this country has been measurably called in 
question, I have just returned from the Con@ressional Library, afte 
consultation with Mr. Spofford, the librarian. He has shown me 
large list of such publications. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Here are three of the identical books. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Spofford cites the publication of German 
and French text-books by D. Appleton & Co., New York, and Ginn & 
Co., Boston. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What class of books do they publish? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They have a large catalogue of German and 
French text-books. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman this, whether they 
are not known as school-books. I would like to have the gentleman 
tell me how it is that school-books published in the protective-tariff 
country of Germany can be published there and brought into this coun- 
try to compete with the books published here. There is a higher pro- 
tective tariff inGermany than there is in this country. How can they 
publish books in Germany and import them into this country and be 
successful in competition with ours? It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
there is an effort here to put a tax on knowledge in this country. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam making no attempt to put a tax on knowl- 
edge. Iam trying to protect the manufacturer of books in this coun- 


| try. The question is whether the last clanse means what it seems to 


mean. I contend you are opening free trade to European publishers. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Read line 155. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to add the word ‘‘ non-edible.’’ 
Mr. MILLS. In the lines 104 to 111 we have already passed that. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment to guard against the pos- 


| sibility of some customs officials ruling that bulbs and bulbous roots 


include edible vegetables. Idoitforthisreason: The growers of Ameri- 
can onions are competing with the growers of onions in Egypt. Gen- 
tlemen may smile. It is news to them; but it is not news to t! 
market-gardeners of the Atlantic coast, who are already feeling this 
competition with the fellaheen labor of Egypt. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Dol understand the gentleman to say these 
are German text-books printed in the United States? Some, I know, 
are printed abroad and brought into this country, but they are not 
bound. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am talking about onions [laughter], and my 
information upon that subject is far more accurate than the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois upon the subject of German text- 
books, as I gather from what he said to-day. That discussion has 
passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I wantto find out from the gentleman—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Now the gentleman is simply frittering away 
valuable time. [Renewed laughter. ] 

I have stated that I offered this amendment in the interest of the 
agricultural classes. During the discussion of this question we have 
heard the condition of the farmers bewailed, upon the other side from 
time to time; and I stand here to-day to say that their condition is de- 
plorable, and to resist any attempt to make that condition worse than 
itis. The importation of agricultural products into this country has 
grown to an enormous and alarming extent within the last few years. 
I do not know that it was the design of the committee to increase that 
burdened condition which now prevails among our farmers, but the 
provisions of this bill certainly contribute largely to that end, and in 
order to guard against one blow at least at their interests I ask that 
the lines be amended in the manner I have suggested. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I ask the attention of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey fora moment. The existing law provides as fol- 
lows: 

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal, and not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The proposed amendment takes out from that taxable classification 
‘**bulbs and bulbous roots not medicinal,’’ leaving all others not spe- 
cially enumerated at 20 per cent. ad valorem, the present rate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido not so understand it. I do not think it 
will have that effect at all. The provision in this list in the bill under 
consideration is that the importation free shall be allowed of ‘‘ bulbs 
and bulbous roots not medicinal.’’ Now onions may be held to come 
under that class; and hence I desire to add the words “‘not edible ’’ to 
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LSON, of West Virginia. The existing law. I iz 
CHANAN. Yes, but I desire to put it beyond question that | | : 























thev are not in this bill. By implication this bill takes them out of 
the old law, and I want to prevent that. In fact this bill destroys th a 
prov ision in the old iaw. oe . i s / Cl = 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. ihe law now provides that 
or bulbous roots not specially enumerated shall pay this « ity 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I want to have it emphatic and not sub 
ject to any misconstruction, and I want them by express words kept 
out of this proposed free-list, and so, beyond cavil, left in the old la : 
But the gentleman from Illinois has mixed his German text-books uj} 
with my onions. Now I want to mix my onions up with his German ! 
t I have before mea German grammal written by ay] ro 
in r College in this country, and another by a professor of th l 
Ruel-Browne School in New York, | h printed 1 published by He : 
Holt & Co., and copyrighted by the 
But, Mr. Chairman, while uj ipon th ct I< 
sire to call attention toa ma 1 It dealsin 
most severe manner with the 1 illy the farmers 
raise varied crops. The presen ] Tm } ’ ‘ t - : 
not be said to be high. rhe cl é of t 

















































Rice, cleaned ‘ 3] pound i I > 
ef bacco (unm fa 1 - I ) p 
; Rice-flour an c iL ) ’ ra 1 y 
ad valorem. Harley, p led or hulled cen sound. Barley ma I ( 
cents perbushel. ¢ n-meal, 1 ‘ per bushel. t-r ‘ tr ; 
Rye-flour, } cent per pound Potato and corn irch, 2 nts per po - , 
Pickies and sauces not otherwise provided for, 35 per « t ivalorem. Ga - . , 
seeds, 20 per cent. ad valorem, Hemp :s l,i cent per | 1 ¢ r ] L ] ‘ { ( . 
i. Apples, 10 per c it. ad val I Hops, 8 « ts } po } . tate. as w | ' y 
1 or condensed, 20 | ‘ | 41 . oe | 
sd, $20 a ton Flax, dr 10 ¢ on. Tow of fl . , 
sristles, 15 cents a pound. yw, 1 cent a pound, Flaxseed or st been stated, there is 1 iplaint 
»d, 20 cents per bushel. heap, th are manufact i 
4 These rates, as I have once before the or of stating, ha t 1 is d 
: yrevented importations, and, as already remarked, such importa . s 14.73 per cent I 15 ‘ 
} I | I 
a have increased recently to an enormous extent. The products of the | with this duty there were imported | I 159.75 t 
a soil imported last year figure up as follows: , Valued at $37,548.75, and the duty paid to the ¢ 
. + > . . ~ 5 ; »4 It is I 1 ] 
Animalls............. .. $4,631, 846 | Rice.. 1, ¢ { a a oe ? , : 
Breadstuffs,............ wabtit 6, 640,228 | Sugar and molasses... aves | ly pi Y grind 3 on the Ire t 
Flax, hemp, etc., raw........ . 12,312,833 | Tobacco, raw. 8,7 I 1 unable to und tand 
Fruits . 15,840, 827 | Vegetables . 2,850 a 5; cides: eo 
4 Hay. 3 Wool, raw. esi ; 16, 424,479 | eek peclhaip apatite a OS ee 
i Hops... —_ —— oming along 1 railroad between here and Chicago, we p i 
™" Barley, malt rotal ‘ . 149,254,784 | quarries where this kind of ie is for 1 the test a 
7 STOVE ccicerttsciccntantinianers VW . ‘ nd ¢ 
d Wye passed over thous: i the ids of men 
Since these statistics were collected the importations of potatoes and | ployed in quarrying th facturing rind 
onions has continued to grow enormously, and our own farmers have | Railroads are employed in tran tl d they are b 
felt this new competition keenly. Since January 1, 1888, over 3,000,- | all over the country. Not! re abundant in 





shels otatoes have reached the portof New York alone. The | and very few things are less expensive. 

000 bushels of potatoes ha hed the portof New York al l ver, t I I 

bg president of the New Jersey State Board of Agriculture,in his last an- | The proposition is to let grindston in free of duty. Id 

: nual address, said, in view of these facts: | see the object of such legislation. It means that the men who 
The tariff on beans, pease, and other leguminous seeds should be raised from | employed in this industry are to turned out of employment 

10 percent to 25 per cent.; on split beans, from 20 per cent. to 25 per cent.; gar- | wares are to be reduced nd event vy t ] 

p pe . ] | We are 1 redt i, and ntua t 
den seeds, from 20 per cent. to 25 per cent.; on hay, from $2 per ton to $3; hops, | 
from 8 cents per pound to 10 cents per pound; pickles and sauces, from 35 per | 






q cent. to 40 per cent.; potatoes, from 15 cents per bushel to 25 cents.; on cabbage A vill be ipo » Cal on t i 3 ed 
the duty should be $1 per hundred ; on onions, 25 cents per bushel; and on ail | on if the duty is removed: and the men who ed 
other vegetables it should be not less than 25 percent. These duties are im- lin +}, sctori 4 a ay ae ' i 
14 i} LMC IACLOI yvuere the stu e 18s aressed ane 


perative, and should be demanded by every farmer and farmers’ organization 





inthe land. Weare abundantly able and willing to feed all our people at prices ) will be thrown out I th ‘ I : t 
but little, if anything, higher than are now paid for vast quantities of imported country, and m¢ nt of many thousa f 


products, 1 ; 
me \ ‘ € ‘ : ; l carried out of the country. 

How does this bill meet this condition? On looking over itI find| No orindstones are made in my district. while ve1 y « 
that the Eastern farmer, driven from the raising of corn and wheat by l 
the lower priced fertile lands of the West and low rates of transporta- | 
tion, and compelled to turn his attention to the production of vege- 





yut Iam in favor of protecting every American ind 


nto enter my protest against placing grin lstor on 





} abund; t ll his country ana so 
tables, fruits, and other products which will not bear long transporta- | | — end be i 5 a mis é 
tion, is dealt a blow that must seriously cripple him. I find on this sail ind “hte: 4 — t t t 
proposed free-list the following (I take them in the order given): I i * are > ‘ conce! ‘ 
Flax straw ; flax, not hackled or dressed; flax, hackled, known as dressed f ind dollars in t I 


lint; tow of flax or hemp; hemp, manila, and other like substitutes for hemp; 
jute butts, jute; sunn, sisal-grass, and other vegetable fibers: beeswax; glue; 





a. gelatine; soap stocks; soap, hard and soft; hemp-seed and rape-seed oil; cot- | try where it will be hoarded 
Es ton-seed oil; wood tar; vegetables, in their natural state or in salt or brine, not like to know if it is no irmful to t 


i 
| 
specially enumerated or provided for; dates, plums, and prunes; currents: figs: | . i 
meats, game, and poultry; milk, fresh; egg-yelks; beans, pease, and split pease ; try to have a milli On Gola;#rs ¢ Piet » LONGON, tO 
bristles, bulbs and bulbous roots; feathers of all kinds; grease; hemp and rape chester as it is to have t mone lock ip 
seed; garden seeds; flaxseed; broom-corn; tallow, and wool. | United Stat It ich wi 

| 

| 
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and the bus of the con y inti 





As the consideration of this bill has progressed all effort to amend in 
the interest of the agricultural classes has been defeated. If this be | 
friendship for the farmer he may well pray to be delivered from his friends. 


| Here the |! ier fell 


Mr. MILLS. The revenue from grindst 
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I do not think the admission of grindstones free of duty will make any 
especial difference here. I have not a doubt but what the grindstones 
from Ohio, of which my friend speaks, can be made cheaper there than 
anywhere else. I expect he will be able to send them everywhere 
throughout the United States, He need not have any fears that grind- 
stones will come from anywhere else to crowd his grindstones out of 
the market. I hope we will have a vote on this proposition. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In the testimony taken before the last Morrison 
committee the Berea and Huron Stone Company of Ohio furnished, 
through Mr. Foran, the Representative from Cleveland, quite an ex- 
tended letter. By that letter I desire to call the attention of the House 
to a few paragraphs that cover this whole question of grindstones and 
also the export duty that is against American grindstones. I desire 
the Clerk to read the paragraphs I have marked, so that the House may 
have an intelligent idea of the grindstone trade. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the interest of the quarry owners of Ohio and the hundreds of workingmen 
employed in the quarries we desire to draw your attention to the following 
facts : 

_ 1. That there is essentially but little difference between a finished and unfin- 
ished grindstone, The latter are generally, toall intents and purposes, grind- 
stones ready for use. All they lack is the eye through the center or a little 
smoothing oft to finish them, which costs but a trifle. They were formerly 
shipped to this country in that shape simply for the purpose of evading the 
duty. There is no doubt that if unfinished grindstones are put upon the free- 
list no finished stones will ever be imported. 

rhe bulk of the grindstones imported into this country are made in Noya 
Scotia and New Brunswick, and are used principally inthe New England States. 
Even with the present duty upon them our rail rates are so high and the dis- 
tance so great that we are obliged to make very low prices upon our stones to 
compete with those products, 

3. The quantity of grindstones annually imported into this country from Eng- 
landis butatrifie, Nine-tenths of the imported stones come from the maritime 
provinces, as before stated, There are more grindstones consumed in the New 
England States than in all the balance ofthe country. Foreign grindstones be- 
ing produced by cheap labor and brought there by water at low rates of freight, 
we are by the aid of the present tariff only enabled to get a fair share of that 
trade 

i. If grindstones are put upon the free-list the manufacturers of Ohio must 
abandon all the Eastern States to foreign stone, thus cutting off an annual ship- 
ment from here of many thousands of tons. 

5, Nova Secotiaand New Brunswick grindstones are of course free in their own 
country, but on every ton we ship into Canada we have to pay a duty of #2. 

6. Mr. Mitchell claimed, when before the Ways and Means Committee, that 
foreign grindstones are absolutely required in large steel works. ‘This is not 
correct, There may be, in the vicinity of Philadelphia, some steel works that 
use English stones, but we are positive that fully three-fourths of the steel manu- 
facturers in the United States use Ohio grindstones. In fact, there is no class of 
grinding for which the various grits found in Ohio or Michigan are not adapted. 

In conclusion, we wish to say that if grindstones of any kind are put upon 
the free-list the manufacturers of this State must either cut down quarrymen’s 
wages sufliciently to offset the present duty or abandon the business in the 
Eastern States entirely. 

‘The price of grindstones to-day is lower than was ever before known, which 
should satisfy the most skeptical that the present duty does not foster any mo- 
nopoly. 

frusting that this matter will receive at your hands the attention which it 
deserves, we are, 

Very truly, yours, 
THk BEREA AND HvuRON STONE COMPANY. 
GEO, H. WORTHINGTON, President. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be consideged withdrawn. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro 
fornmaamendment. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Joserm D. TAYLOR] who spoke last to the fact that it ap- 
pears from the evidence that has just been read that the grindstones 
that are imported into this country are brought from the maritime 
provinces of Canada for use in the New England States. Very few in- 
deed are brought from England. The reason why those stones of great 
weight are brought from the maritime provinces is not because they 
are cheaper, not because they are water-borne, and the freights are 
long, but because there is no other grindstone that has a grit that is 
suited for the manufacturers of New England. The grindstones of 
Ohio have a sharper and harder grit. They are entirely of a different 
quality. They may be used in steel-works or in iron-works, but they 
are not suitable for the cutlery manufacturers of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut. They have never been used there. The duty upon grind- 
stones imported from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick is merely a tax 
upon the manufacturers of Connecticut and Massachusetts in the cut- 
lery interest. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that some 

. . a . ~*~ ra 
of the stone in the northern part of Ohio is very soft, so soft that it 
can be used to hone a razor. It is a very superior quality of stone. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Yes; but where it is soft it is of 
uneven quality. Iam glad the gentleman made the remark he did, 
because it reminds me to say that one of the necessities of the cutlery 
industry in these great grindstones that weigh a thousand pounds and 
upwards is equality of grit, and the difficulty with those Ohio stones 
is that while they are soft they have hard spots, so that they do not 
wear equally or run evenly upon the arbors upon which they are hung. 
The soft stones of Nova Scotia are the only ones that are fitted for the 
use of the cutlery manufacturers of New England, and in the interest 
of those manufacturers I ask that grindstones be put on the free-list, 
as they are not in competition with the industry of Ohio. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, the testimony taken before the so-called Morrison committee 
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and the testimony taken before the Tariff Commission in 1883 shows that 
the Berean grindstones will accomplish every purpose that the Nova 
Scotia or New Brunswick grindstones will accomplish, and that they 
are in every respect adequate to every task that can be put upon them. 
Therefore the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
RUSSELL] isa mistake. That, I say, appears quite clearly, so far as 
the evidence is concerned. This is merely a question of whether the 
New England States can be benefited by grindstones being put upon 
the free-list. Now, that may possibly be. I stand here to-day not in 
defense of any local interest. With me the question of a tariff is not 
a local issue. I believe in protecting American industry in New Eng- 
land, in California, and in every intermediate locality. I find, how- 
ever, that local influences do govern in regard to free trade and pro- 
tection on the Democratic side. I find that in New England in Dem- 
ocratic localities it is demanded that for immediate local advantage 
they shall have free trade in this, that, and the other thing, but be- 
yond that they want protection. 

Now, I have no sort of respect for that intellectual idea, although I 
may have great respect for gentlemen who urge it, and as to the item 
under consideration, I stand here to-day to say that according to the 
best evidence on the subject there is not in the United States any- 
where any need or requirement for grindstones that can not be sup- 
plied in the United States, and furthermore, let me say that I do not 
believe that the adoption of this provision of the bill would cheapen 
grindstones to New England. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The motion to strike out was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Curled hair, for beds or mattresses. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to strike out that line. The horse-hair from 
which curled hair for beds and mattresses is made is largely imported 
into this country. It comes chiefly from South America, and is on the 
free-list. The curled hair thatis affected by this clause is the result of 
labor applied in this country to the raw horse-hair, and the margin of 
profit in this industry is extremely narrow. 

The wages paid in this country for making curled hair are nearly 
double those paid in the sameindustry abroad. The duty collected on 
curled hair last year amounted to $38.25 So that its removal is no re- 
lief to the Treasury. The effect of putting this article on the free-list, 
therefore, will be simply to strike a fatal blow at this industry, which is 
scattered through many of the Northern States; because, even with a 
reduction of wages, the domestic article could not probably beefur- 
nished at a sufficiently low price to enable it to compete with the im- 
ported product. 

Sir, there is nothing, except, of course; ‘‘trusts’’ and ‘‘monopolies,”’ 
which so much excites the virtuous and stormy eloquence of our 
friends on the other side as the question of the surplus. In this in- 
stance, however, the surplus is only affected to the amount of $38. 25. 
Yet they propose to strike down a manufactured article which differs 
from the raw material purely in the labor which has been applied to it. 
The entire additional value of curled hair comes from the labor. 

I utterly fail to see for what reason this is proposed. It is not a re- 
lief to the’ masses of the people; it does not relieve the necessaries jo! 
life; it does not reduce the surplus. Among the many items which we 
have touched in this bill I do not know that I have seen any which 
showed more decidedly the absolutely sectional and geographical char- 
acter of the bill than this. I know this is a small industry; I know 
there is not much capital invested in it; there is no ‘‘ trust’’ connected 
with it; but yet it affects a certain number of workingmen and Amer- 
ican capitalists throughout the country and gives them employment 
and a reasonable living. The reason that they are selected as victims 
is because they are few in number and live for the most part in 
Northern States and Republican districts. It is all part of this same 
insincere and unfair policy which inspires this bill. For example, we 
have been told here to-day, with a burst of eloquence from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, that it was our duty to put 
vegetables on the free-list; yet in that very speech he protested against 
any interpretation of the clause which would place potatoes on the free- 
list. If it is right to put vegetables on the free-list, why should there 
be a discrimination as to potatoes, a vegetable which enters probably 
more largely than any other into general consumption. 

Again, a few minutes ago we heard pathetic addresses from the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky and other gentlemen on that side about the 
enormity of putting a ‘‘ tax on knowledge.’’ Why is knowledge sacred 
from taxation when embodied in the German, French, Greek, or Latin 
languages, while the tax is continued on English books? Youcontinue 
the ‘‘ tax on knowledge’’ when conveyed in the English language, the 
language of our country, but when ‘‘ knowledge’’ comes in the shape 
of Greek, Latin, French, or German books you get up here and wail 
over the great hardship it would be if knowledge should continue to be 
taxed. The whole thing is a sham, a shallow device to catch votes, 
but you forget that you are trifling with the industrial life of the coun- 
try. Asa part of my remarks, I submit the following: 


The Curled Hair Manufacturers of the United States, at a meeting held in the 
city of New York, on the 8th March, 1888, appointed a committee to prepare a 
suitable document to be presented to Congress, petitioning against the placing 
of ‘‘ curled hair for beds or mattresses” on the free-list. 

The committee. on behalf of themselves and their fellow manufacturers, de- 
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sire to present to your honorable body the following reasons why the present | 
duty of 20 per cent. on curled hair should be retained as now | 

The raw horse hair used in our business is mostly imported from South Amer- | 
ica, which country is the greatest source of supply for the xis inthe world. 
Freights from that point to Europe are somewhat cheap to this market. 
The wages paid by the curled-hair manufacturers in Europe are less than one- 
half the rates given in this country, while the freights between Europe and the 
United States are so low as to enable the manufacturers abroad to ship goods to 
this market at less rates than we can transport them a few hundred miles in 
this country. a 

The profits of our business for many years have been exceedingly close, there 
being no combination or “trust” among the manufac turers, and the remov al of 
the present duty would enable the European manufacturers, who pay their la- 
boring men so much less than we do, to destroy our industry and would result 
in the closing up of our factories and throwing out of employment of a large 
number of men. he as 

The ostensible object of the proposed tariff bill is to reduce the revenue. and 
we would respectfully call attention to the fact that the amount of duty received | 
by the Government last year on the imports of curled hair was only $38.25 

“Curled hair is used almost entirely by the wealthier classes, and the abolition | 
of the duty would not therefore remove any burdens from the mass of the peo- | 
ple. It would simply benefit the manufacturers of the article in Europe at the 
expense of those in our own country. 

The free importation of curled hair from Europe would be dangerous to pub 
lic health. A certain proportion of the raw hair gathered in Europe is of such 
character as to be likely to cause disease if made intocurled hair. The Govern- 
ments of Germany and Great Britain have appointed commissioners to inves- 
tigate the matter, and their reports show the great danger that exists from this 
source. Any manufacturing done in this country is amenable to our laws, but 
what is done abroad is not subject to any authority here and can not be pre- 
vented by any means now known to us. 

We feel that your purpose in making laws is to benefit the great body of the 
people and at the same time do nothing to destroy existing industries; we 
would therefore respectfully but earnestly petition that the duty on curled 
hair be allowed to remain as it is now. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 





B. F. WEBB, Chairman, 
(Of Baeder, Adamson & Co., New York, Philadelphia, and Boston), 
LOUIS WILKENS, 
(Of William Wilkens & Co., Baltimore and New York), 
W. J. GAMBELL, 
(Of Pomeroy & Gambe!ll, New York), 
R. W. POWELL, Secretary, 
(Of Delany & Co., Philadelphia and New York), 


Committee. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LopGE, it was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. 
Hatters’ furs, not on the skin. 


Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the line last read—‘* hatters’ 
furs, not on the skin.’’ 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will tell us the reason for this 
amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. Gentlemen upon the other side have so repeatedly 
informed us of the complete destruction of American industries that 
will be wrought by the passage of this bill that we have becomealarmed, 
and concluded that we must preserve some in order that manufactur- 
ing will not become a lost art. The production of hatters’ furs will 
still live. 

A MEMBER. Which district does this cover? 

Mr. BYNUM. The entire State of Maine may depend upon it. 

Mr. REED. That is as correct an answer as any gentleman on that 
side has made on this subject of the tariff. [Laughter. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hemp and rape seed, and other oil seeds of like character. 
Lime. 


Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. REED. 
amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. The same ground as the other. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to know what member you expect to 
ee into voting for the Mills bill by striking this article from the free- 

ist. 

Mr. BYNUM. I would be glad to enlighten the gentlemen on the 
other side as to this change, but the contract is too great; we have not 
time. 

Mr. REED. 
Indiana to see whether we should have here a repetition of the pro- 
ceedings in the Committee on Ways and Means. 
answer which was given—not by him, for I thiak he maintained total 


I move to strike out the line last read—‘‘ lime.”’ 
I hope the gentleman will tell us the ground of this 
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try 
| on Ways and Means; and that it was : 


| WILLIAMS] 


I have asked these questions of the gentleman from | 


This is precisely the | 


j 


silence on all occasions—but I believe this was the answer given us | 


regularly. We were either told that they did not know, or we received 
some answer which was not true. This is a specimen of the way in 
which this bill has been gotten up. Even the modifications which the 
gentlemen themselves now make in it, they give us no reasons for, be- 
cause the reasons which they have are such as are not suitable for the 
light of day. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman has stated that my answers as to the 
changes proposed in the bill are but a repetition of the actions of the 
Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means when 
formulating the measure. 


the House is but a repetition of his actions in the committee during 
the consideration of the same. The House can judge as to the pro- 
priety of one and the justification of the other. 


| 


| chase flaxseed raised in India, 


I simply desire to say that the conduct of | 
the gentleman from Maine during the consideration of this measure in | 


j 
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Now, I want the House to review this matter with me. 
isons why a certain act was proposed to be 
ng the public business, concerning the busi 
interests of the country. This was my manner in the Committee 


good, sensible, business-like 


Mr. REED. 
I have asked here the r 


done—a public aet concern 





ness 


manner, it is not necessary for me to say. The gentleman’s manner 
was not to reply, orto answer with some trifling jeer. Now, which 
manner 1s most satisfactory upon a business question? Th thods 
we see exhibited here on the other side, are the methods by which 


this bill affecting the business interests of the country is foisted by 
party whip and lash upon the people who areto be affected by it, with- 
out giving them any opportunity to discuss the question or to inform 
the committee, except by private interviews which these gentlemen do 
not dare to expose. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. 
man from Indiana. 

| Cries of ‘*‘ Vote!’’ ** Vote!** on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. REED. That is another of their methods; that is what they 
said in committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on the amendment of the gentle 


Garden seeds. 

Linseed or flaxseed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
seed or flaxseed.’’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out that line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has submitted 
the motion to strike out line 167. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That amendment has the ap- 
probation of the Committee on Ways a 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] desire to speak? 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I yield my time to my colleague [Mr. 


L 


I move to strike out line 167—“‘ lin- 


1d Means. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention of the 
committee to an important and growing industry of this nation that has 
eceived but little attention in the discussion of the Mills bill. I refer 
to the linseed or flaxseed oil business. There are now in this country 
over $5,000,000 invested in operating overeighty linseed-oil mills, which 
are distributed from New York to Dakota. 

In the Third Congressional district of Ohio over $1,000,000 are in- 
vested in this business. The present law protects the linseed-oil indus- 


| try by a tariff of 25 cents per gailon upon all imported oil, and 20 cents 
| per bushel on flaxseed. 


Under that protection the raising of flaxseed 
by our farmers has increased from an annual produce of 700,000 bushels 
to over 12,000,000, which crop finds a ready cash.market from the lin- 
seed-oil mills at prices ranging from $1 to $1.25 per bushel, bringing to 
the pockets of the American farmers the sum of from twelve to fifteen 
llion dollars each year. 
Che flaxseed crop to the American farmer is one of profit from the 
ict that the cost of said crop is comparatively light and the returns 
quick. The farmer sows his crop in April or May, and by the last ot 
July or the first of August has his crop harvested and marketed, leaving 
the ground upon which it is raised in splendid condition for wheat. 
ds of the crop come into the pocket of the farmer at a time 
ien he has no other crop ready for market, and in addition to the sale 
»f the seed the flax straw commands a ready market from $4 to $6 per 


n 
on. 


The proces 
( 
t 

The exports of linseed oil for the fiscal year ending June, 1887, is 
only 119,840 gallons, yalued at $57,136. Thus it will be observed that 
the oil is nearly all consumed in the United States, and that the crop 
of flaxseed raised by the farmers of the United States increases in pro- 
portion to the demand of oil for home consumption. 
this growing industry to the markets of the world by placing flaxseed 
or linseed oil on the free-list. What will be the result? I send to 
the Clerk’s desk three letters from parties engaged in the manufacture 
of linseed oil in Ohio, and request that they be read as a part of my 
remarks. 

Those letters in clear, terse language tell what will become of over 
$5,000,000 of invested capital in mills and machinery for the manu- 
facture of linseed oil, and the manufacture of linseed oil will cease to 
be an American industry. 

Therefore by removing or reducing to a nominal sum the duty on 
linseed oil, you render it impossible for our oil-mills to compete with 
the oil-milis of England. The result must be the closing out of everv 
oil-mill in the United States, or if they can continue in business it will 
be for the reason that free trade will enable the manufacturers to pur- 

lia, where it is the second crop produced 
each year from the same ground, by labor that only costs 7 cents per 
day, at such a price that under the proposed reduction on oil they can 
compete with England; and the sure result will be that the burden and 
loss will fall on the farmer, and the heavy burden upon the Western 
farmer—the class of poor landless men who left their native homes 
in the crowded East and endured the hardships of a pioneer life in 
order that they might find homes and land for their children; for to 
the pioneer farmer of the Western prairies the flaxseed crop is the 


Now, throw open 
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virgin soil and in producing a crop quickly made and quickly mar- 
keted. 

Place flaxseed upon the free-list in the name of revenue reform you | 
will filch from the pockets of the American farmers from twelve to fif- 
teen million dollars. What amount of revenue does the Government 
derive from the present duty on flaxseed? We now import flaxseed 
to the amount in value of $418,031.30, on which the duty is $83,060.81, 


prime factor and chief dependence for success, both in subduing the | 
| 


destruction of this industry would only be reduced $84,380.11, and 
for that pitiful reduction you will reduce the income of the farmers 
$15,000,000 

But we are told that the farmers must suffer and the linseed-oil in- 
dustry be destroyed in order that the consumers will have cheaper oil. 
How stands the record cf the past on that subject? In 1862 nearly all 
the linseed oil consumed in this country was imported, and the con- 
sumer paid for his oil from 90 cents to $1.20 per gallon. In 1870 the 
present tariff of 25 cents per bushel was placed on flaxseed and the 
manufacture of linseed oil largely increased, and the raising of flax- 


and the duty on linseed-oil is $1,319.30; so that the revenue by the | 





seed grew from 3,000,000 to 12,000,000 bushels. I desire to incorpo- | 
rate into my remarks a table prepared by the gentleman from Minnesota | 
[Mr. Linp], which shows that the flax crop of the United States in | 


} was 3,750,000 bushels, and that we imported 2,500,000 bushels, 








and that for the year 1887 our farmers produced 11,000,000 bushels | 
and we imported 400,000 bushels. 
l "76. | 1876-77. | 1877-78. | 1878-79. | 1879-'80. | 1880-"S1. 
Cre of flaxseed 3, 750,000 2,509,000 4,000,000 4,500,000 5,750,000 9, 000, 000 
Importation « n 
ced a 2,500,000 1,400,000 1,250,000 1,060,000 1,500,000 800, 000 
lotal 6, 250, 000, 3,900,000 5, 250,000, 5,560,000, 7,250,000, 9, 800, 000 
Exported anu opdsocenstezes| vewshéose voocngeen coves sabenonns 300, 000 
| 
Total quantity 
used for crush- 
ing and seed- | 
ing 6, 250,000 3,990,000 5,250,000 5,560,000 7,250,000 9,500,099 | 
1881~"82. | 1882-'83, | 1883~"84.| 1884~’85.| 1885~'86.| 1886~'87. | 
| 
| 
Crop of flaxseed 7,500,000) 7,500,000) 7,500,000 8, 000,000 12, 500, 000 10, 900, 000 | 
Importation of lin } 
f 620, 00 620, 000, 2,730,000 2,240, 000.1, 000, 000 400, 000 
Total 8, 120,000 8, 120, 000 10, 230, 000 10, 240, 060 13, 500, 000 11, 300, 000 
Exported : ial etneiiniied sbkaiitiaa ot i ponesipsinksea Apimabeiliiiedasel ae $00, 000 


Total quantity 
used for crush- 
ing and seed- 


ing 


B.+. 





8, 120,000 8, 120, 000 10, 230, 000 10, 240, 000 12, 400, 000 10, 900, 000 


Average from 1875 to 1886, 7,893,000 bushels. 


Linseed oil in 1876 sold in the market at 80 cents per gallon; in 1888 
at from 40 cents to 50 cents per gallon. 

Therefore the theory of cheap oil to the consumer under free trade 
is contradicted by undisputed facts. I have not tried to explain the 
fallacy of your theory; I give the results of actual experience. 

I ask the earnest consideration of the committee to this subject. The 
advocates of the Mills bill profess to be the special friends of the Amer- | 
ican farmers. How can you explain to the farmers of the great and 
growing West the necessity of destroying an industry worth $12,000,- 
000 to the farmer in order to reduce the revenue of the Government 
$84,380.11? A policy that not only deprives the farmers of $12,000,- 
000, but enriches the linseed capitalist of England at the expense of 
American citizens. And Iamglad that the committee have concluded, 
in view of this great and growingindustry, to permit the tariff on flax- 
seed to remain. 

[ append a few letters. 


un Woop Linserep Orn Company, 
Piqua, Ohio, March 19, 1888, 


Drar Str: We presume it is hardly necessary to say to you that if the tariff 
was taken off of flaxseed or oil that every oil mill in the West (representing 
millions of capital) would be closed up; and that the item of seed raising, 
which has been increased in the United States under the present tariff from 
700,000 bushels to more than 12,000,000 bushels. would be entirely cut off. Our 
farmers can not compete with free seed. The present tariff barely protects this 
great industry; and we trust you will use every effort in your power to have it 
remain as itis. We will forward you petitions before long. 

Yours, very truly, 


Tur Woop Lixsrep Or Company 


Se 


lion. Exa 8S. WYrL.tams, 
Washington, D. C. 


2143 Superior Sireet, Cleveland, Ohio, April 13, 1888. 


Dear Sir: We wish to call your attention to the proposed change made by 
the Mills bill affecting import custom duty on linseed or flaxseed and linseed | 
eil, placing both on the free-list. No change in the tariff could be so radical | 


Tar GrRIswoLp Linsrep O11 Company, 
} 
} 
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and unreasonable as this,in view of the simple argument which can not | 
gainsaid when the plain facts are considered governing the case. Wehave pre 


| sumed that you, as a Representative from Ohio, will be willing to have atten- 


tion called to this matter in brief, as follows: 

We have in this country between 80 and 85 linseed-oil mills, representing : 
moneyed investment in machinery for working seed of $5,000,000 and over 
These mills have sprung up, and the industry has grown to the extent that 
their capacity is sufficient to consume the entire production of flax grown in 
this country; and of late years the home production of seed by the farmer has 





| increased along with the needs of the trade, so that little foreign seed is con- 
| sumed here, as reference to the amount imported will readily show. In this 


country the seed is converted into oil and cake, the oil being the principal or 


| prime factor, and is all consumed inthe United States, and the cake is th« 





refuse material, nearly all exported to England for feeding purposes. On the 
other hand, England works only Calcutta seed, raised in the East Indies, and 
the situation‘is then reversed, the manufacturer producing like products to ou 
own, but upon an entirely different basis—their prime object being to obtain- 
the cake for feeding, and the oil becomes the secondary product. It canthere- 
fore be readily seen that under the proposed change the entire basis of this 
manufacturi pg industry will be transferred to England, thus leaving our mills 
powerless and worthless, with no chance whatever to compete with them, as 
the production of seed in America would be entirely cut off,and we could not 
import seed and work it in competition with England. We give below the 





| distribution of the mills by States: 





TEP ddisnthsataiassuilateoninnddaainn enpmnieegt ites fae IOC cenintictinini cit cimapuchaneetaliins 8 
PUPEIIIIIED ccnagsececevusensosbedeutesneséonnosestets to EINE bp cctmaieahiinvacseneins 
Illinois. 2 | Wisconsin... > 
lowa..... RR eos alle I 
Missouri Bh, RUT WOE oven caccnncusccsntenniiabhbensewasees 
Kansas..... 2 
Nebraska .. elateaaiia nid ] Total. 
Se icictitnisiinenaectnwerreaiininct iiatnae l 


IHlow could these mills expect to work seed imported from the East Indies (vir- 










tually E paying freight from the seaboard to their different points, and 
export the cake, and at the same t » successfully compete with English oil in 
this country and cake in their own. Our mills, it would seem, would become 
valueless, and it certainly would appear unjust to our manufacturers to wip 
out their investment of capital for which nothing could be realized. As t! 

matter stands with this change, no reduction of revenue, to speak of, would 





| come, the only thing it would accomplish would be to wipe out completely thi: 


industry. Clearly this should not be done by Congress; at least, it should not 
be considered until Congress is prepared to reimburse the mill owners for the 
investments now represented by their machinery and buildings; that would 
relieve the surplus to a considerable extent, while the proposed change in tl 
tariff would not. . 

A careful study of this matter will, we feel confident, show you the evil re: 
sulting, without any good, 

Very respectfully, 





Tur GRiswoLp LINSEED O11 COMPANY, 
A. P. HOUSE, Vice-President. 
Hon, E. 8S. WiLuiams, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Preva, On10, June 4, 1888. 

DEAR Sir: We see by reports from Congress that amendments tothe proposed 
Mills revenue bill will be in order soon. This being so, permit us to call your 
attention to the industry in which we are engagedas manufacturers of linseed- 
oil. Under the present tariff flaxseed has a protection of 20 cents per bushel and 
linseed-oil 25 cents per gallon. By the Mills bill flaxseed is free and linseed-oil 
(under pressure from the seaboard crushers) has 10 cents per gallon. The grow 
ing of seed in this country, without some protection from the cheap-labor seed 
of the East Indies, we think would be impossible, for the reason that the man- 
nufacturers find it very difficult to get a supply now, and would be entirely un- 
able to get it if it was not the fact that it is considered a good crop for fresh- 
broken ground on the prairie of the extreme West and Northwest. Older farm- 
ers have almost abandoned it as a profitable crop in competition with wheat, 
corn, oats, barley, etc. Therefore should the duty be removed the American 
manufacturers would be sacrificed, and we think without benefit to the con- 
sumer. 

The linseed-oil interest occupies an entirely different position in America 
from what it does in England, We manufacture oil for consumption, the cak 
being incidental and having to seek a market abroad for a large per cent. of it 
While in England they manufacture for the cake, which is used largely fo 
feeding and fertilizing purposes, oil being incidental. An English manufacturer 
buys his seed from the cheap lands of the India possession, manufactures it into 
cake and oil, the relative quantity being about 65 per cent. of the cake and 35 
per cent, of oil. Forthe 65 per cent. he hasthe market, having to seek a market 











| tor only a portion of his 35 per cent. 


In America the manufacturer has a market for the 35 per cent. and has to seek 
a market for a large portion of the 65 per cent. Now, if you take the duty from 
seed the American farmers refuse to grow it, and greatly so for the reason that 
the English manufacturer can throw his surplus 35 per cent. into the American 
market. Knowing full weil if he can destroy the American-grown, he will 
ultimately have contro! of the American markets, as it would be impossible for 
the American manufacturers to import seed from India and then pay the in- 
creased cost of transportation on the cake, which must go back to England for 
amarket. Having then effectually ruined the American grower, and through 
him the interior manufacturer, competition is virtually destroyed, and the En- 
glish manufacturer advances his price on the 35 per cent. which he has to dis- 
pose of,and the American consumer has to pay the advance whether he wants 
to or not. We,therefore, under the existing facts, ask you to use your infiu- 
ence to keep the duty on foreign seed and oil, where it nowis, Feeling fully 
assured that the price of oil will always be kept as low as it should be by the 
active competition of the American manufacturers. 

Yours, respectfully, 
Tue W. P. Orr Liyseep O11 Company, 
Piqua, Ohio, 
Per H,. L. POPE & CO., 
Dayton, Ohio. 
Hon. E. S. W1in.tams, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isit an amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the effect of it ? 

Mr. REED. Theeffect of itisto give him fiveminutes. [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is a formal one to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. KERR. Thatisit. It is the line in the Mills bill providing 
that linseed or flaxseed shall be put upon the free-list. That line is 
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indorsed by the Democratic party at the St. Louisconvention. [Laugh- 










































































































































ter.) The Democratic committee and the Democratic side of the House 
for some reason have seen proper to go back on that part of the Demo 
cratic platform. Ido not know why it is, except it be the motion has | : 
been made by a Democratic member from Minnesota, who may think | 
it conducive to his interest. [Laughter. | i¥ 
: I have received numbersof petitions and numbers of letters from my | ’&™ f 
be” district in favor of striking out this provision. [Tam glad Democratic | ,), a —— 
Ss necessity has made it necessary. I withdraw my formal amendment. | Pottst I 
ae Mr. HARMER. I move to strike out the last two words. | in M Co S 
: I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read within my time a protest against | ae "Ac & ‘ : 
: the passage of the Milis bill, signed by over eight hundred man t- | 1 ‘ ‘ \ ( | . 
4 urers of the city of Philadelphia and vicinity, representing 150,000 | ¥a D ; 
‘ . a mes D Co VW 3 
employes. | k 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| 4 ‘ 
To the Honorable the House of Representatives, Wa a | ; s 
1. In sel ng taxes for removal, the direct internal t s, laid 
own people, should be stricken off, rather than the in t customs ta 1} Mr. HA . p 3 
; wholly or in part upon foreigners. | “arse and aioe 
3 2. The maintenance of two costl ethods of collect * revenue where but > : ; : 
one is neeessary is indefensible 1e methods w employed, the customs | : ) it t ( ) 
service must be permanent. other m i should at <« be abolished | wage-<« ider n 
and the cost of it saved. ea a einen ; , ; a | Mr. BURROWS | l 
3. The protective principle embodied in the laws founders of this Gov | uT > Tt . . 
ernment and maintained by the votes of the pe nearly one hundred | [r. ] LE NKIUDG IE, OF Ne 
years, should include in its benefits every Ameri cer. whether o | now on | 7 
ealled raw material or of manufactured articles terial 1 ir a wTAX : P 
for market is, like the completed fabric, the fruit of nd labor is the t ee j , 
protected. j at 
4. The American market consu ually more than $7,000,000 | Che Cle 1 
articles manufactured at home. yn, it consu last year f 4 
worth of fabrics made abroad which could have been: here. Thess M 
show it to bethe greatest and richest market in the w ¥ proy AT. ‘ 
its domestic manufactures, being still within its « su | a a . — } : 
am] ragom for expansion ut I foreig To o} t al bk ’ Uh tn I « ) 
American market further to no fo t s ] Ter } } wl g 
opened to us, will be to surrer he commercial prize in the vy tw to . : Me 
without compensation. oe ee 
5. Industries which produce $7,000,000,000 a year under a system proved by e Cor l I } on t 
century of experience to be conducive to natic perity, x sent int Is. ¢ na : 
ests of too vast importance for employers and e ind f people { 
large, to be made the subject of loose experimen il reconstruct , = , , On , , 
of the tariff law, involving disturbance of the commerce of the entire country ‘ eo it V it i ( 
should be undertaken, unless in response to tl e people plai: ‘ { ‘ im v ’ . : 
pressed at the polls, and the people have not « ich aw i ‘ 
6. Any reconstruction of the tariff law shoul ipon a system ee See aN ca t 
cifie rather than ad valorem duties, for the reason that the latter offer great I l L arge ( 
facility for the perpetration of the frauds wh yen now rob the Governme C sted i i } [ as ( 
of large sums of money every year. ta 
As the tariff bill prepared by the majority of the Ways and Means Comm a : 
and commonly known as the Mills bill, is constructé complete disregar view to st 
all the conditions of safety, equity, and firosperi American people he ( ud 
dicated by the above propositions, we, the un manufacturers « 
city of Philadelphia and vicinity, do most earne t against its ay 
by Congress. D. I i > 5 
Ai i T ir ‘ + 
, sof p 1 we 
} Sin ind 
Name. Business, p I s0 er as v 
; e : ‘ I 5 
st e ss ( sis 
' an 3 $¥ we : I 
Cambria Iron Company..... Iron and steel } tons eds. W 5 
John & James Dobson. ; Carpet manufacturers { ’ vd a I i t 
Thomas Dolan & Co............-. -| Woolens and worsteds. ..... 
John Bromley & Sons iaieans Carpet manufacturers l , 
S. B. & B. W. Fleisher................. Braids, worsted, and woolen i : 
vy - y i. w ‘ 3 
John T. Bailey & Co Ssoill Bag and twine manufacturers . 
Marshall & Co......... j see} Flax-spinners a l 
j William Whitaker & Sons........ Cotton goods and carpets We » « ‘ ‘ 
Firth & Foster Bros.. newsessaees Dvers and finishers - 
John J.Glazier, Bro. & Co...........| Knit goods ” ‘ 
r Porter & Dickey iaaaitlatiiediatn sees) Cotton and woolen goods Mir Ow } +} ‘ 
i William Sellers & Co. Founders ach ts F 3 
The Allison Manufacturing ¢ ym- Car-bullders ........... . t ) ili mot 1 to ‘ 
pany. Ff Mi il] I « et 
A. Whitney & Sons.. sesseveeseee, Car-wheels [ I Vi Sy 
Thomas Potter, Sons & Co.. Oil-cloths ‘ a " : 
3 Hoopes, Townsend & Co ..| Bolts, nuts, and washers ‘ ao ane . whsd ° i ‘ 
q Otis Brothers & Co ..............ce00se00s Elevators 7 iti d 
: a George Branson sessscesseveeeeee} LLOSiery and yarns ‘ f I Bl KI ] f I 
; E Sr TOON 5 dicts inisdinindiniiitaistnnipinine Clothing ‘ 1 » ; 
q Hexter Broa ......<ccccccocesssss tote do ae 1G : name! ay x : > Ww i 
; Sg A TS ia ccintcnbonticsines ee) UC eee Petula ) . iO [ hope t Lag ) 
: F Excelsior Brick and Stone Com- | Bricks..............sccccccccceecsseseceeeeee} ) man fi Tentucky to st out t line } 
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creed that lime shall be restored to the dutiable-list, when it is not 
found in all parts of the country by any means, but is only found in 
certain localities. There are some States or parts of States where no 
limestone is found, and other States where very little is found. They 
have also restored to the dutiable-list linseed or flaxseed, which are 
only produced in certain localities. 

They have also restored to the dutiable-list marble of all kinds in 
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block, rough, or squared, which is largely a Southern production, and | 


[am unable to sce why there should be this discrimination against 
broom-corn. Itis an agricultural product and is produced almost every 
place, and can be produced in the greatest abundance in this country, 
and can be grown cheaply as well as in abundance, and can be grown 


wherever any farm product can be grown, and should be protected. | 


And yet itis to go on the free-list, while some influence has been brought 


like broom-corn, have been on the free-list until now. 
Some Democratic district was imperiled, the return of some Demo- 


cratic member was endangered, and the changes were accordingly made; | 


but broom-corn is to go, as it is not a panacea for the evils feared on 
the other side of the House. The fact that it is an agricultural prod- 


uct, and the fact that it grows in all parts of the country and is pro- | 


duced largely by poor people makes no difference in this House. 
This industry is an extensive one, and if it is to be prejudiced by the 
importation of broom-corn from Canada or Cuba, or any other foreign 


country, as it will be if placed upon the free-list, many poor people, as | 


well as those who are not poor, will feel the effects. 

I do not understand why it is to be brought here from Canada, o1 
Cuba, or South America in competition with our American product, 
and I fail to see any reason for it which could possibly justify such 
action. Every dollar that is sent out of the country for broom-corn is 
so much drawn from the channels of trade unnecessarily, and we are 
just that much poorer. I have no interest in this industry beyond the 
fact; that it is an American industry and should be protected. 


to see that no man or woman or child should be robbed of an oppor- 
- tunity to labor by giving employment to foreigners which we should 
give to our own people. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means if there ever was before a 
duty on broom-corn ? 

Mr. MILLS. Iam inclined to think there was not; but there has 
never been any imported. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I can not find it in any official schedule, either 
on the free-list, on the list of sundries, or on the dutiable-list. 

Mr. MILLS. None isimported. Therefore it ought to be on the 
free-list. The committee believed it to be proper to place it there, 
and I ask that we have a vote upon the pending proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the pending motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘To strike out line 170—‘‘ broom-corn.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then, if broom-corn is stricken out, so far as the 
action of the committee is concerned, it will not be upon the free-list ? 

Mr. MILLS. Of course. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I would like to ask another question as to the 
present tax upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘There is none imported. 

Mr. CANNON. But what does the law provide that it shall pay if 
it is imported? 

Mr. MILLS. It is not enumerated at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It doubtless has a duty fixed in the nnenumerated 
clauses of the bill—some basket clause. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, in some basket clause. ® 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then what is it taxed under some general clause? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘Twenty per cent. under the basket clause. 

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman from Maine says 20 per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. It would doubtless come under the provision: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all raw or un- 


rianufactured articles not herein enumerated or provided for a duty of 10 per 
cent, ad valorem, 


Mr, CANNON, 

Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. MILLS, 
frec-list, 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be heard upon that motion. 

i make a pro forma amendment as it may be necessary in order to 
obtain the floor. 

From the statement of the gentleman from Texas the tax upon broom- 
corn imported is now 10 per cent. ad valorem. He says none is im- 
ported. Very well, then, what harm can it do to let it remain as it is 
under the law? 

I want tostate, further, that substantially two-thirds, as I understand 
it. from one-half to two-thirds, of all the broom-corn produced here is 
produced in the district I have the honor to represent. I understand 


Ten per cent. ? 
Yes, sir. 

And your actionis to leave it as it is under the law ? 
No, to put it on the free-list. 

The motion then came from that side ? 
No, the motion came from your side to strike it off the 
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| 
further that almost all the remainder produced in this country comes 
from IXansas, with some small portion from Nebraska. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. A considerable amount is produced in 
the State of New York. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. And in Ohio. 

Mr. CANNON. Andaconsiderable amount, I am informed, is raised 
in New York and also in Ohio. I understand that it can be produced 
in Canada. 

And yet 10 per cent. is sufficient to prevent the importation of broom- 
corn, ‘This is purely anagricultural product. Gentlemen who under- 
stand it, understand that great labor has to be expended in its produc- 
tion, not only in preparing the ground, in seeding and in the cultivation, 
but the labor is enormous in harvesting and preparing for the market. 


| In fact, so far as that is concerned the product may be said to be rep- 
to bear to restore the articles which I have just named, though they, | 


resented by more than four-fifths of labor. SolI trust the gentleman 
will allow the motion to prevail and let broom-corn stand as it now 
does, with a tax of 10 per cent. ad valorem, which he informs us is the tax. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, one of the most distinguished Secre- 
taries of the Treasury our country ever had, Mr. Walker, lays down 
among the principles to guide in the formation of a tariff bill this: 
That where an article bears a very low duty, and the importation is 
very small, or it is not imported at all, the article ought to be trans- 
ferred to the free-list. We have put this article on the free-list, find- 
ing no importation of it at all even under this nominal duty. Besides 
that, we have reduced the duty on the manufactured product. Weall 
know enough about the manufacture to know brooms are made out of 
broom-corn. We have reduced the duty on brooms and put broom- 
| corn on the free-list. My friend says they raise it in his district. I 
| suppose that is true of almost every district in the country. I know 





Weare | 
all interested in every American industry, and should be on the alert 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the chair- | 


they raise it in my district. The very fact that none is imported into 
the country, I think, ought to be accepted as sufficient proof to all of 
us that we produce it cheaper than it can be produced by anybody 
abroad and sold in our neighborhood in competition with us. 

Mr. CANNON. What will be the effect of leaving the duty as it is ? 

Mr. MILLS. There will be no effect at all to your part of the coun- 
try, and perhaps to no other part of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, as it has been said the farmer has no place 
| in this bill, we would much rather 

Mr. MILLS. The prosperity of the farmer does not depend on broom- 
corn. 

Mr. CANNON. As the gentleman says it will do no harm, we would 
much rather have the duty remain as it is. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us vote. It is too smali a matter to talk about. 
| The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as tothe result. 
Mr. CANNON. [Icall for a division. 
| The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 82. 
| Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I challenge the count. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will appointas tellers the gentleman 
| from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
| MILs}. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, 
noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Brush-wood. 
Plaster of Paris, when ground or calcined. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 172. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rags, of whatever material composed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out that line. I wish to inqnire 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means if the sole etfect 
of this line is not simply to admit free of duty woolen rags, which now 
pay 10 per cent? 

Mr. MILLS. Rags, of whatever material composed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the sole effect of this line is to admit free 
of duty woolen rags, which now pay a duty of 10 per cent. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘To admit woolen rags and yellow fever. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis to be borne in mind that this practically affects 
the wool question, because woolen rags imported into this country and 
worked here in the form of shoddy take the place of wool to a large 
extent, and furnish one of the means by which the price of wool has 
been largely crowded down. 

Now if it is proposed to put wool upon the free-list,woolen rags, of 
course, should follow in the same direction. But if it is not proposed 
to put wool upon the free-list, then woolen rags should not be put upon 
the free-list but should retain the same duty that they have at present, 
competing, as they do in so material an extent, with the use of wool. I 
would therefore suggest to the gentleman from Texas that by unani- 
mous consent we pass over this line until we shall have reached and 
determined the question of wool. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that this line may be passed for the present. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not see the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee present, but I noticed the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
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‘ 
BRECKINRIDGE], who ison thatcommittee. I will say to that gentle 
man what I said a moment ago, thinking the chairman of the commit 
tee was present, that if wool is put on the free-list, then of course 
woolen rags ought to be, but if wool isnot put on the free-'ist woolen 
rags should not be. My question was whether the committee would 
not consent to pass over this line until wool is disposed of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I heard the gentleman’s re- | 
mark and consulted with the chairman of the committee (who has 
been called out), and he objected to passing over this line. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I hope that the motion which I have made 
that this line be stricken out may be adopted, for this is simply the 
preliminary contest with reference to the question of free wool. My 
belief is that one of the most ruinous acts which this Congress could 
perform would be the placing of wool upon the free-list—ruinous not 
simply to the farmers who produce wool in this country, but ruinous 
in the long run to the consumer, resulting eventually in increasing 
rather than decreasing the cost of woolen cloth to the consumer. Now, 
as this is the preliminary step in the matter, and the question practi- 
“ally is to be determined here, for woolen rags should not be put upon 
the free-list unless wool is to be, I hope that this House will meet the | 
question at this point and determine whether it is to be the policy of the 
majority to put wool upon the free-list, as this bill proposes, in which 
case, of course, woolen rags would follow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in 1866 this 
question of free woolen rags was under debate in this House in connec- 
tion with the question of the making of shoddy. 
at that time to put wool upon the ftree-list, and I send to the Clerk’s 
desk an extract from the debate giving the remarks of one of the pres- 
ent members of the Committee on Ways and Means of this House, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], from which it will be 
seen that even if wool were not to be put upon the free-list, which is 
altogether an idle supposition at this time—that even if it were not to 
be put upon the free-list, yet very weighty authority upon the other 
side of the House then held that nevertheless woolen rags should be 
put upon the free-list. I ask the Clerk to read the extract which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1888. 








It was not proposed | 





RECORD—HOUSE. 27100 


aments ¢ 1e@ Sel nad < for a committee ¢ 

‘ is eed to the Spe app 
( es on t part the H > M ORN Mr. RAND l 

M ( NNON 
AGRICULTURAI APPROPRIATI 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a privileged mot [ am instructed by 
the Committee on Agri ulture to move that t H e non neur in 
the amendments of the Senate to the a priat : 


and agree to the conference asked by the S 
a ee aaa ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Che Clerk wi lt tit f the 


} lark 1 P39 
ine Clerk read as follows 





4 bill (A. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the D i f \ 
ure for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other | ses 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, ought not these amendments to go t 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of order be made. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HArcu] will 
state the purport of these amendments, I shall probably make no 
point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. There is no necessity that the amendment should go 
to the Committee of the Whole. The two principal amendments—the 
only ones on which there will be any controversy—will come before 
the House at the proper time. One of these proposes to appropriate 


They must take that course if a j} 


| $100,000 for additional sugar experiments—a matter that the House 


committee considered as closed with the last report, and a matter for 
which no appropriation was asked by the Commissioner of Agriculture 
im the Book of Estimates. The other of these amendments proposes 
|} an appropriation of $25,000 for an agricultural experiment station, 
somewhere out in the Northwest. This is proposed just after we have 
established an experiment station in every State and Territory where 
| there is an agricultural college. 

Mr. ADAMS. May I ask the gentleman whether he is in favor of 
concurring or non-concurring, and if so, why ? 





July 28, 1866. 

Mr. Kev.iey. Let the raw material come in. Let us make blankets that will 
drive out English blankets. Let us make our own “ English frieze” and ** P« 
terboro’ frosted beaver.’ Let us be able to rival England and France and other 
representative nations in making these cloths, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was 
about woolen rags, and it is true now as then that if anything is raw 
material [ suppose it is old rags. 


And upon the question of raw material I wish to have read an ex- | 


tract from the remarks of Mr. DAWEs showing how different were the 
views entertained by gentlemen upon the other side of the House at 
that time from those entertained there now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

June 29, 1866. 

Mr. DAwrs. The duty must be levied on the raw material or on the manu- 
factured article. If you levy it on the raw material you discriminate against 
American labor, and if you levy iton the manufactured article you discriminate 
in favor of American labor. You must have either a protective tariff ora tariff 
which discriminates against American labor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I submit, sir, that it is noth- 
ing less than mockery for this same class of gentlemen to now claim, 





when we are trying to do what they said until the recent past was best | 


for labor, that we shall lessen wages. Your party has taken a new de 
parture. You are the Chinese party of monopoly. 
Mr. ADAMS rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amerdment is exhausted. 
Mr. ADAMS. The amendment pending is to strike out the line. 


I move to amend the line by striking out the last three words and in- | 


serting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ cotton.’’ 

A MEMBER. Cotton rags are on the free-list. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I make the motion merely for the purpose of 
submitting a few remarks. By the existing law I find—— 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I usk the gentleman from Illinois to 
yield so that I may make a motion that the committee rise, in order 
to let the Committee on Appropriations present a bill. 

Mr. ADAMS assented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAms] hav- 
ing the floor, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
MILLs] to make the motion indicated by him. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Blount having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 


of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill | 


(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the action of the Sen- 
ate thereon, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 26, 1883. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


Mr. FORNEY. 


I move that the House insist upon its disagreement 








Mr. HATCH. My motion is to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, and let them go to a conference committee. When the confer- 
ence report is presented, the House can take a vote upon the question. 
If the gentleman wants my individual opinion, I have no hesitation in 
| the world in giving it to him. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is the only opinion I can get now. 

Mr. HATCH. I have voted for every appropriation for these sugar 
experiments down toa point where every single man connected with the 
matter said that every dollar that was necessary had been appropri- 
ated. Not only that, the committee authorized and instructed me to 
| say upon the floor on their behalf that they would ask no further 
| appropriation for this purpose. 

[ did make that statementa yearago. These experiments have gone 
as far as the Commissioner himself can find anything to experiment 
1pon, except that you can take $100,000 of the people’s money and 
irow it into the pockets of some favored man who happens to have a 


— 
sugar manufactory situated somewhere in some favored district. That 
is all there is in the matter. 
Mr. ADAMS. With the exception of those two amendments there 
is nothing substantial involved. 
Mr. HATCH. The others are small amendments, cutting down or 
raisins 


g a salary here and there; they amount to nothing substantial. 
Mr. ADAMS. I make no point of order. 
Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on my motion that 


| the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the con- 


| ference asked by the Senate. 
| The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
| the motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 


ynsider be laid on the 


ed to; and also moved that the motion to rec 
| tabl 


ic. 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

CONSULAR. AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BELMONT. Irise tomake a privileged motion—that the House 
| agree to the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the Senate 
| and House upon the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the 
| diplomatic and consular service of the United States jor the fiscal year 
1889. The report is at the desk. I ask that it be laid before the 
House. I desire to move that the report be agreed to and that the 
House insist on its disagreement to the amendment numbered 16, and 
ask a further conference with the Senate on that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONFEREN 


Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
9 
1 


E REPORT. 





The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6533) “ making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
1889,"’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 31. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 





numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and agree 
to the same. 
Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagracment to 
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BELMONT. ‘The sixteenth amendment an aj 
priztion of $25,000 for a commission to explore the Congo Basin a 
report upon its products and commercial capabilities. The Senate in 
sists upon that amendment; we desire to insist upon our disagreement 
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two Houses 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask that the gentleman from New York 
leave to file that statement hereaiter. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course the report as read by the Clerk that 
certain amendments designated by number are agreed to, and certain 
others disagreed to, does not convey any information. 

ir. BELMONT. I will repeat the statement which I made at the 
time of the ordering of the conference. There have been comparatively 
few and unimportant changes made by the Senate. The amendments 
we have agreed to raise the rank of ministers-residents to that of envoys 
without increase There are some changes by the Senate in 
regard to Me Some of these strongly commended 
themselves to the House conferees, particularly the tra 
uf from Matamoros to Nuevo Laredo. But others could 
adopted without doing injustice, and the result of the confer- 
‘was t all the proposed changes were abandoned, the Senate 
rees d l lornone. § 
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iring to either have all the changes retained So 
‘t, the bill is now as it passed the House 
lias the House considered these ame 
sent to conference? 
sent to conference by unanimous con- | 
a statement sucl 1 have already made in reply to the | 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Did the House consider the Senate amendments? 

Mr. BELMONT. {ter a statement made in the House they we 
sent to a conference committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. A conference was ordered by unanimous consent, ac- 
cording to a practice which the gentleman knows, I suppose. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move by unanimous consent the time of the ses- 
sion be extended five minutes, so we may dispose of this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 

Che SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan in- 
st on the point of order? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not. 
The SPE AKER pro temp re, 
of the conference report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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BELMONT. In accordance with the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I will add a written state- 
nt to accompany the report. 

CONFEREES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the ag ill, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 


jy 


| 
| 
} 
| 
' 
; 


mie 
| APPOINTED. 
| ih ; 
agricultural bi 
DAVIDSON of Alabama, and Mr. CONGER. 

The hou k p. m. having arrived 
reviou the House adjourned. 
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By Mr. HARMER: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Commer- 
cial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges of Philadelphia, opposing Sen: 
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By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mrs. Mary L. Behr, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Clair the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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The following petition, indorsing the perdiem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marii 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
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PETITIONS AND MORIALS. 
Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of raisin-growers, citizens of 
Fresno County, California, remonstrating against a reduction of the 
| tariff on raisins; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. VEST. I present petitions of the Merchants’ Exchanges of St. 
Louis, Cincinnati, Louisville, Nashville, Chattanooga, Atlanta, and 
Tampa, praying that an appropriation be made for improving the har- 
bor of Tampa Bay, Florida, at Mango Point. This is one of the items 
in the river and harbor bill that is pending, and I suppose the proper 
course would be to let the petitions lie on the table and be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will lie on the table 
and be printed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Louisa Q. Lovell and oth« 
heirs of General John A. Quitman, praying to have their claim against 
the Government for rent of plantation belonging to them, situated fu 
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The terms and conditions and restrictions under which we shall begin 
this work on a large seale have been a subject of consideration for the 


Jast twenty years, and I believe there is scarcely an exception among 


those who have considered it, outside of the ofticers of the Ordnance | 


Department, that the system proposed by the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut is vicious and will result in disaster. 
priate $6,350,000 in addition to that which is provided for in the gen- 
eral appropriation bill, making in all over $7,000,000, and to place the 
expenditure of that entire amount in the hands of the Ordnance De- 
partment, would, I think, as has been the case with every other gov- 
ernment that has attempted to manufacture arms in the same way, 
become extravagant, corrupt, and bad, and be without satisfactory 
results in the end. 

The history of the manufacture of heavy ordnance shows that there 
have been three systems: One for the Government itself to manuiact- 
ure these guns; the second, for the Government to enter into partner- 
ship with private individuals; and the third, to rely alone upon private 
enterprise for the manufacture. 

We must be guided by the experience of the world in this matter. 
In the consideration of the question by the Committees on Appropria- 
tions on the fortifications bill, upon which this question was to be con- 
sidered and has always been considered, the great controversy has been 
from the Fortieth Congress until now as to the exact mode of utilizing 
the appropriation when made. Congress has never at any time here- 
tofore attempted to engraft upon the Army appropriation bill a pro- 
vision of this character, but has considered it wise to place it alone upon 
the fortifications bill, where it should be considered and where all the 
conditions that Congress in its wisdom thought proper might be im- 
posed. The Senator from Connecticut by his amendment proposes to 
place the whole $6,350,000 in the hands of the Ordnance Department, 
to be disposed of as they see proper. 

Let us see what has been the result of the systems that I have in- 
dicated elsewhere. In the report of Sir H. Bessemer and Professor 
Osborne Reynolds to the English Parliament they take up the case of 
the Woolwich arsenal, where the government has manufactured its 
own guns, and they come to the conclusion that the government itself 
can not make guns properly, with economy and efficiency. They say, 
in their report, of their very best government shop, Woolwich, a minia- 
ture of which the Senator proposes we shall have without the safe- 
guards which are thrown around the English shop: 

We believe that the defects in our own system of ordnance arise, and are likely 
to have undue continuance from the absence of independent criticism, and in 
consequence of the technicabadvisers of the government being the same per- 
sons as those who either are or have been in charge of the manufactories re- 
sponsible for these defects. We believe there are in existence several systems 
of ordnance superior to the Woolwich system, but that these have not had fair 
trial in this country because of the jealousy of the technical advisers of the 
government in favor of our own system. This jealousy has caused an undue 
resistance not only to the adoption of better ordnance, but also to the reception 
of true theoretical principles of gunnery and the construction of ordnance. 

Rear-Admiral Simpson says in his report of the plan of financially 
involving the Government in a joint operation with private parties: 


The experiences in England and Russia are very instructive and warn against 
the adoption of such a system. In England the government, in addition to 
paying during several years very high prices for articles delivered, was forced 
to pay £65,000 to close an agreement, while the company, besides the profits in 
manufacture, came into possession of a complete working plant at a mere nom- 
ina) valuation, 

In Russia the government finds itself involved with a stock company, pay- 
ing excessive prices for what it receives, and discovers no way of relief except 
by buying up shares and operating the establishment as a government foundry. 


Of the third method, that of giving the entire contract to private 


works, splendid examples of success are found in the establishments of 


Krupp and Sir William Armstrong. They supply guns, complete, to 
all parts of the world. Still, serious objections are made to sole reli- 
ance upon this method, which are thus stated by the Simpson board: 

As an example of depending almost entirely on private works, Germany is a 
perfect instance. The works of Mr. Krupp are practically the sole source of 
supply of the government artillery. In such a case the government must be 
the slave of the corporation and subject to its whims, caprices, and conven- 
iences, It needs no argument to show the dependent condition of the govern- 
ment under such a rule; it might prove asource of the greatest embarrassment. 
The board is well informed that ten or eleven years ago the artillery officers 
were very restive under this load and were making strenuous efforts to be re- 
lieved from it, but without suecess. It is hardly to be #ipposed that time has 
quieted the feelings of dissatisfaction. 

After the examination of these reports and a thorough consideration 
of this whole question it was practically the unanimous opinion of Con- 
gress that you could neither build ships of war constructed of steel nor 
make guns of great power unless you had the two systems combined 
by throwing open to tke inventive genius of the country an opportu- 
nity to build ships in competition with the Government, and making 
the steel ef which these guns are to be constructed and assembling and 
finishing them and making them complete, subject to a test by the of- 
ficers of the Government in competition with the Government estab- 
lishments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not quite hear. 
ment the Senator is speaking of now? 

Mr. GORMAN. I spoke of the Russian Government, where they 
relied upon contracts alone, and I read from Commodore Simpson’s re- 
port upon that subject. 


May I ask what Govern- 
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Mr. President, let us go back fora moment. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], whom I see in his seat on the opposite 
side of the chamber, has had practical experience and knowledge of these 
affairs. You had not in 1880 any Government officers of sufficient 
knowledge and experience to design a vessel of power and speed; you 
had not the facilities in your navy-yards to build one, nor was there more 
than asingle private contractor who would undertake to produce the steel 
for avessel of war. You werecompelled to make contracts for the entire 
construction of the hulls and the machinery with the one man who was 
the pioneer in all this business in this country, a man of force, a man of 
energy, @ man of great will-power and intense patriotism, who was 
ahead of his time. I refer to the late John Roach, one of the greatest 
men that we have had within our borders in half a century. He was 
ahead of all the naval officers and the oflicers of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment, having energy and skill and bravery enough to establish the 
first plant of any magnitude within the United States. He constructed 
the first great vessel that you had. 

The plant which he established upon the Delaware made it possible 
for us to obtain and improve the machinery for the purpose of making 
great guns. But because he was the only man whose genius and en- 
terprise had taken him far in advance of the scientific men in the ord- 
nance branches of both departments of this great Government, by the 
rivalry and the enmity between naval boards and bureau chiefs and the 
criticism of mere theorists he was destroyed. 

As we advanced a step further Congress, without any consideration 
of political questions, as there are no politics in it to-day, said that this 
defect of having the Government to rely exclusively upon a private con- 
cern is destructive to individual enterprise and bad for the Govern- 
ment; so the last Congress made ample provision not only for the pur- 
pose of contracting with individual firms and corporations to make the 
steel for your armored vessels and to make steel for the great guns up 
to 10 and 12 inches, but the Ordnance Department of the Navy, by di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Navy, selected the yard here at Wash- 
ington as the great shop for completing and assembling the guns that 
were to be made out of the rough steel furnished by private enterprise. 

The result of the policy was that not only Mr. Roach’s ship-yard, 
but Crump’s, at Philadelphia, a firm in Baltimore, and another one in 
San Francisco and the great firms at Wilmington came forward and 
made bids for the construction of the great war-vessels. You have com- 
petition among themselves, and you had the navy-yards of Norfolk and 
New York prepared to do the work, and they are now constructing two 
of the great engines of war which the last Congress provided for, You 
have been going on in the most satisfactory way, both to the Govern- 
ment and to the contractors, until to-day you are approaching the con- 
struction of the best vessels in the world. 

Here you have the best possible conditions; the skill and genius of 
the best constructors upon the Pacific and the Atlantic pitted against 
your naval engineers and constructors. Our officers know that the world 
is looking forward to compare the result of their work asto cost, speed, 
and durability with the two great engines of war to be constructed at 
the Norfolk and New York yards and with vessels being built by pri- 
vate establishments, by Crump, and at San Francisco and Baltimore. 

Not only this, Mr. President, but this policy has had the effect of in- 
creasing the plants of the great works at Bethlehem, Midvale, and other 
places. Within 40 miles of this Capitol that legislation has had the 
tendency to establish (indeed it was the immediate cause of the begin- 
ning of the establishment) great steel works on the Patapsco (Steel- 
ton) within 5 miles of the city of Baltimore, which is to be the great- 
est establishment in the world. Selecting a point on the shores of the 
Chesapeake as barren and uninviting as the plains, but a point where 
all the crude material can be brought together cheaper than any other 
place in the country, they have there begun (and it is now ready to be 
seen by any man who has interest enough to go 40 miles to look at it) 
a plant such as when completed there will be nothing on the Clyde to 
equal. It will within five years have twenty-five thousand people 
around its furnaces. It will be prepared to make anything from a nail 
to the finest vessel that floats upon the waters of the world; and they 
expect within ten years, with all the conditions as they now stand, 
with their ores taxed as they are by the present tariff—and half of the 
ores come from Cuba—to make vessels there as cheaply as they can be 
made upon the Clyde. 

This is one of the outgrowths of the legislation of the last Congress, 
and the intelligent and patriotic administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment by a man who has grasped the situation and who understands 
the needs.of the American people. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will it trouble the Senator if I interrupt him? I 
wish to assist in the discussion, merely. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not atall. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the Senator aware that my amendment proposes 
to precisely duplicate the successful force of the Navy? 

Mr. GORMAN. , No, Mr. President; I think before I get through, 
or at least I hope to de so, I shall convince even the Senator from Con- 
necticut that it does no such thing. The one system is based upon the 
American idea. The proposition of my friend from Connecticut, who 
I know to be earnest in this matter, broad and liberal, and who has 
given it great attention, is based upon the English idea. permitting 
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the Government alone to do the work, except so far as relates to the 
manufacture of steel, which is to be furnished to the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator kindly allowed me to interrupt him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr.GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis exactly what the Navy Department is doing 
and wisely doing, and in accordance with the recommendations of all | 
the boards. The Navy Department has a contract with the Bethlehem 
Steel Works for the rough parts, tempered and annealed, of the guns. 
It brings those guns to the Washington navy-yard, where they have 
been building up, almost unknown to Congress, an admirable finishing 
and assembling foundry. The Gun Foundry Board report, from which 
the Senator has quoted, with Simpson’s name at the heal of it, whose 
name he has given, recommends that identical course also for the Army. 
The amendment proposes to leave open to all the private enterprise in 
the country the contract to build rough parts of guns, to be finished 
and assembled for the Army at Waterviiet, exactly as they are assem- 
bled and finished for the Navy at Washington. 

Mr. GORMAN. The statement that the Senator has made as to the 
number of guns that have just been completed is exactly true. But 
that is not the point that [am making. Youcan not separate the manu- | 
facture of steel for the construction of your vessels and the manufacture | 
of your guns. I say that the Government has made it a success only | 
because it has pursued the policy of giving private enterprise and genius | 
an opportunity to come in and furnish the material. The few guns 
that are being constructed at the Washington navy-yard are well enough 
in their way, but they form a very small part of what must be done. 
My main proposition is that it has been the unanimous opinion of every | 
committee of Congress since the Fortieth Congress that while the Gov- 
ernment must have its own establishments it must also permit private 
enterprise tocome in and not only make the rough parts of the gun but 
to enable private enterprise to present to the Government a complete | 
gun, tested by the Government’s own methods exactly as you permit 
them to make the great ships of war. 

It is true, Mr. President, that the last Congress made provision for 
an increase of the plant at the Washington navy-yard, and authorized 
the Secretary of the Navy to construct a certain number of steel guns 


from the forgings bought by contract. As the vessels of war were be- | v 


ing constructed it was necessary to make an exception in favor of the 
Ordnance Bureau of the Navy Department, and it is also true that the 
Chief of Ordnance of the Navy is universally admitted to be far in ad- 
vance of the Army corps. I am glad to say he has been broad enough | 
to recognize thatall the talent was not within hiscorps, but has been wise | 
enough to take advantage of the best talent of the country in finishing | 
and assembling his guns, and he has been giving great satisfaction to | 
his superior officers. Yetif there were a privateestablishment in sharp 
and active competition with the Washington yard, no man doubts but 
that the naval officers in charge would produce better results at less 
cost than they will without such competition. 

Sir, read the advertisements of the Secretary of the Navy for bids 
and the contracts that he has made for the construction of the ships. 
He not only permitted every ship-builder in the country to bid for the 
construction of the ships upon the plan furnished by the Navy Depart- 
ment, but he gave them the additional privilege of designing their own 
machinery, of making suggestions as to improvements in the vessels, 
and it was by that method and that method alone that you secured 
bids for the fast cruisers, yes, to be the fastest in the world. So it 
would be with the manufacture of ordnance if you give the master me- 
chanics in private life a fair opportunity to compete with your Army 
officers. 

I do not care to go back over the entire history of this matter, but 
there has not been a committee of either House of Congress since the 
Fortieth Congress that has not said that the Ordnance Department as 
now organized is affected with the dry-rot. The head has not and will 
not permit an inventor in this country to bring his invention to per- 
fection, notwithstanding the fact that they have not for twenty-five years 
made a single improvement of any importance nor any ordnance officer 
urged or presented to Congress for adoption a plan which has not 
proved a failure. All they have done is to copy what the English and 
the French have done. The Ordnance Bureau as it is now organized, 
and as it would be under the amendment of my friend from Connecti- 
cut, would be the graveyard of American inventive genius and enter- 
prise. They have destroyed every man in the country who has pre- 
sented any gun, and notwithstanding the liberal amount recommended 
by the Committee on Appropriations, giving them in this bill nearly a 
million dollars as it stands, without the amendment of my friend from 
Connecticut, to experiment with, more money than they can properly 
spend in two years, to build and complete their machinery and plant 
at Watervliet, to get ready to compete with private enterprise, they 
are not satisfied with that. They want the exclusive control of this | 
whole affair. They want $7,000,000 more—more than can be expended | 
in four years. | 

| 


Mr. President, when I speak of the Ordnance Bureau of the War De- 
partment I mean its organization; I mean the officers responsible and 
in charge of the bureau. I do not intend to underrate the officers of 
that corps. There are gentlemen in it who will compare favorably with 
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Army officers in the world. There are young men of education 
id bright promise, independence and manhood; but these, as a rule, 
ire found in some second-class arsenals and have no opportunity for 
treat work. Theirsuperiors are practically in life positions Chev have 
become attached to routine and to the traditions of t oflice in Wash- 
ington. They are jealous of innovation and new ideas. No man in 
the Artillery Corps or in the Engineer ¢ rps is permitted to make a si 
gestion as to the Improvement of the ord n Li Ss mus 
ordered to the rear, and any man in the Army 1 ) eveloped spe- 
cial talent for the construction of these great engines of war must have an 
opportunity. This will come when the Ordnance Bureau mpelled 
to compete with the splendid n and m iticent I in 
civil life 
After the ¢ S ym « t} é wo ve Cong 3 
fused to ay ropriate a a ub Ss condl $8! ild bei I 1 
unless the door was ope1 to Ame sof ¢ sand enterprise in 
private life to produce a gun \ é lint last two ¢ gy es 
to ve ort nee office 1 dollar: bu the Y et \ had 
in appropriation which has amounted to 1 ons dollars t 
war, the proceeds of the sa old es 1 « dna pplies, 
hich amount to about $75,000 a yeu Ch t } \ l, and 
they have been ng that fund s 372 i they 
have produced one or two guns. 
Ihave no unkind feeling toward the officers of this Department On 
the contrary, I recognize that there are some exceedingly bright young 
men in it; but it is their organization, their syst their disposition 
to reject every suggestion that has been made by practical and enter 
prising men outside, against which I protest. One of them thought 
to call my attention to the fact that they had at last succeeded in do 
ing something, after expending five or six million dollars from the 


money coming from the proceeds of sales, and he writes mea letter that 


| at last they have made one &-inch steel gun of greater power than was 
known in the world, and so far as I know, while it has only been fired 
forty-three or forty-seven times, it is the only product, it is the only 
result, it is practically all they have to show for the expenditure of 

$5,000,000 or $6,000,000. 
Mr. President, what both committees of Con ss in the past two 


rresses have attem pte d to do, what they are attem 
is provided for in the bill that has already been 


ting to do now, 
formulated and 
is being considered by a body elsewhere, is liberal appropriations for 
the Ordnance Department, and the balance of it to be placed in the 
1ands of a commission which will say to all Americans: ‘‘ We have 
35,000,000, or $6,000,000, or $20,000,000 to spend in the manufacture 
of 6, 8, 10, 12, and 16 inch guns. The Government wants them. As 
the Senator from Alabama has well said, there is not a single gun to- 
day on your coast that could defend you against any of these great iron- 
clads, unless it be the dynamite gun. We want them. - Our Govern- 
ment officers have not been able up to this time to make one. We 
will give you an opportunity. Put up your plant and present us at 

ished, complete gun, for which we will pay you liberally, and at the 
same time we will give the Army officers, or the ordnance branch, suffi- 
cient money to complete the plant at Watervliet, and buy the steel, for 
the Government can not make the steel; we will pit you one against 
the 





other. That is the only known method from which great results 
can be had. Now, goonand compete with the world, and let us have 
the best pattern that American genius can make.”’ 


But the Senator from Connecticut comes forward with a proposition 
which excludes all the outside world. He proposes to appropriate $6,- 
000,000 or $7,000,000 (for the bill will amount to $7,000,000 if his 
amendment is adopted), and to place the entire manufacture, or the 


assembling and finishing of these guns, inthe handsofthe Army. That, 


I say, has been universally condemned by every committee of Congress 
which has considered this subject. It is unwise and impolitic. No 
man of private enterprise would engage in it, and it is no time for the 


| Congress of the United States, with the restlessness there is, with the 


full knowledge that exists, toundertake it. But private enterprise has no 
consideration at the Army headquarters—I mean of the Ordnance Bureau 
of the Army, for with the General of the Army, whom we all trust will 
be spared to look over our affairs for a long, long time, they have had 
a cordial reception and the encouragement which comes from a great 
man and a patriot. 

As an illustration of what has been done take the item in the bill 
referred to by my friend from Alabama, $400,000 for a pneumatic dyn- 
amite gun, theinvention ofan American, developed by oneof the bright- 
est men in the Army, not in the Ordnance Corps, but an artillery offi- 
cer, Lieutenant Zalinski. There was an invention that the ordnance 
officers in Washington in effect said could not but be a failure. There 
was not one of them who ever dreamed that they could fire adynamite 
shell a hundred yards successfully. No encouragement whatever was 


| given to the development of that enterprise. Nothing but obstruction 


so far as the Government was concerned was offered by them. Without 
a dollar of aid, and by the expenditure of nearly a million dollars and 
with a courage and genius such as we have not seen in the last twenty 
years in that particalar branch, this lieutenant and his friends have 
gone on until the world has been astounded by the result of the exper- 
iments made, testing it at their own expense, and driving the Depart- 
ment itself, the Secretary of War, and the General of the Army against 
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There is in the bill more money than they ¢ can expend j in the next 
two years, and then the Senator from Connecticut desires to have placed 
in the hands of this bureau that has accomplished so little $6,350,000 
more. Isay that it would be the grossest extravagance. No appro- 
priation of any kind should be made in that way. 


S.. 


. for issue. 


If it is to be made 
it should be on the conditions I have named, and I am ready so to vote 
for it. I advocated an appropriation for the purpose at the last session, 
and I am ready to do it again when it is putin proper form, that is to 
say to open it to the whole country, to give every enterprising firm 
here an opportunity to compete with our own officers and our own 
plant, but not otherwise. 

Mr. President, to show that I am right in this matter, I propose to 
refer to areport made in the Fortieth Congress by the then Senator 
from Michigan, Mr. Howard. It was a report made by as intelligent 
a committee as was ever appointed by the Senate. In that report the 
committee say : 


The difficulty appears to have been twofold. First, the ordnance officers, 
knowing their positions secure to them for life, have not felt the incentive to 
exertion and improvement which stimulates men not in Government employ, 
and they have become attached to routine and to the traditions of their corps, 
i lous 0 ff innovation and new ideas, and slow to adoptimprovements. An 
ilu tration of this is found in the fact that the late war was fought with muzzie- 
loading guns (with the exception of carbines for cavalry), although a variety of 
excellent breech-loaders were urged upon the attention of the Government con- 
stantiy, and the honor was reserved for Prussia, with a weapon inferior to many 
American inventions, to demonstrate the immeasurable superiority of breech- 

ading guns. In the second —“ these officers, educated to a specialty and 

’ ad of their positions, come to look upon themselves as possessing all the 
vledge extant upon the subject of ordnance, and regard citizen inventors 

ic ‘hani es who offer improvements in arms as ignorantand desi gning per- 

62ns, arid pretentious innovators, who have no claim to consideration, Instead 
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Mr. Ge RM AN. No, Mr. President, I would not wait one hour; but 
I would wait fifty rsr = 1er than say to the American people, ‘* Your 
| priv: terpris e and your genius shall be ¢ by the Ordnance 

Bureau of the War Department.’’ Iam ready to make the appropria- 
tion to-day, or,rather, | am ready to make it upon the regular bill, when 
you can surround it by such conditions as will open the door to private 
enterprise; but I will not vote at any time in favor of the proposition 
of my friend from Connecticut that places the money in the hands of 
officers who haye no respect for the rights of the people outside, who 
have failed always to recognize a valuable invention when it has been 
brought to their attention. You know, sir, as my friend from Con- 
necticut must know, that there has been at least one great invention of 
an American civilian, who, after waiting here until his patience wa 
hausted and he was bankrupt almost, had complete success from foreign 
governments owing to the perversity and the peculiar organization of 
this Department, which is now to receive $7,000,000 more. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland a question. 
One of the objections I had in the Committee on Appropriations to such 
a proposition was that not only are the inventions of the American peo- 
ple excluded, but our own officers, in great part have, heretofore and 
[ suppose how, patents for the inventions they expect to have used. | 
have always fought against officers of the United States getting out 
patents of theirown. I wantto know where the patents are now. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the various reports from which I have been read- 
ing and in the report of every committee that has considered this sub- 
ject, the fact has been stated and emphasized that there was not an 
invention that was adopted by the Ordnance De partment except it was 
by one of their own officers or one which was taken by some one out- 
side who had it tested abroad and then came back to our own country. 
You will find on your tables pamphlets from these various officers call- 
ing attention to their inventions and improvements. 

In the letter that I referred to a moment ago it is said: 

Since 1872 we have witnessed the failure of the Sutcliff, Thompson, Hitchcock, 
Mann, Yates, and Haskell systems, and feel nosmall satisfaction in finally pos 
sessing a powerful gun which will stand the *‘racket,”’ and which has a great 
reserve of strength to insure the morale of the soldiers who may have to use it 

I remember that there was an officer for whom I have had the high 
est regard from mychildhood up. I mean the late General Logan, the 
great volunteer oflicer of our armies in the late war, and his feeling wa 
so great, and his reports show it—and therefore I have a right to refer 
to it—upon this subject of the exclusion of American genius from th: 
bureau, and the same conclusions were reached by General Rosecrans 
and by other volunteer and regular officers. Rosecrans was a graduate 
of West Point. There arestrong denunciations of the action of the ord- 
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between recularsand volunteers, and between offi itsiders. and tl 
bureau officers, might have warped the judgment of Logan and R 
crans. but I soon became convinced that they « have fairly . 
further. When a bill came up in which was presented an appropria 
tion to test an invention, these interests Induced the 1 t remark 
action on the part of Congress in preventing the test 
had provided for from its inventors. 

The :the invention of which my friend 1 Nebr . 
Ma | has knowledge. The inventor's efiorts here w 
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what you are made of; compete if you can with the men who hay 
renius and the courage on the outside.’’ When it is done in th 
hen you will have results. As I said befor 
tion and has not been. Iam entitled to say that dui 
four years this matter has been considered as a pure business pr 
tion. That is the only way in which it ought to be treated, as a; 
public question without politics. If I« 
the American people, I do not believe that they are 
their millions expended in any way other than that I have ind 
open competition, a fair field for every American mechanic 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I confess, Mr. Presid 3 an 
tion that was hardly to have been expected iment I 
proposed, because the Senator from Maryland in general has been 
heartily in favor of this work. I< ot know what his special and 


particular plans were, but I venture fo say to the Senator now that 
proposes the most monstrously expensive plan that I have ever h¢ 

m connection with the subject, and one that has been recommended 
by no single board and no single oflicer of the Army or y; 
not followed by his own Secretary of the Navy. I confess I am 
only surprised but discouraged. It has now been thirteen years 

one single dollar has been spent upon the coast defenses of this « 

try, in the construction of them. 

It has been two or three years since there has been money enough t 
cement a falling wall, to sustain a broken revetment, to paint an old 
carriage, to paint a gun, or to cut the grass upon the glacis; and the 
United States land forces have but one single modern gun, and that is 
on tl ground, not ready yet to be put in use. They 
two or hers in the course of construction, but I am speaking of 
completed guns—I mean the larger gun necessary for siege and coast 
defense. They have twenty-five or thirty field breach-loading rifled 
guns for the artillery; and yet here comes the same old story over and 
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Why, sir, I hope there are 
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1ere is something better to be done in the fut- 
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to be better houses and better clothing 
and better food as time goes on; but we musteat to-day, we must hav 
clothing, we must have houses now. We must do the best thing that 
is to be done this day. 

Mr. President, I want to talk directly to the Senator from Maryland. 
We must do the best thing that is to be done to-day. He has dwelt 
eloquently upon our reliance on private genius. There isnoman who 
has a higher respect for the American mechanic and inventor than | 
have. I would take off my hat in the great machine-shops of Conus 
ticut as I would almost in a church in deference to the marvelous 
skill and executive power of these men; but I say to the Senator th 
the great gunsof Europe now and those that we propose to have are the 
result of the collection of the private genius of Europe and America, 
which has been devoted with an intensity not equaled anywhere else 
in the world on any subject to invention. ; 

I say that the gun now adopted in Europe is the end of a generation 
ofstudy. I suppose I should have voted, as I did in Congress twenty 
years ago, to build the best gun known then, though there was great 
doubt about that; but the world was in a transition state then. I af- 
firm (and I ask all the mechanics and inventors and ordnance officers 
to stand with me, and I know they will justify me)—I affirm that we 
have now reached a stage in that development when we are no longer 
to be excused for waiting, for these great guns perhaps will never be 
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and then it might be objected to, or some improvement might have come 
on in the world in the mean time sothat they would say we must have 
another gun. That is his proposition, as I understand, to ask the pri- 
vate manufacturers to build a completed gun. They will not do it. 
This plan upon which I am acting is one devised by the men who 


studied the subject for a generation in the interest of economy and in | Department. 


the interest of proper checks and balances. Let the private manufact- 
urers do this, which they would gladly agree to do on getting a con- 
tract for a pretty large quantity—several thousand tons; let them prom- 
ise that they will deliver within a specified time certain sizes and kinds 
of steel, with tubes and jackets, ete.—parts of guns. This is their own 
suggestion; they not to have a dollar until it is delivered and tested 
and approved. They understand that kind of acontract. They do not 
care how strict you make the terms. Require whatever you please as 
to tenacity, ductility, density, and all those qualities, chemical or phys- 
ical, of the steel. Anything you say in regard to size, anything you 
say in regard to annealing, tempering, putting them in, may be pre- 
scribed; and then they say, ‘‘If you want us to build 3,000, or 5,000, or 
6,000 tons of this we will put in a plant of a million dollars and give 
you the best work to be had in the world.’’ And so they will, with- 
out doubt. J have not the slightest doubt of it. 
duce European processes, because they will always lay down something 
better after having examined those produced abroad. When they have 
done that you are free of embarrassment. They can dothat with about 
half or two-thirds of the plant that would be required if you demanded 
of them that they should produce a finished gun. They will not pro- 
duce a finished gun as an experiment; they will on a contract. If you 
wish to command of these men a finished gun, then you must put in, 
not $5,000,000, but $10,000,000, and then leave the whole gun open to 
them. 

You have given these men lessons during the last twenty-five years 
that they have not forgotten. You have given them years of agony for 
unpaid debts. You have sent man after man into bankruptcy. You 
have had them here by the dozen following Congress for a generation 
to get that which you owe them as honestly as you owe your landlady 
your board bill. You sent John Roach to the grave—a man who was 
an honor to the American mechanics, a splendid example of what this 
country can do for men. Do you suppose these men will seek any 
more such contracts? No, sir; not one solitary one of them will spend 
a million dollars to make you one gun. 

This plan, I say, is devised by men who have studied this subject in 
the light of all these failures and experiments. They give to the Gov- 
ernment a partial control; in the Government shops, the finishing and 
assembling shops, the finer and more skillful fitting and sighting are 
required to be done, and it is then comparatively easy to get contracts 
for the rough and unfinished parts, and we should do just the same by 
the Army as we have done by the Navy and as Great Britain has done. 
The Government has the machine tools of various kinds, some of which 
it has just withdrawn from the South Boston Iron Works, and it has 
at Watervliet, where there is a splendid water front, abundant oppor- 
tunity in a neighborhood of skillful mechanics. If there be a plan that 
would admit jobs and delay and abuse in contracts, it is that sug- 
gested by the Senator. 

He speaks of the dynamite gun as an established and final success. 
I do not know but that itis. I have heard Zalinski’s lecture on the 
details, with the diagram and stereoscope, and I have read all I could 
get hold of on the dynamite gun from the beginning to the end of it. 
I think beyond doubt it is largely a success. I think it has come to 
stay as a part of the art of warfare; but I would as soon say that all 
you needed for a cavalryman was a saber with one spur, and all you 
needed for an army was a bayonet. It only fills one field in the sys- 
tem of defense, and it remains to be seen how much of that field itcan 
fill. 

Is the gentleman contented that, while you have not brought about 
the building of a single steel gun in many years, while you have not 
given out a single one of these contracts, yet here now you provide $40, - 
000 apiece for ten dynamite guns—$400,000 in this bill? I do not ob- 
ject to it, even if it be an experiment. I do not think it will be money 
wasted; but I think it is as yet partially an experiment. He says the 
Ordnance Department opposed it and they have been about here to op- 
pose that. I have been in communication with several of the leading 
men—skillful and accomplished men—of that bureau, and they have 
never said a word to me on the subject. I have consulted them, not 
because they asked me to do so, but because I know they have been for 
years familiar with the subject and with the necessity of action. 

I think the grossest injustice is continually being inflicted on Army 
officers here. I know them. They do their duty without any reference 
to politics. I do not know how one man in the Ordnance Bureau votes, 
if he does vote, and [ do not care. Forthis purpose I do not care who 
is Secretary of War. I wish to say, however, that both in the Army 
and Navy there is a body of young men from the time of leaving the 
Academy, say from twenty-one to thirty-five years of age, who are not 
surpassed, who are not equaled, in the staff corps of any nation for 
their excellent preliminary training, because there is not a military or 
naval school in Europe thatequalsour military and naval schools. They 
are not equaled for their preliminary training and for the zeal with 
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which they have studied this subject from day to day, the curiosity 
and fidelity with which they read every foreign paper and magazine 
and Government publication on the subject. You may ask for a figure 
regarding any foreign navy or any foreign gun and you can get it by 
telephone in five minutes from the Bureau of Information in the Navy 
You may go down there and have the present condition 
of all navies and all guns and all modern inventions laid before you. 
These men are aching that they may do something to justify the edu- 
cation that has been given to them and something that will give them 
reputation. We have few wars, thank God, but they desire to distin- 
guish themselves in showing that we can build up an excellent sys- 
tem of coast defense with the best guns known in the world, and we 
can build the best ships and the best steam-engines, and if need be we 
can fight them the best. 

I am proud of them on the whole. Of course there are exceptions. 
If we want a good army and a good navy, the first rule is to establish 
a high standard, and the next is to cut off relentlessly the head of a 
man who does not come up to it, and in the third place, to give them 
all honorable reward and encouragement and not perpetually treat 
them in our debates or in the newspapers on the idea that they are 
either ignorant or dishonest. 

The Senator said that the amendment offered by me puts all this in 
the hands of the Ordnance Bureau. We do not put it in the hands of 
the Ordnance Bureau. We say that the Secretary of War shall invite 
these bidsand shallacceptthem. Of course in advertising for proposals 
it is necessary that we should say what we would have built, and the 
War Department will say that we want just what the best peoples in 
the world have built up—forged steel guns. 

At the same time while we would do that I would not overlook what 
there is of merit in the Senator’s proposition. Ido not seek to do what 
he would intimate—that is, to disregard and overlook private genius 
at all. I would be ready for any reasonable experiment, and the Ord- 
nance Department has been for twenty years spending money, and I 
confess some of it against its own judgment. I know there have been 
cases in which tens and tens of thousands of dollars have been wasted 
in obedience to an order of Congress upon things that were of no mortal 
use whatever. I could read you quite a considerable catalogue of the 
guns which the Congress of the United States have from time to time 
directed should be tried. 

The Senator says the Ordnance Department has had a considerable 
sum of money annually raised from the sales of old and obsolete guns 
and materials. So it has had, and whatever money has been so real- 
ized has been used largely for the renewal of the armament of the 
country, and most of the guns that have been made are still now 
counted among the resources of the Army. It has built field-pieces, 
it has worked upon carriages, it has done jobs of current work, repairs 
and manufacture, as from time to time it has obtained money in that 
way. ‘The Senator might have had an itemized account of the manner 
in which that has been expended. I am sure the Ordnance Bureau 
has never kept books that could not be opened to the public, when we 
consider the severe criticism and scrutiny to which it has been sub- 
jected. 

I will not detain the Senate longer. There may have been some- 
thing more which I should be glad to answer, but I have referred to 
everything of importance said by the Senator from Maryland that I 
desired to reply to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator a question. I was not sat- 
isfied with the answer of the Senator from Maryland to the question as 
to the patents upon guns adopted by the Fortifications Board and the 
Gun Foundry Board, that is to say, breech-loading forged steel rifles. 
Can the Senator from Connecticut inform me whether there are any 
American patents on those guns, and if so, whether any officer of the 
Army is interested in them ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The proposition is to give the Government a certain 
large quantity of forgings, parts of great guns. The process of making 
them the Government has nothing todo with. I ought to say that these 
should be forged and not hammered, because the forge has superseded 
the hammer. The hammer affects only the surface of the steel, while 
the forge works it as bread is worked. But there is no patent on forms 
to my knowledge; there is no patent on processes that will be touched 
by this sort of contract, nor am I aware of any patent that any Govern- 
ment officer has on anything in the nature of a forged built-up steel 
gun. The only patent of which I have heard—I do not know that Za- 
linski is even an officer of the Army—is the patent on the dynamite 
gun which the Senator from Maryland praises so much. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am not particular in what form or 
on what bill we make this appropriation. I am not informed as to the 
point of order made by the Senator from Maryland, but that has been 
obviated at any rate by the action of the Senate, the decision having 
been in favor of the amendment being in order. I am not particular, 
I say, as to the bill on which this eo . should be made; my 
own opinion is that without further delay we should begin this work. 

If the position taken by the Senator frem Maryland be scrutinized, 
I think it will be found that he is not very far from the Senator from 
Connecticut in regard to what should be done. This amendment pro- 
poses to do for the Army what has been done for the Navy, nothing 
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more and nothing less. The first section of the amendment makes an 
ee eee -oy- naan P 1 ‘ - 1; ; -_ 
appropriation ol $750, 000 to provide & plant at the Watervliet arsenal, 
West Troy, N. Y. The second section of the amendment proposes: 
For the purehase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel for high 
ower coast defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch « aliber, in quality and dimensions 
conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manu- 


facture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provided, That no 
money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delivered 


That is all that this amendment provides for so far as the manufact- 
ure of guns is concerned. aa : 
At a previous session of Congress an appropriation was made to con- 
vert the navy-yard at Washington into a place where the ingots of 
steel or the fragments, if I may use the expressio® of steel should be 
ollected for the purpose of being manufactured into guns. A proper 
appropriation was made for that purpose and those guns are now 
being constructed in the navy-yard at Washington, 6, 8, and 10 inch 
guns. Whilst I do not pretend to be an expert in the manufacture of 
ordnance, I will venture the opinion that there are no better guns made 
anywhere upon the face of the earth than are being made to-day in 
the Washington navy-yard. I will venture the additional assertion 
that there is no better steel made anywhere in the world than is being 
made to-day in the United States. And, sir, I will go astep further, 
at the risk of differing with my distinguished friend from Maryland, 
and say that if this amendment be adopted’and this appropriation be 


made for the Army, in less than twelve months’ time guns will be | 


manufactured under the direction and supervision of the proper offi- 
cers of the Army which will equal any of their kind in the world. 

I do not sympathize with the disposition to criticise the officers of 
the Army, especially of the Ordnance Department of the Army, be- 
cause they decline to adopt the suggestion of every crank who chooses 
to go there with a device for an improvement in arms. If my friend, 
the Senator from Maryland, were a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, as I am, or of the Committee on Military Affairs, as the Senatoi 
from Connecticut is, he would soon come to the conclusion that the 
Ordnance Departments of the Army and of the Navy are subjected toa 
very trying ordeal. It has not been three days since a gentleman ap 
peared before the Committee on Naval Affairs with a device which he 
thought was absolutely perfect for the removal of nets which are spread 
for the protection of a vessel against torpedoes; and yet when we sub- 
jected him to an examination as to the practical operation of it he had 


1 


to admit that it had not been tested, and he flaunted in our faces the | 
threat that unless the committee recommended the appropriation of | 


ethe money he asked he would take the steamer on the Ist of August 
and go to Europe, where he would have bis scheme adopted. 


I mention that simply as an illustration of what the officers of the | 


Army and Navy have to encounter almost daily; and when, forsooth,the 
suggestions of these gentlemen are not adopted and carried out by the 


5 . + . . . 1 | 
oflicers of the Army and Navy they are denounced for rejecting the | 


inventive products of the genius of the American people. 


Now, sir, I do not believe that the Ordnance Department of the | 


Army has rejected or will reject a single device which has merit in it 
and which is calculated to be an improvement on the present ordnance 
of the world. TheSenator from Maryland asks meif it haseveradopted 


one. I am not now prepared to answer the question in detail, but the | 
ordnance of the United States Government has been about equal, where | 
it has had money to experiment with, to that of any nation in the 


world. The country is flooded with all kinds of devices and inventions 


for small-arms and for heavy ordnance, and my friend from Connecticut |! 


and my friend from Alabama remember that when we went to Sandy 
Hook there was a man there with a multicharge gun from which it 
was expected that great results would flow, and I believe upon a fur- 


ther experiment with it it proved to be a failure. So it has been per- | 


haps with the others. Hence I think the Ordnance Department of the 
Army is not amenable to this charge of rejecting or refusing to enconrage 
the inventive talent and genius of this country. 

But what, Mr. President, does this amendment propose? AsI stated, 
it proposes to spend $750,000 to put the Watervliet arsenal in condi- 
tion to manufacture guns. It proposes then to appropriate $5,000,000 
to be expended in the manufacture of parts of the steel to be used in 
guns. Now, how many guns does this country need? That is one of 
the important questions. How many guns have we that may be called 
available for any purpose whatever, considering the improvements in 
the armor of ships and the high-pressure guns of other nations? 

I find in the report made by a select committee of this body on ord- 
nance and war-ships the following: 


PRESENT ARMAMENT OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


In considering the best locations for manufacturing guns and armor, and the 
choice between Government and private work, it is well to see first what we 
have and what the future supply ought to be. 

The Army has in forts and arsenals: 


Smooth-bores: 
20-inch caliber....... ‘ vdnmabaienandiibaaedi > aL ie 
15-inch caliber..... 








— 308 
10-inch caliber.. settelagas sbopuinnmetcmteciae, ae 
$inch caliber..................+. Janeandoverndipateien needeadibeciubambanssicaduialiliaiie 210 

— 1,518 


A total of 1,518 smooth-bore muzzle-loading guns—iron, my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] suggests. 


XIX——358 
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1 the facts 
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| Mr. HAWLEY rhirty-four steel guns a 1 to that: ) kes 
the total 
Mr. BUTLER That is sufficient for the purpose I | had in 
Vik 
I Armament Board of Army officers (see Senate Execu D ment 
No Forty-eighth Congress, second sessio i 3 report of De ) 534, 
| be g¢ required to determine the character and numberof ¢ s re i r for- 
tifications and other works of defense, said 
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And right there I will say in reply to what has fallen from the l- 
tor from M iryland, that the best flank-defense gun that I have ever 
heard of. and I believe now the best confessedly on every hand, is tl 
gun made by Mr. Hotchkiss, a distinguished man, who invented the 
celebrated shell bearing his name, and who, after our war, went to 
France and there manufactured ordnance for the French G nment 
for seventeen vears. I understand that the Hotchkiss gun | een 
| adopted in a measure; so that the Ordnance Department does not ex- 
clude the invention of every outside person, for Mr. Hotchkiss is not in 
; the Army. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Andacontract has been made for the manufacture 
of ninety Hotchkiss guns. 





Mr. ALLISON. And we have thirty-six of them now. 
| Mr. BUTLER. So that the Ordnance Department have not rejected 


| everybody’s invention or anybody’s manufacture who is not an Army 
| officer or a graduate of West Point. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. The Gatling gun is on m 

| Mr. BUTLER. There are the Gatling gun and the Nordenfelt gun 
| and the Rodman gun. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The Gatling, Hotchkiss, and Nordenfelt are Ameri- 


can guns. ho 
Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from South Carolina will allow me to 
suggest that what I said was that the Ordnance Department has never 
recognized or adopted any important improvement of an American. 
The only cases in which it has been done are where an American in- 
vention has been put into use abroad. 
Mr. BUTLER. I take it for granted that one of the controlling rea- 
sons for that condition of things, if it is true—and I am not prepared to 
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the Senator will rememberthat Mr. Hotch- | ..2- The manufacture ofiron and steel for peaceful purposes has kept pace wi 
c _ 7 ; : : Fe the foremost science and skill of the world For stee!l-making the casting « 
pacity is ample, but the heavy forging and finishing of guns and armor will rr 
quire new and costly plants. 
nd that is one of the reasons why the in- 3. The machinery and machine tools of the navy-yards are sufficient for t) 
7 , a : building of engines, but much of it is obsolete and no longer economical; t 
means of building iron or steel ships are lacking; one yard has a good plant «j 
limited capacity for finishing steel guns and has done some good work. | 
:mendation the armament board 1. As a partial check upon private builders and as a resource in case of ne 
, $ " ; — sity, some ships should be built in navy-yards, the parts to be furnished 
private foundries. Shipsin general should be built by private contract, and 
the depth of water in the channels | private yards are capable of doing the work. The uncertain nature of repa 
n ascertained the number of and thickness | 15 Such that some Government yards should be kept ready to make them. 
(the world which could entertheir harbors. | , 5» Armor plate and engines should be obtained wholly from private ma 
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he calibers, length of bore, and weights of gunsand steel. The hydraulic forging press produces better results than the steam 
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should be constructed of steel, but certain minor classes may be composite « 
steel and wood, 
7. The manufacture of guns suitable for ships and coast defense should | 
divided between private foundries and Government shops; the former } 
ing the forged and tempered parts and the latter finishing those parts an 
sembling them. 

8. The Government should establish two factories for machine-finishing 
assembling guns, The weight of opinion among Army and Navy experts 
prominent manufacturers of heavy work in steel decidedly indicates the Was 
ington navy-yard and the Watervliet arsenal as the best sites for such factorie 
When the determination to contract for heavy guns shall have been rea 
the localities for finishing them can easily be determined. 

9. All needed private capital is ready for cheerful co-operation with the ‘ 
ernment in whatever it may require. 

10, Proposals for armor and guns should require such quantities and ex!: 
over such a series of years as to justify private persons in securing the | 

| plant. Payments should be made only for completed work, and only the g: 
antied bids of persons having capital and experience should be considered. 

Respectfully submitted. 


wn in this country and in Europe. The weights of 
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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, those are the conclusions of the s 
lect committee appointed by the Senate for the purpose of inquirii 
into the subject; and if at any time or anywhere there has been a su; 

| gestion that this work should be done entirely by the Government, 
am ignorant of it. And there is nothing in this amendment, if th 
appropriation should be adopted, that would prevent Congress maki: 
5,000 | 6,000 | 7,000 | an appropriation and putting that money in the hands of acommi 
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| But I think he will recognize the wisdom and propriety of the Gov 

ernment being independent of all private enterprises in such matters 
3,500.6 129.0, 1,049.0) | 995.0 | That was the policy adopted in regard to the Navy. It was thought 
1, a: 1 1310.2 1295.5) 1150.9 | that one or two of the navy-yards of the Government should be put in 
1,536.9 1,437.1 1. ‘260.6 | condition to build a ship out and out, and one is now being constructed 
in the navy-yard at Norfolk, and perhaps one at another navy-yard 
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ext; but here we are confronted now h a proposition that may 
hang up the bill between hen we hay 
two committees s] ] isiness Of attending to 
guns for the Army and guns for the Navy, and they have had seven 
months in which to present a biil, and without 1g it now they say 
that urgency is demanded and that there ought not to be a day lost. 
They have lost the seven months of the session now passed; they have 
had the matter under consideration and have not yet prepared a bill 
for the two Houses to act upon on its merits; and yet they now attach 
this as an amendment to the Army appropriation bill, and the other 
House is to be coerced into the passage of something on this question 
or the Army is to go unprovided for. 
That is the attitude in which the t 
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It is objected by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GurMAN] that 
this work ought to be let out to competition. This particular item, 
which calls for the principal part of the money asked for, is for the | 
purchase of steel, which is to be furnished upon competitive bids in 
respouse to a notice from the Government, and is open to the competi- 
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tion of all persons who think they have the capacity to manufacture 
such steel as is required, 

If I was better qualified to discuss this subject than I am I would 
not in the present stage of business undertake to detain the Senate by 
a prolonged discu I simply desire now to call attention to a feat- 
ure of this question not embraced in the discussion of Senators who | 
have given more attention to the quality and character of the arms to 
be furnished. 

The United States is the leading power in the Western Hemisphere. 
With its sixty-five millions of people, with a population larger than that 
of any country in Europe save Russia, with a commerce larger than 
that of any other country in the world save Great Britain, it has to 
compete with the enterprising, aggressive populations of Western Eu- 
rope and the teeming millions of Asia, situated on the half-way ground 
between them, so that we must recognize the necessity and the obliga- 
tions which rest upon a first-class power. We can not ignore the fact 
that the United States now has, by its population, by its position in the 
earth, reached a point that makes it necessary to be a first-class power, 
unless we propose to abdicate the duty of the American Government 
and the rights of American citizens. 

In this condition of things what next comesto our view? That we 
have a seacoast of 10,000 miles and a northern border of three or four 
thousand miles more upon a country more likely to kave antagonisms 
with us than any other. Our frontiers and our seacoast are to-day, in 
view of the armaments of the other nations of the earth, powerless and 
- defenseless. Is this condition of things to be tolerated by the Ameri- 
can Senate? In view of such a condition of things are we to wait until 
the mind of every Senator shall be satisfied with every detail of a meas- 
ure necessary to place the country in a proper condition of defense ? 

I do not profess familiarity enough with the subject to know that 
this is the best measure that could be adopted, but it is a measure in 
the right direction, and I do not think we can commence too soon to 
manufacture first-class guns, nor do I think we can commence too soon 
to make proper preparation for the defense of our seacoast cities and 
for the protection of our northern frontier. 

The hest negotiators get along a little better when they have good 
guns and good ships at their back. I care not what the population, 
what the wealth of a nation may be, if it is unprepared to defend its 
rights and defend its people it is subject to encroachments at the 
hands of those nations with greater foresight who seek to impose un- 
just terms, No Senator can doubt to-day that if the United States 
were involved in war with any first-class power of the earth, especially 
one having a first-class navy, while in the end we should sustain our- 
selves, in the beginning hundreds of millions of dollars must be sacri- 
ficed, with the loss of life, the wreck of fortunes, and the misery which 
always follows such calamities; and what would be five or ten or one 
hundred million dollars expended for the public defense rather than 
such a calamity as this should befall the American people to injure 
their interests and to humiliate their pride? 

I shall vote, sir, with pleasure for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut, because it seems to me that it begins in a 
right way. Whether it is the best way or not, Iam not expert enough 
to say; but it begins in a right way, and no better way seems to have 
been suggested yet. If any Senator has a better way I willaccept that; 
but until a better is proposed I shall vote for this amendment. I be- 
lieve that it is our duty to prepare better for the defense of the rights 
and honor of the American Government and people. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I fully concur in the remarks of 
the Senator from Texas and other Senators who have advocated this ap- 
propriation. Iam one of those who do not believe that it has been 
economy heretofore to wait for other nations to make inventions and 
to build guns, and to wait until they have perfected them. 

What is the object of guns and of an army and a navy? We do 
not expect war, but we want to avoid war. If we remain entirely de- 
fenseless we must be subjected to humiliation continually or have war. 
That is the experience of all nations. We are without any guns at 
all; it takes six years to prepare them, and think of what we must 


Sion. 


| saved by waiting. 
| perience, in the establishment necessary to keep our country in acon- 
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submit to in case of emergency! Consequently we are in no condition 


to treat with any foreign power; we have got to put up with its de- 
cision. The islands of the Pacificare being occupied by other nations, 
taken up one after another. We can not even protest. The Isthmus 
is going into foreign hands. We can hardly protest. AlIl along our 


| northern border our opposite neighbor is doing whatever she pleases, 


and we can make no effectual protest; but everything is excused here 


| on the ground that we must submit; that we are in no position to do 
| otherwise; it is the best thing we can do in our defenseless condition 


Not only that, but failing to build guns ourselves and make experi- 
ments ourselves, we are sacrificing the experience we should gain by 
building guns. We must make some mistakes. Other nations have 
made mistakes. We can afford the expense if we would have the expe- 
rience; but in case ofan emergency we are here without any experience 
whatever, with no shop fit to build gunsin, and no cannon; we must 
wait until our seaboard is destroyed or submit to the most humiliating 
terms, 

We are supporting an army and a navy. We have the best naval 
and the best military academies in the world, and I believe we are 
educating the finest class of young men. If we will give them an op- 
portunity, ifwe will go onand make the necessary preparation and give 
them something to act with, they will defend the country. And it is 
a reflection upon these oflicers, it is a reflection upon the whole sys- 
tem, that we dare not trust anybody to build the necessary guns, to 
construct the necessary fortifications, to build the necessary navy, and 
we must wait. I have heard a great deal about the money we have 
We have lost immensely in the skill, in the ex- 


stant state of preparation. 

Until this world forgets the art of war, until we have a guaranty of 
universal peace, until arms are entirely abandoned, we must remain 
in a state of readiness for war in order to have any prospect of peace. 
If we are in readiness we may be the most peaceful nation on earth. 
If we have our establishments so that we can build a first-class gun, if 
we have some first-class ships, if we properly fortify our coasts, no- 
body wiil interfere with us, and we can then talk of the Monroe doc- 
trine, and we shall not be told that we are too weak to defend our 
rights. 

It is false economy, because one of two things is inevitable, that we 
must submit to a third-class power, so far as all negotiations are con- 
cerned, and submit to the most humiliating terms whenever we deal 
with any nation, or we must be in a state of preparation, because we 
dare not make the sacrifice that war would bring, with our vast cities 
on the seacoast and on the lakes entirely unprotected. The destruction 
of life and property would be so great that no statesman would dare 
vindicate the rights of our country, no President dare do it if there 
was a prospect of war with any nation. I say, if we would maintain 
our position on the continent, if we would be respected as a nation, we 
must go forward and make some mistakes, if necessary, but we must 
go on and be prepared to build guns and to build ships, and we must 
build some, for we shall never learn how to build unless we commence 
building. 

It is humiliating to talk about waiting for other nations to make the 
experiments, and then sending spies there to find out what they have 
alone, so that we can follew it, when we have more inventive genius 
than any nation on earth in every department, and we can be trusted 
to excel in every mechanical art if we will go ahead. Our people are 
able and competent, our country is unbounded in resources, and we 
need not wait for other peoples to invent arms and means of fortifica- 
tion. 

We should go on with experiments and we can lead; but if we wait 
until the emergency comes, suffer the humiliations and the destruction 
and indignities to our flag from every power in the world, we shall 
be not only exercising bad economy but bad patriotism, bad because we 
can not make the people of the world respect our flag unless it has 
power behind it. We can not make our own people love it unless we 
make the world respect it; and the way to make a united people is to 
make them proud of the power and greatness of the nation, proud of 
being American citizens, proud of the flag wherever it floats: and in 
order to do that we must be prepared to defend that flag. 

Then let us go forward. This is a small appropriation. It may not 
have been perfectly considered, and drawn in the best way. I do not 
know whether it has been or not, but it comes well recommended; it 
is clearly defined; it is intelligently set forth by the gentleman who pre: 
sents it, and I do not think we shall have a better opportunity at this 
session to get a vote of the Senate in favor of preparing for war in time 
of peace, and taking a step towards placing this country in a position 
that every third-rate power of the whole world will not feel at liberty 
to insult our flag and humiliate American citizens. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rose when the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] obtained the floorand made his clear and com- 
prehensive and I may say patriotic address on this question, not to recite 
any of the arguments which have been adduced during the last half 
dozen years in favor of the construction by the United States of modern 
guns, but to call the attention of the Senate tothe remarkable concur- 
rence of opinion on the part of all persons, members of Congress, mem- 
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bers of the Army and Navy, and private citizens who have investigated 
this subject. 

The first formal investigation was made by the gun foundry board, 
which was organized in pursuance of the act of March 3, 1883, five years 
ago, and upon that board were Rear-Admiral E. Simpson, Capt. E. O 
Matthews, and Lie: t. WV. H. Jaques, of the Navy, and Col. Thomas G 
Baylor, Lieut. Col. Henry L. Abbott, and Maj. Samuel S. Elder, of the 


Army. That board visited Europe; they visited all the works in 
America, and they made a report on the 20th of February, 1884, 

On the 12th of March, 1885, President Cleveland appointed, under 
the act of March 3, 1885, what is known as the fortifications board. | 
call the attention of Senators to the distinguished character of the mem- 
bers of that board. ‘The Secretary of War, Hon. William C. Endicott, 
was president; Brig. Gen. Stephen V. Bené¢t, Brig. Gen. John Newton 
Lieut. Col. Henry L. Abbot, and Capt. Charles S. Smith, of the Army 
and Commander W. T. Sampson and Commander Caspar F. Goodrich, 
two of the ablest officers of the Navy, and two eminent civilians, Mr. 
Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Erastus Corning, of 
New York, constituted that board, and their report was in due time 
made and has been printed by the order of Congress. 

In addition to investigations made by these boards, two committees 
of Congress were appointed to make investigation and report. I hold 
in my hand the report of the House committee, Report No. 1450, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session, the members of which commission, 
for it was a joint commission of the two Houses in the first instance, 
were Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Hewitt, of New York, Mr. 
BurNES, of Missouri, Mr. Crisp, of Georgia, Mr. Hiscock, of New 
York, Mr. REED, of Maine, and Mr. PHELPs, of New Jersey. They 
made a report in which they discussed the whole subject. ‘Then we 
have the report of the Senate Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, 
which was the complement of the commission appointed by the Senate 
and the House. Their report, which was made as long ago as Feb- 
ruary, 1886, is signed by Senator HAWLEY, Senator ALDRICH, Senatot 
Sewell, Senator MORGAN, and Senator BUTLER. These reports have 
been also supplemented and indorsed by reports by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Ordnance and War Ships, the present committee, at the head 
of which is the Senator from Oregon, Mr. DoLrH. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Ordnance and War Ships is 
remarkable for being the result of a most thorough and exhaustive ex- 
amination of this subject. The members of the committee, I doubt 
not, are too modest to do themselves justice with reference to this re- 
port, but I take occasion to pronounce it as having been founded upon 
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guns of the Navy. They were large in number, but worthless for all 
practical purposes 
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t one modern gun except an experimental gun which it has man 
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we shall authorize the Army to build guns upon an appropriati bill 
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arty, the Senate will agree to the approp 1 of $5,000,000 h 
is named in the amendment offered by the Senator from Cor t 
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the Senator from Maryland objects to tl Th iendment provides 
| for procuring $5,000,000 of gun-metal for the Army. However, it does 
not provide that that $5,000,000 of gun-metal shal » worked up and 


as complete and thorough and exhaustive an examination of this sub- 
ject as ever was made of any subject by any committee or any com- | 


mission whatever. 


I give the membership of the committees and commissions to which | 


I have referred: 


Senate Select Commitice on Ordnance and War Ships, 1886.—J. R. Hawley, chair- 
man; N. W. Aldrich, W. J. Sewell, J. T. Morgan, M. C. Butler. (See report of 
the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, Senate Report No. 90, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session). 

Board on Fortifications or other Defenses (appointed by the President of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3 
1885).—Hon. William C. Endicott, Secretary of War, president of the board 
Brig. Gen. Stephen V. Benét, Chief of Ordnance; Brig. Gen. John Newton, Chief 
of Engineers; Lieut. Col. Henry L. Abbot, Corps of Engineers; Capt. Charles 
S. Smith, Ordnance Department; Commander W. T. Sampson, United States 
Navy; Commander Caspar F, Goodrich, United States Navy; Mr. Joseph Mor- 
gan, jr., of Pennsylvania; Mr. Erastus Corning, of New York. (See report of 
the board printed in House Executive Document No. 49, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session). 

Commission on Ordnance and War Ships (appointed under resolution of the 
House of Representatives, approved July 6, 1584, and continued under provision 
of the act of March 3, 1885, volume 23, Statutes at Large, page 470).—Hon. Samuel 
J. Randall, of Pennsylvania; Hon. Abram 8. Hewitt, of NewYork; Hon. James 
N. Burnes, of Missouri; Hon. Charles F. Crisp, of Georgia; Hon. Frank His- 
cock, of New York; Hon. Thomos B. Reed,of Maine; Hon. William Walter 
Phelps, of New Jersey. (See report of the Commission on Ordnance and Gun- 
nery, House Report No. 1450, Forty-ninth Congress, first session). 

Senate Committee on Coast Defenses (first session, Fiftieth Congress).—Joseph 
N. Dolph, of Oregon; James Donald Cameron, of Pennsylvania; Joseph R. 
Hawley, of Connecticut; Frank Hiscock, of New York; John R. McPherson, 
of New Jersey; Wade Hampton, of South Carolina; John H, Reagan, of Texas. 
(See Senate Report No. 603, Fiftieth Congress, first session). 


| that after five years of investigation, all 1 








used in the Government shops, but it is entire 
partment, as I understand it, when t I l 
tracts with private manufacturers to construct guns. As I understand, 
there are to-day existing contracts both with tl 

and the South Boston Iron Works for the cons 
Navy. 

The whole question raised by the Senator from Maryland, as I un- 
derstand it, is Gutside the present measure, which simply says that we 
will fit up the Watervliet arseral, and that we will provide $5,000,000 
of gun-metal for the Army of the United States for Army guns, as we 
have already provided nearly $5,000,000 of gun-metal for the Nav 

I hope, Mr. President, that there will be no objection to mak I 
arrangement by which the other powers of thé world may understand 
ading to the same result, the 
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United States of America propose to bui 
in the fortifications of the United States. 
Mr. DOLPH obtained the floor. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 2929).to author- 
ize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct 


| and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the In- 


Mr. President, with all this investigation we have the remarkable | 
fact that all of these committees and commissions and all the members | 


of these commissions and committees reached the one conclusion, which 
is expressed in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, and which has been expressed in the report which the Senator 
from South Carolina to-day has incorporated in his remarks, and that 
conclusion is, that if the United States is to have any modern guns 
either for its war ships or for its fortifications, it should procure them 
in this way, by making contracts with American manufacturers to pro- 
duce the steel and get it into a condition where it can be taken and 
fabricated into the gun. I say that with this common consensus, with 
this universal agreement, with nobody dissenting, it is about time that 
something should be done. 

In 1883 there appeared by the report of the Navy Department the 
number of guns then possessed by the Navy. The Senator from South 
Carolina has read a statement showing the number and condition of 
the guns of the Army. I will read a statement as to the number of 


dian Territory, and for other purposes, was presented to the President 
on June 14, 1888, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, it had become a law without his approval. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate idry 
messages from the House of Representatives. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 





Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its amendments to the said lis 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, and agr rt confer e asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of t two H 


By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the pa f the Senate |} winted by the 
President pro tempore 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr. COCKRELL. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives insisting upon its disagreement to the six- 
teenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 





> penator tlrom 


eementis on an amendment presented 
3, Lask that I may 
upon the conference committee, and I beg to 
{ t that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
ator from Mr, SHERMAN] be substituted in my place. 
The PRESIDENT ; If there be no objection, the Senator 
[ Mr. ALLISON] will be excused, and the Senator from Ohio 
[ Mr. SHERMAN] will be appointed in his place. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I trust for the explanation of the matter fully to 
he committee part of the House thatthe Senator from Alabama 
MORGAN | will be added as a member of the conference commit- 
either in place of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], or, i 
is not deemed advisable, that the conference committee on the par 
senate be increased tofour. I thinkit is better that that shoul 
1e, because the Senator from Alabama is more familiar with 
subject than I am. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lent for 


2S 


: Senate by th 


Pon YY vi 
cused Irom Vi 


Committee on Foreign Relation 


{ Ihio | 


0 te mp re. 


The Chair believes that there is no 
he appointment of four managers of a conference on the 
nate. If itis desired by the Senate, the Senator from Ala- 
MORGAN ] may be substituted for the Senator from Ken- 

BECK |. 

IRMAN. Ido not see the Senator from Kentucky present, 
it I have no doubt he would at once assent to it if he were present. 
I move that the Senator from Alabama be substituted for the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 


The Chair, then, will announce as 
{ unagers of the conference on the part of the Senate, the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The 
the House of Repre 

the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 


and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the | 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 
I ved, Tl 


to by the Hou 
Hot 


it the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
» of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


by unanimous consent, it was 
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ed, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 


ent pr femp 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. FARWELL, 
1 Mr. CALL. 

APPROPRIATION BILL. 


DISTRICT 
he PRE 
House of Re 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropri- 
ations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, and asking a further conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 
Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its amendments to the said bill dis- 


agreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the further conference 


ed by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


ing 


By unanimous consent, it was 
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Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
President pro tempore 


Senate be appointed by the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Dawe: 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
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I move that the vote by which the bill (H. R. 774! 
Iding of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Wabasha, Minn., was indefinitely postponed be considered, and that 
the bill } committed to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pr The vote by which the bill was in- 
definitely postponed will be reconsidered, if there be noobjection, and 


he Committee on Commerce, 


Mr. DAVIS 
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dent having signed the joint resolution and the work being in progr 





PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
entatives non-concurring in the amendments of 


[DENT pro temporc laid before the Senate the action of the | 
resentatives further insisting onits disagreement tocertain | 





The joint resolution (H. Res. 1+ authorizing th 
camp equipage to the veteran organizations ot 
Army of the Potomac 


tepresentatives a short time ago. It 


came over from the House o! 

relates to the loan of tents and 

| uze for the celebration at Gettysburgh. I wish to make a 

ment in regard to it which will dispose of it, and I wish to put 

t statement upon record that there may be no misapprelensio 
ut it. 

The Senate on the ¢ f June concurred in a House joint 
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mattet oncluded, 
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the Pr 


I do not know how it happens that the House of 
just passed it over again and it comes h I make this state- 
ment that there may seem to be no disrespect or negligence in tl 
ate paying no attention toit. The matter is all dor 


nine days ago. 


Representatives has 


‘re to-day 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is manifest that many of the appropriation bills 
can not be passed during to-day and to-morrow, and therefore I report 
back from the Committee on Appropriations the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, and I give notice that to-morrow morning [ shall ask to hav 
considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. BECK, and others. Have it passed now 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators around me suggest that I ask unanimous 
consent to have the joint resolution considered to-day. I will ask that 
consent now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani 
mous consent that the joint resolution just reported may be now con- 
sidered by the Senate, the pending business being informally laid aside. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the joint resolution is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That all appropriations for thenecessary operations of the Gov- 
ernment under existing laws which shall remain unprovided for on the 30th day 
of June, 1888, be, and they are hereby, continued and made available for a period 
of thirty days from and after that date, unless the regular appropriations there- 
for provided for in bills now pending in Congress shall have been previously 
made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30,1889; and in case the ap- 
propriations, or any of them, hereby continued are or is insuflicient to carrpy on 
the said necessary operations, asufficientamountamountis hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry on the 
same: Provided, That no greater amount shall be expended therefor than will 
be in the same proportion to the appropriations of the fiscal year 1888 as thirty 
days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: Provided further, That author- 
ity is also granted for continuing during the same period the necessary work 
required for public printing and binding, and for all other miscellaneous objects 

»mbodied in the sundry civil, Army, District of Columbia, legislative, executive, 
and judicial, and naval appropriation acts, in advance of appropriations to be 
hereafter made forsaid objects: And provided further, Alisums expended under 
this act shall be charged to and be deducted from the appropriations for like 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to interfere with the business of 
the Committee on Appropriations, but the effect of the joint resolution 
will be that in regard to every branch of the public service that is not 
appropriated for by to-morrow night a new account will have to be 
opened of one-twelith of all the appropriations of the present year, and 
the accounts must run for thirty days. As a matter of course, the ac- 
counts must be opened separately, as for a new appropriation for thirty 
days. 

[t seems to me it would be a great deal better to run along even for 


| a week without paying out any money from the Treasury for the orii- 


nary current expenses of the Government than to pass the joint reso- 
lution. Its passage would be a very serious embarrassment to the De- 
partments. If Congress should fail to make appropriations for one 
week, nobody would be injured, because no money need be paid. The 
expenses for the present fiscal year are provided for by existing law, 
and can be paid out, and evenif no payments are made for ten days of 
next year that is a great deal better than to open two separate books 
of accounts which will run for thirty days on every item of expendi- 
ture not provided for by the appropriation bills already passed, while 
if the Committee on Appropriations would hold back the joint resolu- 
tion for a week or so and let it stand probably most of the appropria- 
tion bills named would be out of the way. 

Mr. ALLISON. A few years ago there was a provision inserted in 


| one of the appropriation bilis to the effect that no head of an Executive 
| Department should aceept the services of any clerk or employé unless 
a prior appropriation had been made for the purpose. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
ought to be repealed. 
Mr. TELLER. I think it was passed in 18830r1884. Thereissuch 
a provision of law. It prohibits the head of a Department from accept- 
ing services where there has been no appropriation made. A failure to 
pass this joint resolution would simply suspend all the operations of 
the Government. 
Mr. SHERMAN 
Mr. TELLER. 


Will you kindly refer to that law? 
I should like to see it. If there is such a law it 


, 


I would repeal that 
It ought te be repealed, undoubtedly. 
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ikither the appropriation bills have not been reported in time to pass sequent yns of the Re 
them before the 30th of June or t have been reported so late that | iture ot y more money in the pa 0 
3 it has been necessary for the committees to sit nights and all night. and | ) t of t 
for the Senate to sit evenings and all night in order to hurry the appro- 10 UT poses 
4 priation bills through. That being the stat ( “ 
: It can not be possible that the appropriation bills can not be prepared 1ent will go onin a 
and passed before the 30th of June. In the short session we have but | money or not to pay in a week or t und nly ¢ 


three months, and the appropriation bills are prepared and passed dur mth, on the ist of y mont I the ist of A 
ing those three months; but when we have a long session, which ma fore there will be any necessity to nything to 1 t 
extend seven or eight months, we invariably find ourselves in su 


position that the appropriation bills are not ready for action on the 30th | enough over, and it does not lapse until two , tol 
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the Government, but I can see that, as the Senator frém Ohio says. | there is no money available. th: 
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doubtedly he has before this time, for a sufficient supply of postage- accept voluntary service for the Government or employ personal service in ex- 


stamps to last from now until the Ist of August. It is perfectly ob- 


| 


vious that the Postmaster-General has not brought his postage con- | 
tracts and his supply of postage-stamps down to the Ist day of July, | ; 
| stances, that beyond and above the regular authorized legal establish- 


1888, but that he has a supply on hand large enough to run his De- 
partment fora month. They do business on a large scale. 


. > . . . | 
Then my friend refers to his being short because we have had so many | 


deficiency bills. One would suppose that the deficiency bills, which 
were intended to help out for awhole fiscal year, had given hima sup- 
ply to stock himself long enough to run later than to-morrow night. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 1 wish to ask the Senator from Vermont how he 
proposes to provide for the laborers and others employed in the arsenals 


and navy-yards of the United States under the general appropriating | é ; 
| ing to have any more of that sort of business done. 


clauses for that purpose ? 

Mr. CHACE. Before the Senator from Vermont answers that ques- 
tion I should like to ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


The Senator from New Hampshire 


vided for by any law as a part of the existing force of the United States, 


and who can not be employed but must be discharged if the appropria- | 


tions are notextended. Their services can not be accepted even if they 
are willing voluntarily to give them, unless the head of the Department, 


cess of that authorized by law, except in cases of sudden emergency involving 
the loss of human life or the destruction of property. 


I infer from that statute, although I do not remember the circum- 
ment in the Interior Department and in the Indian Office, the Secretary 


of the Interior thought it for the public interest to employ a certain 
number of persons whom the Jaw before had not provided for, entirely 


| outside of and extraneous to the regular force, for what he thought was 


| must suspend business.’’ 
As I know, there are large numbers of such em- | 
ployés, who depend upon the annual appropriations, who are not pro- | 2 - 
| on the civil and military and naval government of the United States. 





the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy, declares that there | , e R . ) : : 
| of which will not be again made, for objects that will have effectuated 


is an instant emergency involving loss of human life or destruction of 
I ask the Senator from Vermont how he would provide for | 


property. 
those persons ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I will answer ina moment, but yield to my friend 
from Rhode Island [Mr. CuAce], who wishes to ask a triangular ques- 
tion of my friend from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHACE. Before we pass from the other subject, in reply to the 
question that the Senator from Iowa asked the Senator from Vermont, 
I should like to inquire if we did not in the deficiency appropriation 
act passed the present year make an appropriation of $87,000 to pay a 
firm in Connecticut for envelopes, and does not that answer the Sena- 
tor’s question? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
tract. 

Mr. CHACE. Was not that contract made after the law was passed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was made in absolute violation of law, as the 
Postmaster-General admitted in the printed letter which may be found 
in our files. 

Mr. CHACE. But does not that demonstrate that there is a practi- 
cal way for the Postmaster-General to get along ? 

Mr. TELLER. By violating the law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us have the correct history of the matter. 
There was no violation of law. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will tell the Senate exactly how it stood. The 
envelopes ran out because this economical Democratic Administration 
prefers to pay $900 on a thousand-dollar debt and the other hundred 
dollars another time. Thatis the way it prefers to do business. The 
envelopes ran out. The manufacturer said: ‘‘ Mr. Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, 1 know the law as well asyoudo. Youcan notcontract with me. 
There can be no obligation.’’ ‘‘ Quite so,’’ said the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. ‘‘Notwithstanding,’’ said the other man, ‘‘I will go onand help 
your Government out, and furnish these envelopes for two or three 
months.’’ The Postmaster-General said, ‘‘I can not promise to pay 
you.’’ ‘‘ Quite so; I understand that; I will just take my chances;’’ 
and he borrowed the money, and raised $87,000, and went on and did 
the work knowing that there was no legal obligation and without ask- 
ing anybody to incur any; and we had to override the Committee on 
Appropriations in order to get the money for him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think I shall resume the floor. 
In the first place, I will answer my friend from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] on the subject of the persons in the arsenals. If those are 
extra persons, taken on temporarily, above and beyond the regular force 
authorized by law in the arsenal establishments, then the Senator 
would be right, and they would have to be dismissed, as they ought to 
be dismissed, because they ought not to have been taken on and carried 
on beyond the time that the money ran out. But if they are regular 
employés in that Department under its regular establishment, then 
they stand just like everybody else, and they are not rendering volun- 
tary service; they are not volunteers, but they continue, just as the 
soldiers did in the Army whose timeof enlistment had run out, because 
the fight was going on and they had not any convenient way voluntarily 
to retire, because they had to get a discharge and soon. So much for 
that. 

Now, let us see exactly what the act of 1884 means. I will read the 
whole of the clause, and you will then see exactly how it came in and 
to what it applies: 


We did, but the payment was made under a con- 


INDIAN OFFICE. 4 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the employés temporarily em- 
ployed and rendering service in the Indian Office from January 1 up to July 1, 
1884, $2,100; and hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall 


a public interest, and he then called on Congress to pay those people. 
Congress said, ‘‘ We will pay them, but hereafter we forbid you or any 


| other head of a Department to employ people whose employment is not 


authorized by law. ‘Those were temporary people, and we are not go- 
If you can not get 
on with the regular force that Congress provides for you in its Revised 
Statutes of systematic organization and such temporary assistants as 
appropriations may give you for that one year alone, then so far you 
It was a very correct statute, but in my 
humble judgment, with great respect to everybody else, it has no ap- 
plication whatever to the regular and systematic force that is carrying 


So we are only confronted with the simple proposition that we shall 
make haste now, when several of the appropriation bills are just about 
to become laws in two, or three, or four, or five, or eight days, to ex- 
tend all the appropriations of the fiscal year now about to expire, some 


all their purposesand no money is wanted for them. We extend those 
last by the general phraseology of the joint resolution, and put the 
whole of the machinery and the whole of the expenditure of the last 
annual appropriations on for an indefinite period of time within the 
thirty days. That ought not to be done unless there is an extreme 
emergency that requires it. As I say, there may be no money already 
appropriated to pay until the Ist of August, but there is time enough 
before then to clean up probably all of these appropriation bills. There 
ought to be time enough. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The Senator from Vermont is mistaken in suppos- 
ing that these clerks and employés are appointed by general law. 
They are appointed under the provisions of appropriation acts, appro- 
priating for so many clerks in each Department each year, and they 
can only be maintained in office during that year. For instance, take 
the appropriations of 1886. For the office of Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral in the Interior Department appropriation was made for three 
law clerks, one at $2,750, one at $2,500, one at $2,250, five clerks at 
$2,000 each, one clerk of class 3, one clerk, who shall act as steno- 
grapher, at $1,600; in all, $27,700. If that appropriation failed to be 
repeated the next year, those people would go out at the end of the 
year. Everybody understands that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a fact in administration which the Senator 
could readily understand. If he would telephone down to the Depart- 
ment he would find that is the case; and there are Senators here who 
must know that such is the fact. 

You may take the General Land Office. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is provided for by general statute. I want to say 
that it is not true of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, but 
of some officers it has been true that the salary is one thing by statute 
and another by appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt my friend on the Department ot 
Justice, which he took for illustration ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We want to get at the true state of this business. 
I find in the standing law, the United States Revised Statutes—pretty 
old, to be sure, and the establishment has been somewhat increased, I 
dare say—a provision that there shall be in the Department of Justice 
one chief clerk, giving the salary—I shall condense as much as I can— 
one law clerk, one stenographic clerk, one disbursing clerk. In the ofiice 
of the Solicitor of the Treasury, which is part of the same thing, it is 
provided that there shall be one chief clerk and such temporary clerks 
as from time to time may be needed, but the allowance for such tem- 
porary clerks shall in no one year exceed $1,000 each. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has given much attention to the ques- 
tion of the appointment of these clerks. The former method was to 
appropriate for each Department a certain amount of money under the 
statutes. Then they went to work and parceled them out just exactly 
as the head of the Department saw fit, giving a clerk $1,000, or $1,200, 
or $1,500. That was the original method except in the case of a few 
clerks designated. There are four clerks in the Interior Department 
now appointed by the President of the United States under the old 
law, performing the same duty that clerks who are appointed by the 
Secretary perform. Those are established clerks; their position is fixed 
by law. What I read was not in the Department of Justice but in the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood the Senator to refer to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, tothe office of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. TELLER.. No; I referred to the office of the Assistarit Attor- 
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ney-General for the Department of the Interior. Every Department of 
the Government has an Assistant Attorney-General assigned from th: 
Department of J ustice to that Department. In making the appropria- 


tions for that Department the appropriations are made for the clerks in | 


that office, but they are appropriations made under the head of the De- 
partment of the Interior or whatever Departme nt it may be. 

I will venture to say that in the Pension Office 90 per cent. of the 
clerks there are provided for only by appropriation acts. They cease 
at the end of the year and theyareneverthesame. There are some of 
one class this year who are not in the next, and so on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all true; but that is merely done by the 
appropriation act. It does not legislate; it recognizes the existence of 
the system, and it gives just as much money as Congress chooses to pay 
the clerks. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not recognize thesystem. Itestablishes th 
office and provides that there shall be so many clerks of class 1, and so 
many clerks of class 2, so many of class 3 and class 4, and it makes th 
appropriations for those clerks; and the moment that the appropriation 
ceases they are out of office. That is the practical result, and that w 
be the practical result with a very large proportion of these clerks 
there is no appropriation available on the Ist of Luly. 

Mr. PLATT. May Iaska question? I suppose that nobody be 
comes a clerk in the Pension Office or in any Department until he o1 
she receives a notification that he or she has been appointed clerk in 
class 1 or class 2, 2s the case may be. If that appointment lasts onl) 
for a year, does that clerk at the end of the year get another noti 
fication that he or she has been again appointed? According to t! 
Senator that clerk is out of office at the end of the year. 

Mr. TELLER. He isout of office. 

Mr. PLATT. How do they go on and draw their pay, then ? 

Mr. TELLER. He is cutof office unless the appropriation act again 
provides for him. If the appropriation act provides for one hundred 
clerks of class 1 this year, and next year appropriates for fifty clerks of 
class 1, fifty go out of office in the practical operation of the Depa 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which fifty? 

Mr. TELLER. The fifty whom the Secretary selects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then none go out until he selects? 

Mr. TELLER. He selects them beforehan 
officer who understands his business. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not that the Secretary does not reappoint them, 
but the Secretary at the end of the year gives them notice that thei: 
services are no longer required, and removes them. 

Mr. TELLER. No, he does not remove them, because he has no 
power todoso. It isa question which has been much discussed in the 
Departments whether they should bereappointed. In some of the De- 
partments they have been reappointed and in others they have been al- 
lowed by a formal order to continue. Senators are but dealing with a 
mere technicality when they talk upon that subject. They know that 
no executive officer in this Government dare to keep aclerk there who 
is not appropriated for, although the office is established by law. There 
is a statute which makes it a misdemeanor for him to doit. There is 
a statute now in force which confronts every head of a Department, 
providing that he must not expend a dollar that is not appropriated 
for. 

The Senator from Vermont says that they can keep on and let the 


Me 


Administration run; they can do it in defiance of law; but is it nec- 


dif heis an executive 
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essary, is it proper that in order to avoid a little trouble in book-keep- | 


ing we should ask every executive officer of the Government to violate 
the plain provisions of a statute? It is a good deal better that they 
should be inconvenienced in their book-keeping than that that should 
be done. 

The practical result, as everybody knows, is, if we do not pass the 
joint resolution, that we have failed to legislate to keep in office a great 
number of people and they will be out of office. They must be re: | 
pointed; they must pass the civil-service examination again, and 
through all the troubles they have gone through with to get in. I do 
not know that I have a great deal of interest in keeping many of thos 
people in, but I know, and everybody ought to know, that it would 
be better for us to pass the joint resolution, so as not to create confusion 
of the greatest kind and character in the administration of the affairs 
of the Government. Its defeat can only be defended upon the theory 
that we want to punish the House of Representatives. We do not 
punish the House of Representatives because they did not send t! 


1 their 
bills here in time. I do not suppose they care any more about the 


affair 
} 


confusion that results than we do. We punish ourselves quite as much | 


as we punish the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call attention to section 3679 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I saw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which the Senator from Vermont looked at and 
did not read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not read two others in the same connection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 3679 provides that— 

No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal year, any 
sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve 
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the Government in any contract for the future payment of money in ex ss of 
such appropriations. 

hat is one provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then section 3732 
Mr. ALLISON. , 





So the statutes ars 




















regard. It may be that a dozen ov two clerks in the Departme of 
Justice could be retained wu itutory provis s already cited; 
but it is nevertheless true ire civil force « Gove nent 
practically is carried on th yma in no other way 
I will take the office of the te e the prediction 
now that if we do not pass the sundry civil appropriation bill, in which 
the appropriation is usually made for the Governme ' t ( ‘ 
by to-morrow night, on Mond m iz the G t | o 
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¢ the law That ist existing 10 lL regr 
S ich as other Senators « 
Mr. PLAT Wo ( 
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iorable way to carry on t Gove ' 1m ome 
Chis joint resolution is efully g It p : 
nlace— 
i ita ipproy it nsi ( er 
ing laws wh 1 all re 5 } 
€ hey a ‘ 
days 
Che re it gives no dis on to Execut partment 1 
nece wry sé ( und: € t if ‘ W en y =< l to t 
I Ss service or objects int resolution gu lL ¢ 
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s objects embodied in tl Army, District of Co s 
ecutive I i ! pt ret i ly ip- 
pr t sto be hereafter n ects 
Of course that contemplates that the Executive Departm« nts will 
t notice of the provisions in these bills as they now stand, and they 
can not go an inch beyond them. I remember perfectly well, and the 


enator from Ohio undoubtedly has in his mind the fact, that in 1877 
here was no appropriation for the Army. President Hayes did not 

lan extra session of Congress at once, and the Army ran aleng for 
three or four months without any appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Several of the other bills ran over for some time, 
but we did not have any extension. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Army bill was the only appropriation bill that 
failed that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me, I am quite sure that 
we were in the same category precisely then that we are now as to two or 
three other bills besides the Army bill, and that we went far beyond 
the Ist of July, and nobody was dismissed or anything of that kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember no such instance as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. I have not the statutes before me, as of course I 
lid not anticipate this discussion. We have frequently and repeatedly 
passed these continuing statutes from time to time. It is a matter of 
no moment to me personally, as it is not to the Committee on Appro- 

riations, whether this joint resolution shall go through or not. 

If the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would exhaust 
himself a little bit on the House of Representatives instead of making 
a fling at the Committee on Appropriations in respect to the particular 
ppropriation to which he alluded, he might employ himself more 
rofitably. The particular appropriation alluded to by the Senator 
rom Connecticut was presented to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Vilas, who was then Postmaster-General, and he stated in his let- 
ter to the committee, which can be found and read, that he had prac- 
tically violated the statutes of the United States in order that the Post- 
Office Department might not stop. It is true they whipped the indi- 
vidual around the stump, as the Senator from Connecticut so beauti- 
fully illustrated in his statement. 

I could convict a man upon the statement of the Senator from Con- 
necticut of violating the law. The Committee on Appropriations had 


an urgent deficiency bill. The House committee had stated that they 


T 
i 
t 
I 


had excluded the item after an explanation of the matter by Postmas- 
ter-General Vilas, and it was important that that particular bill should 
be passed the day it was reported. The Committee \ ppropriations 


did not embody the amendment of the Senator f 
bill, but by the courtesy of that committee the Ne: 
ticut was authorized to offer the amendment, and |} 1 offer it, and it 
was passed. There was no special objection to it. So I think what- 
ever blame there is attached to that particular matter it should go be- 
yond this body. 

I believe that on the 2d day of July we shall find that several of these 
important appropriation bills will not have become law 

Mr. PLATT. How many of them have become laws ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only three of them are laws now, out of fourteen. 
If I were at the head of one of these Departments, I should not violate 


Connecticut inthe 
iter from Connec- 
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the law, as every one of them will do if he goes on expending money 
not authorized by v and not appropriated for. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator aquestion. Asalegal 
proposition |] tatement has excited my curiosity. I understood him 


HAWLEY] he could convict the former Postmaster-General, now the 
Secretary ofthe Interior, of having violated the law. I understood the 
statement to be that Mr, Vilas distinctly stated to the manufacturer of 
envelopes that he had no authority to contract with him; that the law 
positively forbade it; and that the man said, ‘‘ Very good; I will fur- 
nish the articles and take my chances of the Government paying me 


to say that upon the statement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr 


hereafter.’? Does the Senator mean to say that he could convict the | 


Postmaster-General on that statement ? 

Mr. PLUMB. If he fixed the price. 

Mr. VEST. The price had been already fixed by the former contract. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not on the particular envelopes, because there was 
no law for them. 

Mr. VEST. I want to know from the Senator how he could con- 
vict a Cabinet officer on that statement, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think I could wish to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think you would. 

Mr. ALLISON, ‘The Postmaster-General received these envelopes 
and sent them day by day to the postmasters of the country for daily 
use, and as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMpB] says, they were 
charged and the account made out. 

Mr. VEST. How did that violate the statute? Suppose any citi- 


proper appropriation, but I will furnish these goods and I will take 
the chances oa the natural, general equity that [ shall afterwards be 
paid.’’? Ishould like to see any one who would say that that was a 
violation of law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps I made a mistake in that statement. The 
statute prohibits any head of a Department accepting any voluntary 
service without an appropriation. I do not say that the Government 
itself would stop. Ido not believe that. Of course it would go on; 
but merely on account of a little inconvenience to the clerks in the 
Treasury Department in adjusting these appropriations I do not think 
it is wise for us to subject the heads of Departments to the serious in- 
convenience of carrying on their Departments in violation of law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
thinks the only objection to this way of doing business is the incon- 
venience to the clerks in the Departments in making up the accounts? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not say so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know the Senator did not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that we are confronted here, on the 
29th day of June, one day before the expiration of the fiscal year, by a 
lack of appropriations to carry on the Government, and if it is carried 
on in many of its branches after to-morrow it will be carried on in the 
face of absolute statutes. That is what I say, and I mean to say that 
it is the fault of the two Houses of Congress that the appropriations 
have not been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I wish to ask the Senator as one member of 
this body and as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is, if 
this method of carrying on the business of the Government is a bad 
one, not merely in the inconvenience of the clerks of the United States 


but in its principles and in its broad and general practice, when are we | 


going to begin to stop it? Is there to be a continual recurrence to the 
same methods, or are we going to say that we will face it once for all 
and see if we can not persuade our friends at the other end of the Cap- 
itol, if they assume the sole right to originate appropriation bills, that 
they must send them over in time to have them considered and got 
through, so as to have the Government go on regularly, and if they do 


not choose to do it, suffer whatever inconvenience from their failure to | 


do their part of the work, or are we to continue on forever in this way? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a question which addresses itself to the 
judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam asking the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committeeon Appropriations did not feel that 
it could take the responsibility, and as chairman of that committee I 
do not think I ought to take it, nor as an individual Senator do I think 
I ought to take it; but if other Senators differ from me, let them vote 
down the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I for one am perfectly willing to 
take the responsibility myself, and I think the Senate should put an 
end to this practice which has sprung upof late years. Under the old 
laws as they existed several years ago, the balances of appropriations 
could be applied to the payment of the current expenses of the next 
fiscal year. Congress has seen proper in the last fifteen or twenty years 
to make these severely restrictive laws on the use of appropriations. 

There was great difliculty in Mr. Hayes’s administration on account 
of the failure to pass the Army appropriation bill at one time. Army 
officers had to borrow money from bankers in order to pay their cur- 
rent expenses from the beginning of the fiscal year until some time in 
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January. I am perfectly willing now to take the responsibility, for 
one, of saying that we should pass these appropriation bills as rapidly 


as possible, and sit here night and day, and abandon and discontinue, 
forever I trust, this process of making appropriations in this haphazard 
way, which makes a complication of accounts, gives great powers to the 
Executive Departments, and embarrasses the fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment. 

We are continuing under this resolution, a set of appropriations not 
applicable to the next fiscal year. Many of them have fallenand their 
force isspent, and their object has been accomplished, and some of them 
are not needed for the next fiscal year. In the orderly way of conduct- 
ing the business of the Government there can be no great inconvenience 


| from a failure to pass the joint resolution, 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me finish. All the officers are continued. 
There is no inconvenience aboutit. Every employéof this Government 
can receive his pay up to the 30th day of June whether he applies for 
it before or after, because all appropriations are available to pay for the 
expenses of the last fiscal year. No payments are required under the 
ordinary operations of the Government for fourteen days after the be- 
ginning of the next month. 

Mr. TELLER. What are they expected to do? 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps the question I wanted to ask the Senator 
from Ohio has already been answered; it is this: Can the head of any 


| one of the Executive Departments continue the services of any employé 
zen of this country comes and says: ‘‘I will trust the faith and honor | 
of this Government. It is true that Congress has failed to make the | 


in any one of those Departments, incurring a liability to pay money, 
under the existing statutes as they now are? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithinktheycan. I think the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMuNnpDs] has fully explained that. The ordinary opera- 
tions of the Government go on. These men are employed not fora 
particular time, though the appropriation is made for a particular time. 
Nothing is limited but the appropriation. The money appropriated 
for this year can not be applied next year, but the employés of the Gov- 
ernment now in the service will go on in the Printing Office and every- 
where else. I have nodoubtofit. There is no limit to their employ- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iunfortunately was not in the Senate when the Sen- 


| ator from Vermont spoke; butas I read the statutes I should very seri- 





ousby doubt, indeed I incline strongly to the opinion, that the head of 
no Department of this Government can incur the liability to pay a dol- 
lar for the services of any employé until the appropriations have been 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He does not incur any liability. The Secretary 
of the Interior or the Secretary of the Treasury makes no contract what- 
ever. These men continue in the employment in which they are now 
engaged. They are not hired for a particular time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there no implied contract that they shall be paid 
the salaries that are fixed by law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me getthrough. I say there is no such im- 
plied contract. A man is employed under the existing law without 
any fixed time. It is true the appropriation expires and that is the 
end of the appropriation, and until Congress again appropriates money 
no money can be paid an employé; but is it not better that these exec- 
utive officers should suffer a little inconvenience, even if they are de- 
layed in the payment of their compensation, rather than that we should 
disarrange the whole operations of the Government in this irregular 
and improper manner? That is whatI claim. I do not believe that 
it need disturb any of the ordinary operations of the Government. 
The people who are now employed in the public service in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office can go on and perform their duty, but they can 
not get their pay. The only restriction is that no money shall be taken 
out of the Treasury of the United States except in pursuance of appro- 
priations made by law. 

Mr. HARRIS. Or liability incurred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. True. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, does the Senator say that it is a matter of no 
consequence that the head of a Department shall commit a misde- 
meanor by violating an explicit statute in incurring a liability to pay, 
and when the appropriations are made paying exactly what the law 
condemns ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. How can the head of a Department incur a lia- 
bility when he makes no appointment, makes no employment ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The clerks remain in office just as the officers of 
the Army remain in office. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis exactly the point. Here isa man appointed 
to perform a given class of duties and for a given salary, the appropri- 
ation has expired, the statute forbids the head of the Department to 
incur any liability for services, but he allows the man to go on and 
perform the service, and subsequently he pays him for it. There is no 
express contract of course, but if the head of the Department allows 
the employé to go on in the performance of his duties, and when the 
appropriations are made pays for the services according to the salary 
fixed by law, can it be denied that so far as an implied contract 1s con- 
cerned there is one? 
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«, SHERMAN. There is no such thing as an implied contract 


» Government of the United States. <A person is employed in 





pursuance of law, not for any fixed period of time, but upon the pre 
i } 1} + . 1 ; . 
sumption that Congress will do its dut la 1 contrat : 
made upon that presumption. € Ss to do its duty, no 
money can be taken out of the Treasury and paid tor this em ymei 
no money can be paid for your salary or mine, or that of the President 
of the United States, or for any clerk or employé until is an ap 





propriation for it. That is all there is about i I he contract exists 

and the employment continues. My friend fro n Color: sks 

the clerk perform his duty? If he does not, let him be dism 

oo out. i 

Mr. TELLER. Heis willing to perform it if he gets a 

you say he shall not have the opportunity ; : 
Mr.SHERMAN. He will be there at his desk and will be v 


nway. P hen. =v 
Mr. TELLER. It will be a violation of 
I do not think it wil 





Mr. SHERMAN. we wou 
take the position firmly that until the ap ule in the 
regular way the money shall not be paid ull J ! 
end of this business, and we ll have tl s brought 





to us in time and passed int 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. Presi t Iam as hostile 
the system by which the Senate or the House of 
placed at a disadvantage in the proper considerati 
bills; and in general it may be said that the fault 
ate. Nevertheless there is a consumption of time in 
ference of opinion in the Senate as to our power of 
appropriation bills which can not be imputed to the I 
sentatives asa fault. Itisa fault in ourselves. : 
legislation or if any political morals can correct thi 
be done by appropriate, adequate, and s 





saat 





-asonable 





on this 29th day of June, the fiscal year expir to yrro e ar 
confronted with the problem whether we can with the que : 
freely without incurring and exposing others to gre r responsib 

than this protraction and delay in the presentation of app m 


bills by the other House. 

I understand, differing in this regard from the Senator 
[Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Vermont | Mr. EpMuNDs], that 
the difficulty about the clerks all ove Departments, except such 
as there is provision for in the general statutes, 





is that not only money 
for their payment, but the requisition of their existence rests on appro- 
priation bills. The fact and the service makes the payment in one 
breath. Certain classes of clerks up to a certain number in the various 
Departments are provided for by the appropriation acts, and they pro- 
ride for their existence and their term and their payment all in on¢ 
word, and when that is exhausted there is no ground, there is no place 
to put them in, no place to keep them in, as well as no money to pay 
them with. The fiscal year expiring and the appropriations expiring 
the places are vacant and there are no places in which to put them 
back until there is a creation of a term and a payment for them. 

We then must deal with this matter practically. We can not at 
this late day of the year fail to see, as it seems to me, the very m 
chievous nature of the legislation which we are asked to adopt and 
which we should like to discontinue ; but how are we to terminate it ? 
Can there be any difference of opinion as to what the meaning of the 
act of 1884is? We all know the restrictions that have been thrown 
over the Departments in regard to employés by the general legislation, 
and then there comes what no doubt was intended to be a blocking of 
the effort to delay appropriation bills by this final provision. - 

And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States— 

Giving force, of course, to what was already in existence in the way 
of restriction— 
shall accept voluntary service for the Government or ploy perso 
in excess of that authorized by law, except in case of sudden em« 
volving the loss of human life or the destruction of property. 





The Government must stand still; and it is a violation of law for the | 


head of a Department to permit any of the clerks to yield voluntary 
service to the United States of America. It is impossible, then, as it 
seems to me, that at this stage we'should regard the inconveniences of 
the proposed course to be as serious as are the mischiefs of delay in 
the appropriation bills. In this situation now, in this vortex, we are 


unable to repel or repair this mischievous system by undertaking to | 


say that under these existing laws things shall be done illegally aiter 
the 30th day of June. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, Mr. President, if the Senate desire to 
apply the heroic remedy suggested by the Senator from Ohio to the 
practice of passing appropriation bills so late in the fiscal year, there 
can be no objection to that; but it must not be imagined that the rem- 
edy can be applied without great injury to the public serviceand with- 
out great injury to individuals. The difficulty is not the prohibition 
against the head of a Department running the Government in debt or 
making a contract. The difficulty is the prohibition upon the head of 
a Department against accepting voluntary service even if offered, and 
that provision will discharge every laborer, every watchman, every 
man who is at work for day’s wages in every Department of the Gov- 
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ficiency. In the House of Repré tatives the responsibility) e 
preparation of these bills has b i \gricaltu ‘ 
1litee 1s re sponsible for the pI mara l id xe rtiny and mat 
ment in the House of the cu ypriation bill. 7 I 
ta Affairs Committee ir ; ibility in regard to tl 
Ar iy appropria m bill. i on | eign irs i a 
similar responsibility in tne dipiomatic al i consular | 
Che Indian Committee has t the Indian appropriation bill 
: Military Committee has charge of the M ry Academy appro- 
iation bill. The Naval Committee has the preparation of the | 
ippropriating for the Navy. ‘The pension is in the charge of the 
regular Committee on Appropriations, , ilso the sundry civil bill: 
he legislative, executive, and judicial b the fortification |} und 
he appropriation bill for the District of Columbia. ‘The Post-Office 
Committee has charge of the Post-Otiice Trop on b i the 
River and Harbor Committee of the House charge of the river and 
harbor bill. The regular Committee on Appropriations has charge ¢« 
the deficienc y bill. 

It will be seen, therefore, that a majority of tl iportant appro 
priation bills are in charge each of a single committee ie H ( 
Representatives, a majority of the committees having todo s 
appropriation bills having charge of one } each and nom 

The iirst of these bills that was reported t House of Ke] nta- 
tives from any of these committees \ the pension bill, reports i the 
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and passed by the Senate on the 1% i ( fay. Pine nat 

| that bill seven days from the tim v DI t the ‘ I 
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reported to the Senate on the 4th day of June. 
Senate and returned to the House with amendments on the 6th day of 
June, the Senate having had the bill but two days before it took final 
action upon it. 

The next of these appropriation bills which came before the House 
was the Post-Office appropriation bill, which was reported there on the 
13th day of April. It was passed by the House on the 24th day of 
May. It was reported to the Senate on the 11th day of June, and on 
the 14th day of June, three days later, it passed the Senate. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill was re- 
ported to the House on the 14th day of April and passed the House on the 
Ist day of June. It was reported to the Senate on the 25th day of June 
and was passed by the Senate on the 26th day of June, the Senate hav- 
ing had the bill for all purposes of its committee and action in the Sen- 
ate only twenty-four days. 

The Indian appropriation bill was reported to the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 16th day of March, passed the House on the 20th of 
April, and passed the Senate on the Ist day of June. That bill has be- 
come a law. 

The next appropriation bill reported in the House of Representatives 
was the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was reported on 
the 29th day of March. It passed the House on the 2ist day of May, 
two months later; was reported to the Senate on the 11th day of June, 
and was passed by the Senate on the 13th day of June, two days later. 
That is still in conference. 

The river and harbor bill was reported to the House on the 31st day 
of March, passed the House on the 7th day of May, and is now pending 
in the Senate. 

The agricultural appropriation bill was reported to the House on the 
28th day of May, passed the House on the 2d of June, was reported to 
the Senate from the Committee on Appropriations ten days later, on 
the 12th day of June, passed the Senate on the 14th day of June, and 
has not since been considered by the House until yesterday, when the 
amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in, and it came back 
to the Senate to-day with that message. 

Congress met on the first Monday of December. The first bill that 
was reported to the House of Representatives from the Committee on 
Appropriations was on the 19th day of January following, and the last 
bill that was reported to the House of Representatives was on the 16th 
day of the present month. The House committees had these bills in 
charge before reporting them an average of more than four months 
from the date of the assembling of Congress until the time they were 
reported to the House and passed. The Senate has acted with unex- 
ampled rapidity upon all these bills so far as they have come here. 
They have been given as much consideration as they could in the time 
which has been available for the purpose; and yet I think every mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations will say that more time was 
really needed in order that the committee might have given them that 
attention which they required. Every single effort consistent with 
even a fairly decent discharge of public duty has been made in order 
that these bills might be passed to. take effect before the 1st day of 
July. 

Unless it comes to be understood that the Senate shall abdicate all 
its functions in regard to appropriations there must be some other prac- 
tice finally adopted, or we shall not only be met by the position with 
which we are confronted now constantly repeated and growing more 
aggravated at every Congress, but the time will come when we shall 
be confronted with still more serious difficulty, because it can not be 
supposed that the Senate will go on forever adopting makeshifts and 
temporary devices such as are proposed by the resolution now pending, 
leaving to the House of Representatives not only this ample time, but 
putting it in that condition in which it evinces a contempt for the Sen- 
ate as a part of the legislative power of the country. 

If the Senate can dispose of bills of this importance within a week or 
two weeks, or within three weeks at the outside—which I think is the 
longest time any of these bills have been in the Senate—the House ought 
certainly to be able to prepare and pass them inas many months. And 
yet, as I have stated, it takes an average of four months to prepare and 
pass in the House of Representatives a single appropriation bill. 

Naturally, of course, this situation gives an excessive control to the 
House of Representatives of the appropriation bills. The bills come to 
us with such items on them as the House sees fit to put there. The 
Senate naturally, inevitably, and commonly amends them to conform 
to its own ideas of what is necessary for the discharge of its own duty 
and what is requisite for a continuation of the public service, and the 
bills go into conference; and there under the pressure of this brief time 
which must necessarily elapse, all the questions of difference between 
the two Houses are to be settled, and settled with a knowledge of the 
fact that unless they are settled within a very brief period of time there 
must necessarily be a lapse of the appropriations. 

Something further has got to be done. There must be some rule 
whereby the House shall be required to discharge this most important 
public duty within a proper time, or the Senate must come finally to 
the point that it will not consider these bills unless they come within 
that proper time, and thereby allow the Ist day of July to go by with- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 29, 


It was passed by the | out making the appropriations necessary to pay for the carrying on of 


the public service. 

It is not very pleasant to criticise the House of Representatives, but 
something is due, not only to the Senate, but something is due to the 
fair and proper discharge of public obligations. Two years ago, under 
a belief, apparently, that more expedition would result froma division 
of duty and responsibility, the House of Representatives took away 
from its regular Appropriations Committee one-half of all the appro- 
priation bills and gave to other committees the preparation of those 
bills. It committed to the Committee on Agriculture the agricultural 
appropriation bill; it committed tothe Military Affairs Committee the 
Army appropriation bill; it committed to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs the diplomatic and consularappropriation bill; it committed to 
the Indian Affairs Committee the Indian appropriation bill; it com- 
mitted to the Military Affairs Committee the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill; it committed to the Naval Committee the naval appro- 
priation bill; and to the Post-Office Committee the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill; and these committees, as any one will readily see, are not 
committees having engrossing duties of another character. I venture 
to say that no one of all these committees has reported more than two 
or three important bills outside of the appropriation bill committed to 
it; and yet, with each committee having only one appropriation bill, 
having no engrossing duties of another character, there is a greater de- 
lay than there was when all these bills were submitted toa single com- 
mittee. 

Perhaps I might go further and say, but I should hesitate to say it, 
though still I think it isin the line of that which our duty requires us 
to say, that this evidences the incapacity of the majority of the House 
of Representatives to deal with public measures promptly, sensibly, as 
they ought to be dealt with. The question is a pretty large one; itis 
a question to be considered elsewhere than here, probably during the 
coming summer; but these are the facts, that the House of Representa- 
tives, with this division of labor and under the control that it is now 
under and has been for years, is apparently unable to formulate and 
pass in time, in order that the Government may be properly carried on, 
the appropriation bills necessary for that purpose. 

It will not do to say that there has been a tariff bill pending; that 
there have been other things to do, because these bills could all have 
been prepared long before the tariff bill ever saw daylight. The Sen- 
ate, in whatever control politically it may be, is bound to consider, in 
view of its own responsibility for the carrying on of the Government, 
what will be necessary hereafter to prevent the contingency by which 
we are confronted now. 

Mr. President, nothing could be more lax, more unsatisfactory, more 
prejudicial to good order than the passage of a resolution of this kind. 
Changes of appropriations become a necessity from year to year. New 
clerksare required in some branches of the Government, a diminution in 
another branch; new classes of expenditures in regard to public build- 
ings, in regard to light-houses, and in regard to all the various classes ot 
expenditures embraced in these fourteen different appropriation bills; 
there are changes necessary every year; and yet what do we do? We 
come in and say that the total this year shall be the same as in the laws 
of last year. This resolution says that wherever any of the clerks are 
provided for in the last appropriation bills he shall be continued for the 
next thirty days at the same salary, no matter whether his services are 
needed or not. It says also there shall be no increase in any direction 
in any Department of the Government which the necessities of the 
service may require, but whatever the condition of things was last 
year shall be continued. If weare to continue it for thirty days, why 
not for‘sixty days, and if for sixty days, why not for twelve months, 
so that all the same scale of expenditure and the same objects and pur- 
poses shall go on each year? 

But, Mr. President, there is more than that. While we are now 
brought face to face with this failure of appropriations, we are re- 
minded every day that scoresand hundreds of bills affecting the expen- 
ditures of the Government, for the payment of the debts of the Gov- 
ernment, bills necessary to meet changed conditions, bills essential as 
the appropriation bills themselves are to the perpetuity of the Govern- 
ment, have been passed by the Senate, and piled up on the table of the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, where they receive not only 
no attention, but no pretense of attention, and there is no expectation 
either here or there that they ever will be attendedto. We havecome 
to that point where there is a practical embargo on legislation. We 
not only have to submit to the coat of last year, notwithstanding the 
growth of the necessity in regard to appropriations, but in regard toall 
other things on which legislation is desired we are compelled to labor 
under old conditions totally unsuited to the new and pressing needs of 
our people. 

This is not the time, nor is it, perhaps, opportune to go into this sub- 
ject more largely. At this moment, of course, whatever may be said, 
a bad motive will be ascribed to him who says it. It will be alleged 
that it is uttered because we are in a Presidential campaign; but it is 
proper at all times, and especially when an emergency of this kind arises, 
that there should be a full exposition of the condition of things which 
exists not only every year, but which becomes more and more aggra- 
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vatel, and which is bound, it seems to me, to result in ¢ 
much more serious than will be the result ofa postponement of appro- 
priations, and that will finally result in the delay of business, in a lack 
to meet new and pressing necessities, fruitful of the most important 
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consequences. 


state of affairs | 


I do not know what the Senate may be able to do that will effect a | 


change. I was opposed in the early portion of this session to the adop- 
tion of the rule reported from the Committee on Rules by the Senator 
from Connecticut. to the effect that the Committee on Appropriations 


should not consider any appropriation bill not reported prior to six 


A 


days from the expiration of the session—I believe that was the time | 


named. I was opposed to that, because I could see that emergencies 
might arise in which that would work great harm to the Government, 
and yet it will take a catastrophe, and one perhaps of an overwhelm- 
ing character, in order to work a reformation at the other end of this 
Capitol. 

Mr. CALL. I can see no great evil consequences to result from the 
passage of the resolution. The argument of the Senator from Kansas 
denies the capacity of the people to elect their Representatives, or the 
capacity of those Representatives. These are the only two logical points 
of his propositions. By our form of government the House of Repre- 
sentatives is constituted with full discretion whether it will report an 
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single bill or resolution or by general appropriation bill, there can be 
» doubt that when the law is exhausted the obligation is imperative 
upon this body to make that appropriation in such form as is possible 
to be done within the time limited. Therefi | t re 
|} ought to be iy two opi ns ont snl oO ) nt 
resolution 
As to r the He of Re ‘ : t ss 
they sh S appropriation | i I } t : t ib- 
dicate its functions and not pass th : to me there can 
be no consideration of that proposit ‘ \ on, 
tl t ©, 3 s npiy Ww ] \ S ; ity 
imposed upon us of appropriat mol ‘ t easury t eI 
the public necessities and the public demands, or whether we e 
fuse to do it 
The PRESIDENT pro temp An amendment seems to be neces- 
ary, which will be stated. 
TheSEcRETARY. In line 13 strike out the word ‘‘ amount where 


| 


appropriation bill or any other bill at a particular date or time during | 


the session or term of Congress. That is all there is to be said about 
it. Ifthe people elect Representatives, as it is said they have done, for 
years who are incapable of performing their function, the indictment 
then is upon the peopleof the United States. 
of these propositions. 

Assuming that the fiscal year is to begin in July, which is neither a 
necessity nor a provision of the Constitution, and assuming that the 
session of Congress shall begin in December and end at some period of 
the summer, then we might say that the Senate would not have time 
to consider an appropriation bill unless the House should act by some 


I do not concur in either | 


it occurs the second time. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the ylu- 
tion to be read a third time. 
The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


i 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the « idera- 
| tion of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support 
| of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 

purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


| ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] on 


particular time; but if the three hundred and thirty members in the | 
performance of the constitutional duty required of them spend one | 


hundred and fifty or three hundred days in the consideration of the appro- 
priation of the money of this Government, it is their sovereign right 
and discretion to do so, and we have no right to impeach the methods 
of this performance of their duty. 


| amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY 


which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpm] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. So much time has been consumed with the resolu- 
tion just disposed of that I will reserve what I have to say on the 
to the 


| Army appropriation bill to a later time in the consideration of the bill. 


| I propose to offer an amendment to it. 


Now, Mr. President, what evil to the country is it to appropriate | 


money by an appropriation bill or by a joint resolution? 
does inconvenience the clerical force of this country? What relation 
does that bear to the convenience and the sovereign right, power, and 


Suppose it | 


duty of the legislators representing ‘the people to exercise their discre- | 


tion as to time and methods in the performance of their functions. The 
failure of a hundred appropriation bills would not affect the even course 


and tenor of this great Government resting upon the affections of the peo- | 


ple of this country. 


| 


| sion that thisamendment is in its subject and its subst 


at is this of which we complain 4 yhich we exaggerate and | 
What is this of which w ymmplain and which we exaggerate and 


magnifyso much here? Itisthesimple question of convenience to the 
clerks in keeping the accounting books of the Treasury. Suppose it to 
be true, as it is true, that every salary of this Government is by law 


made in contemplation of and subject to the express provisions of the | 


Constitution that no money can be paid except by the act of Congress, 
be the law what it may, the appropriation is to be made by every suc- 
ceeding Congress, unfettered and unlimited by the actionof or the pro- 
hibition of any preceding Congress. 

Suppose it to be true, as it is true, that no implied contract can rest 
upon this Government, that its powers are all mandatory, and that in 
their exercise it commands, and does not act by agreement or consent. 


Suppose all that to be true, and that the great sovereign principle of this | 


Government is that the people every two years, by their representa- 
tives in the House of Representatives and those here assembled, shall 
have the sole and absolute power of imposing taxation and of disposing 
of the proceeds of taxation out of the Treasury of the United States, 
what then? 

Why, Mr. President, it is comparatively of but little importance 
whether a general appropriation bill shall be passed on the 1st day of 
July or the Government carried on by a joint resolution. It does not 
affect in any respect the great public policy of this Government. It is 
well that the Senate should have its opportunity of considering every 
item of appropriation. 


It can take the time to doit if it chooses todo | 


so. It can prolong the sessions of this body as long as it sees fit, for | 


there can beno adjournment without its consent. There is therefore 
nothing in these propositions except the simple question of the conven- 
ience of these two bodies in their periods of adjournment and the 
termination of the session. 

Mr. President, I agree with everybody else that there ought to be 
reasonably expeditious consideration of the appropriation measures, 
that it is a proper method of public business to unite them for the con- 
venience of the Representatives and Senators in a general bill, not for 
any object of public policy, but to save time. That is all there is in 
the proposition, and certainly when we are required and the duty is 
imposed upon us to appropriate the money out of the Treasury with 
unlimited discretion as to the manner of appropriating, whether by 


I will yield now to the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a few 
moments from the consideration and determination of this amendment 
if the Senate is ready to pass upon it. My only reason for speaking at 
all is lest it should be supposed that the State of New York and the 
city of New York were indifferent to any proper and prompt action 
toward putting this country in a state of defense. 

As I understand, we have reached in consideration and examination 
by all competent sources of examination and report, to a general conclu- 
nce a proper piece 
of legislation. I believe that the objections which have been made do 
not at all touch the occasion of the public and of the Government re- 
quiring that provision should be made for furnishing armaments for 
forts that are already at the service of the Government or are to be 
built. 

Now, Mr. President, as [understand it the real question for us to deter- 
mineis this: Isthereany such impediment in this measure being ingrafted 
upon an appropriation bill asshould deter Congress from making itnow 
an immediate piece of legislation? I donot understand that any of the 
general and conservative rules which should confine appropriation bills 
to appropriation matters give any ground to object to this measure. 
It has been suggested that the fortification bill when it comes would 
then be a more proper and a more regular place to dispose of the ques- 
tion, but I have not understood from any quarter, unless, perhaps, from 
the Senator from Maryland, that if this measure were here in a fortifi- 
cation bill any objection would be made to passing these clauses and 
sections thus found in that bill. 

Mr. President, we are constantly brought in this attitude in legisla- 
tion of agreeing that something ought to be done, thatsomething ought 
to be promptly done, that something ought to be definitely done, and 
now we have reached by every stage of preliminary examination a con- 
dition to determine whether this measure isagood measure and should 
be accepted and adopted, and if we find that it is, and if we find that 
this is the promptest and the readiest mode of setting at work the pur- 
pose of this Government in regard to this armament of forts, I hope 
the Senate will find that there is no course for us to take but promptly 
and immediately to adopt this amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will pardon me fora few words fur- 
ther. 

An inquiry was made of me as to about how many tons or how many 
guns the $5,000,000 would secure. Of course it can only be approxi- 
mately estimated now. Such forged steel costs $600 or $700 a ton, and 
the estimate is about as follows: 100 8-inch guns of 15 tons, 1,500 tons; 











120 10-inch guns of 30 tons, 3,600 tons; 50 12-inch guns of 50 tons, 2,500 
tons; making a total of 7,600 tons, and making 270 guns when com- 
pleted. But it will take five orsix years at least to expend the $5, 000,000. 


One point more. 


It has been said that the Ordnance Bureau had 
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$75,600 a year for many years out of the availsof obsolete guns and 
old material, the money being covered into Treasury and $75,000 
of it being set apart each year for, in the language of the statute— 

1 | sec of 1 supply of material adapted in manufacture and 
ca to the ‘ orms of the sei 

One would t! < perhaps that would be used to buy new types, but 
the law h een construed in a just and proper sense. Amo the 
guns made under that are 3.2-inch steel guns, of which there have been, 
J think, thirty made and some more tobe made. The statute contem- 
plates that ther ill be astandard gun made and tested thoroughly be- 
fore guns of that kind shall be issued to the Army o1 put into the avail 
able list of vuDs 

‘The Ordnance Bureau has built a 5-inch siege gun, anda7-inch how- 
itzer, and an &8-inch rifle and twelve steel-hooped mortars, all breech- 
loading, and they are said to be unsurp1 i by any guns of like cali- 
ber in the world. They are kept for testing and are standard guns. 
They have been subjected, except the siege pieces, to severe tests for 
endurance, under that appropriation. 

The Depa ent has now under manufacture at the Watervliet arsenal one 
10-ineh bre h-loading steel gun, one &-inch breech-loading steel gun, and 
twenty-five inch breech-loading steel field guns. 

This is a report of the Ordnance Office tothe Secretary of War, dated 
June 19 of the present year. 

This work was begun under authority of the general law (section 
1164, page 209, Revised Statutes United States, second edition, 187 
which prescribes the duties of the Chief of Ordnance, under direction 
of the Secretary of War, with regard to the procurement of ordnan 
supplies for the use of the Army, etc.; and also of the Statutes at 
Large (seventh paragraph, page 388, United States Statntes at Large, 
volume 18, part 3), which provides a permanent appropriation from 


proceeds of sales of obsolete and unserviceable material, which I have 
referred to. 

\ single word more, because the Senator from Kentucky madea poin 
against us here which I suppose may be assumed to have a little force 
unless it is noticed. He said that this was tooimportant matter to be 


discussed now upon the Army appropriation bill at this late stage of 


the session. I rebel, I indignantly rebel against thatobjection. Why 
was not the Army bill here two months ago? Last year it was passed 


before the 4th of March. Why are we told yearafter year when these 
important bills come here in the very last days, 
your amendment; do not take up the time; 
bill pass before the Ist of July?”’ 
duty to propose the 


it is important that this 
I will not listen to that. It is my 
amendment in behalf of the Military Committee. 





I do it and urge it, and I should speak upon it until Monday morning 
next if I thought it was my duty to do so. 
hen, again, it was intimated that we cought to try the fortification 


bill 


atk 


Mind you, sir, the fortification bill is not even here in the Sen- 
in the hands of our committee yet. 

Ir. ALLISON. It has not been reported to the other House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has not been reported to the House, so far as we 
are allowed to know the proceedings of the House, asI understand. It 
may be here some time or other. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to 
matter has not been under discussion 
fiairs for a number of months ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, especially the committee of which my friend 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu] is the chairman. It has been discussed 
there over and over again, and moreover it is the same thing that the | 
Senate in the last Congress passed without perhaps a single dissenting 
vote, practically unanimously. I refer to the pair of bills that pro- 
vided 10,000 tons for Army guns and 10,000 tons for Navy guns. Over 
and over the question has been discussed, and yet the Senator from 
Kentucky rises and says, ‘‘ We haveno sort of means of knowing that 
this is the best way.’’? You have been shown truly that half a dozen 
boards have investigated the subject, have reported exactly this, and 
that it has passed the Senate unanimously heretofore. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr CHANDLER. 


ask the Senator if this subject- 
by the Committee on Military 


Certainly. 

He has stated the number of guns the $5,000,- 
000 will furnish. Does he mean the metal or the guns? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The $5,000,000 will provide pieces enough for 
about two hundred and seventy guns. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will furnish them for fabrication ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Furnish them for fabrication. The Senator uses 
that term to cover the finishing and assembling. I do not quite like 
it, because ‘‘ fabrication’’ implies the whole work. The forging of the 
rough parts is what is covered by this clause. The “‘fabrication’’ is 
the word the Department uses in describing the business of fine fin- 
ishing and assembling. That is not covered by this item. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Two years ago, when this question came up in the 
Senate as a matter of appropriation, I was very much in favor of some 
such plan as iscovered by the amendment of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut. Nothing was done because of a disagreement between the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives as to what should be done, and 
nothing has been since done except what has been done for the Navy. 
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I was quite willing myself that the amendment should be insert: 
the bill providing an appropriation of $600,000 for mani 
chase, and test of cannon, ete.; but I ; ot as enthnsia 
wo years ago about this project of the Senate m Connect 
is not actually certain that it will be a suce no l 
thi t oe governments are undertaking periments in differ 

aeaas and that certain things have been developed which se« 
show that the steel built-up gun is likely 1 e faulty as compare 
others. I have here a dispatch, dated Vienna, May 29, as foll 

Vienna, M 

The Austrian Government has adopted t} tomatic Maxim n, % 
considered the finest in existe: Piairty of 3 hay ) i ‘ 
be delivered immediately to fortify Cracow and P 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before the Senator passes from that will hea 
me to make a remark ? 


Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The automatic Maxim gun carries an ounce ball. 
Mr. PLUMB. It is an entirely new gun. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a little rapid- iring gun. Vhen a ceartridg 





is fired it has rebound enough to set the ma chi ery in motion by w 








the shell is thrown off and a new cartridge putin. You load, pull t} 
trigger once, and go to your dinner, and by the time you get ba 
has fired a lot of cartridges of 1-ounce musket-balls 

Mr. PLUMB. With due respect to th tor, I say I do not |} 
lieve that he knows what he is talking about 

Mr. HAWLEY. We donot decide much by bets in the Senate, bu 
I could appeal to two ordnance officers in the corridor and appeal to 


1e armies in the world. 


Mr. PLUMB. That is very safe, because we can not ap} ~ to t! 
Supreme Court so as to have any efiect on the passage of this bill; bu 
this gun is thought worthy of being provided for the purpos a fort 
fying certain important points in Austria, and therefore I do not } 
lieve that the Senator understands it 

Mr. HAWLEY. But there has been one in the town within four 


weeks, in the War Department. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is so loaded veneral!y with a 

and ordnance that he carries it about his person. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Thank you for the comp! 


know something about the subject. 


Mr. PLUMB. That I doubt. [Laughter. Mr. President, th: 
Senator pressed this measure on us with great momentum two yea 
ago; but I think he is somewhat oblivi ous now to what has occurre 


not be a 


within the last fiscal year. I do not say t rood tl 
to do, but I mean to say it does not seen: to | 
thing to do as it was two years ago, 

In the first place, important discoveries have been ma 
past few years, in fact in the past twelve months, whi 
to show, and conclusively do show in fact, that 


S may 


so conclusively a 9 


within tl 
1 I think ten 
are not to mak 
guns on the plans we now know; that is, best gun has not bec 
emadeasabuilt-up gun. Gun 
aining a great deal more tensil 
strength than any iron or steel. nt discoveries show that the 
metal to do that can be prodnced at a nominal cost. Aluminum ha 
an affinity for iron. Heretofore there has been a combination of such 
materials that alaminum could not be readily separated from, but it 
is now being used in connection with the manufacture of certain ver 
important articles in a large city in this country in such a way 
produce practically a new metal, a metal composed of iron and alun 
num in combination, and a metal having a greater strength than i: 
has, a metal which is finer, softer, more malleable, and of greater 
sile strength than either iron or steel. It opens up a very wide 
in regard to this very question of gun manufacture. Itis proba 
practicable to make by casting a gun of iron and aluminum which v 
have greater tensile strength than has heretofore existed in built 
steel guns. 

I do not want to say anything disrespectful of the Ordnance Depar' 
ment of this Government; I have the highest personal respect for ey 
one whom I know to bé connected with it is a remal 
in a letter, which I shall read in a moment, which expresses my idea, 
that those persons who are in charge of this Department are not 
ficiently alive to the fact that somebody else may know something and 
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that the whole world is marching on with great rapidity, developin 
new things, new ideas, new projects, and the y are so conservative th 
even if what I have spoken of shall be definitely developed to be t! 


fact they will not avail themselves of it in time to be to th 
generation. 

There has been recently tried what is called the pneumatic dyna 
mite gun, and this bill contains an appropriation for the purchase 
ten. Four hundred thousand dollars, it is thought, will furnish t+ 
of these guns. I have somedoubt as to the value of that gun, but 
have a letter from a gentleman who, if I was permitted to disclose 
his name, would, I think, convey some idea of authority on this su! 
ject tothe Senate. Referring to this gun, he says: 

I consider it the complete solution of the harbor-defense question. Why do 


I? Theguntuses a projectile that, in my opinion, nothing can withstand, Four 
hundred pounds of explosive gelatine is for destructive power entirely beyond 


ofa ny use 
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going the effort of men who do these things and similar things not for 


the salary but because they are led by high ambition, by cupidity, if 
you please, but yet by that spirit which carries the nation forward all 
the time and which makes the regular Army and its accompaniment 


also by comparison a lack. I do not plead for one as against the other. 
I say give both of them achance. Give to the Ordnance Bureau this 
half million doliars in order that they may make these experiments. 


They may want to send over to England to buy one gun. Good as | 


they are, conservative as they are, honest as they are, they want to 
build a gun to see whether that is the kind of gun we want. Mean- 
while other persons have determined at their own expense certain 
things which are greater in their results than anything that has yet 
been found. We shall take up these things as we go along. We shall 
buy some things perhaps that we do not want, but all the time we 
shall be vetting something better, and every day and every week and 
every year we shall be getting further and further away from that 
which the Senator from Connecticut three years ago, or five years ago 
perhaps, said then as his judgment and the judgment of the world was 
the best possible thing. 

The world has grown in the last five years. The report of the Gun 
Foundry Board is here because we put it into imperishable print; but 
if it had not been printed we should not be referring to it to-day. It 
is because we stick to these printed pages which we printed some years 
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four 13.5-inch 67-ton guns and six 6-inch 5-ton guns; for the Anson four 
13.5-inch 67-ton guns and six 6-inch 89-hundredweight guns, the Un- 


| daunted with two 9.2-inch 22-ton guns, the Australia with two 9.2-inch 
| 22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 5-ton guns, the Narcissus with two 9.2-inch 


22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 5-ton guns, the Galatea with two 9.2-inch 
22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 5-ton guns, and the Immortalité with two 


| 9.2-inch 22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 89-hundredweight guns. 


ago that we do not see the things going on around us. If instead of | 
printing it the report of that Gun Foundry Board had been burned up | 


and had gone out of the recollection of men we should not be referring 
to it here to-day, and we should be taking up the current things that 
have been developed since, squaring our accounts by those, taking into 
account those things as the things to be done necessary for the protec- 
tion of the country and not clinging to things that are past. 

For these reasons I have not felt that now I could support this amend- 
ment. I have voted for the other amendment. Iam willing to keep 
this machinery of ours greased and going on, bet I do not want to give 
to it in the large way here proposed every single thing that pertains to 
the defense of this country. Ido not want to do it because I do not 
believe it represents the best possible for to-day; I do not believe it 
represents the best possible for to-morrow, and for the days yet to come. 
At all events, whatever it may be, it is only a part of that which sixty 
million people are doing in this same direction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, we have been waiting since 1867 
for something that was to supersede anything that we had, and we have 
done nothing. I will imagine a case. About 1826 a man hears that 
there is a new-fangled steam machine that can make 15 miles an hour 
upon some rails laid on the surface—a new locomotive. He says, ‘‘I 
will not build one; [ know thereis a man whois getting up one of 20 miles 
an hour.’’ He waits until 1835 and finds that there is a man who has 
got up one that will go 35 miles an hour. He waits until 1860, and 
finds ‘out that there is somebody who can go 50 miles an hour. That 
man has got up to 1888 without building a single locomotive, and that 
man is the dear friend of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He does not want us to go to building things be- 
cause we can do something better in the future. 

Mr. PLUMB. Notatall. Iam willing to do to-day the things for 
to-day and to-morrow I want to do the things for to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One gun then will only defend one little corner of 
New York Harbor. Let us put to-day our harbors in a decent condi- 
tion of defense and I will wait with him; but I appeal to the common 
sense of the Senator to say whether a 17-inch gun throwing a 1,200- 
pound shot is ever likely to be entirely superseded, or whether even a 
6-inch gun that throws a 100-pound chilled-steel bolt 5 or 6 miles is 
likely to be superseded, or whether a Hotchkiss revolving cannon that 
throws a chilled-steel projectile as fast as you ean fire a revolver is 
likely to be superseded. I would stand within 2 miles and a quarter 
of the Zalinski battery with a 13-inch tube 40 feet long, with half a 
dozen revolving Hotchkiss guns, and I would shatter him and his 
friends all to pieces and never be reached by his dynamite charge. 
Mr. Zalinski says himself he has not the slightest idea in the world 
this is ever to supersede the best rifled cannon. 

My friend says let us wait for the better thing. He says these guns 
will be abandoned in five years. Now, letussee. I hold in my hand 
a statement of these guns. The world is going away from them, he 
says. Here are nine ships of the British navy with from 4 to 24 inches 
of steel armor on their sides waiting for the finishing of seventy-eight 
steel guns. 

Was there ever a nation since the world began that had more interest 
in solving this great naval and military problem than Great Britain has, 
whose colonies are found in every quarter of the world, whose trade 
depends upon the rifled cannon that she has got to protect her commerce 
on the seas, who pays the most liberal and generous rewards to every 
new. inventor, who hears him state his case at night and says, ‘‘I will 
be on hand in the morning to see it tried,’’? as I have had done to me 
by the British Board of Admiralty? They have an interest if anybody 
has. They are finishing up the Howe with four 13.5-inch 67-ton guns, 
the Collingwood with four 12-inch 45-ton guns, the Camperdown with 








Those vessels are lying at the wharf waiting to have those seventy-eig! 
manufactured guns put on board-—-the very guns I have been describ- 
ing here. That 9.2-inch gun has been well tried. One was tried last 
year on the occasion of the jubilee. Ordnance officers made up the 
elements of trial, the gun of such a size, such a bore, of such alength, 
the shot so long, of such a caliber, such chilled steel, so much powder 
of such a description, and sent these elements out to the ordnance ofli- 
cers of the world to calculate what would be the range of that gan at 
an elevation of 40 degrees. The young man who won the premium 
was an officer of our Army, a Mr. Ingalls—Captain Ingalls, I think; I 
may have forgotten his rank—whose estimate was nearest. The pro- 


jectile went 20,000 yards, or within a few yards of eleven miles and 


a quarter, and yet I am told that a wooden tube carrying a big shell o! 
100 or 500 pounds of dynamite is to take the place of that gun. A 
single gun would go through the whole American Navy side by side. 
Except the old monitors, there are not thirty vessels fit to go to sea; 
you could lay them side by side, and it would go through them. Such 
guns are not about to be superseded anywhere. 

The Senator reads a statement from an anonymous gentleman; he 
may be a shareholder in the Dynamite Gun Company or Aluminium 
Steel Company. 

There are one or two other points. He says if the report of the Gun 
Foundry Board had not been printed we should not have remembered 
it. I think he is slightly mistaken. We did not need that record to 
tell what kind of guns the world wanted. 

I have here another statement about English guns, giving the num- 
ber issued for sea service. Four hundred and seventy-five breech-load- 
ing rifles were issued within seventeen years, and thirteen hundred and 
thirty-two muzzle-loading rifles, amounting to eighteen hundred and 
seven steel heavy rifle guns issued within seventeen years by the British 
Government. 

I put that immense expenditure of the British Government against 
the anonymous letter of the gentleman who thinks he has got hold of 
something better than anything that has come yet. I hope he has. 
We get rumors and rumors of inventions. Some of them amount to 
something and some do not. 

Sut the Senator says with a sort of eloquent felicity that the time of 
genius is the time of trial; the genius of the time of trial will develop 
that which is needed for the occasion. I assent to that in a measure. 
The genius of the time of trial developed the Monitor in the beginning 
of the war, but, sir, ten times over, while that Monitor was building, 
Great Britain or France or Spain could have collected $200,000,000 in 
the city of New York without the possibility of resistance on the part 
of New York. The Monitor was a brilliant idea, and my friend Row- 
land nearly killed himself by working night and day for one hundred 
days to finish it, until divine Providence sent that modern machine 
down to Hampton Roads in time, you might say, in asense, tosave the 
country. 

I have a book here giving me some tables of the distances. Here is 
a figure or two. Before the gentleman could turn around, before he 
could plant mines in New York Harbor, before he could get himself 
ready, the British fleet would come from Halifax. What is Halifax ? 
The strongest position they perhaps have in the world, a naval station, 
the largest dock, and supplied always with coal and with every naval 
supply in anticipation of any trouble with us. Some of these vessels, 
he says, will not sail. Theydosail, nevertheless. They go over there 
and quietly rendezvous; the officers dance with the ladies at night until 
the telegraph informs them that they have to take Portland, and in 
from thirty to thirty-four hours they are at Portland. They have an- 
other great fleet at Bermuda to assist them. From Havana the Span- 
ish fleet can reach New Orleans in forty-five hours; and ninety-six 
hours from Vancouver would place a British fleet in front of San Fran- 
cisco. 

That is the sort of war nowadays. War nowadays does not wait 
for three months. War flashes, and fires the next day. Cap-a-pie the 
continent of Europe stands, each nation glancing at the other, not know- 
ing when the long roll will be beaten. While the gentleman is looking 
around upon a new invention the German army crosses the Rhine and 
is at Sedan, is soon in Paris; the Emperor is a prisoner, and France 
pays a thousand millions of ransom. That is the way war is declared 
nowadays. 

The Senator says we shall never hear a hostile shot fired on this 
continent We shall never hear a hostile shot fired by the militiamen 
in the middle of our States. No foreign nation would make war in 
that way upon us. Nobody supposes that they would land an army 
and that we should step back from the shore and say, ‘‘Gentlemen, 
please come on shore.’’ ‘One hundred thousand?’ ‘‘Thank you.’’ 
‘‘One hundred and fifty thousand?’’ ‘‘Yes.’’ ‘‘Three hundred 
thousand?’ ‘‘Yes; walk on shore, gentlemen. Walk up in the 
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country.’? Provided even as we are for that kind of war, we should 


give a good account of ourselves. We have only twenty-five little | 


steel cannon, to be sure, and we have got a few old smooth-bores, but 
they would do. We could collect 20,000 men from the regular Army, 
and about 200,000 of the National Guard would turn ont, and we have 
some spare rifles at Springfield, not enough for a large army, but pretty 
good, and we could extemporize anarmy, and by sheer force of multi- 
tude we would roll over that foreign force and swallow it, no matter 
if it cost five men of ours to one of theirs. But that is not war. 

Great Britain has two hundred and seventy-five vessels which she 
can sail out to-day to make war. She has forty-one vessels drawing 
under 7 feet, which are armed with 10-inch guns and 67-pounders. 
They can go up the Welland Canal into Lake Erie. 


Gentlemen say these things will never happen. I suppose to the | 
superficial observer there never was a fairer scene than hung over this 


continent in 1860; and yet it was not a year before men by the hun 
dred thousand were shaking the continent with their tread, and we 
were losing twenty thousand and thirty thousand in battles. No war! 
Who can prophesy ? The pull of the trigger, the touch of the electric 
signal may plunge us into war. Are we sure of it? 


I dare you to invite combat with any foreign nation. There is nota | 


Congress, one so idiotic could not be assembled in these Halls, as to de- 


clare war against any, even a fourth-rate power, for any imaginable in- | 


sult. You dare not doit. They have you at their mercy. They can 
treat you totwo hundred and fifty ironclads and vessels of all sorts and 
descriptions, with thousands of modern guns, andshow you their ren- 
dezvous at twenty places in the West Indies, along the shore, and their 
rendezvous within gunshot of you on the Pacific at Victoria or Van- 
couver. 

No, sir, this is where we are. We, under any imaginable provoca- 
tion, must negotiate, and procrastinate, and exercise the arts of diplo- 
macy and politeness. We can endure outrages, we can go on so un- 
doubtedly for a great while, and we can escape war; but by and by 
somebody will make such a demand on us for something to be done o1 
yielded that for very shame, even if we had not a pocket-knife, the 


American people will say, ‘‘ Never,’’ and then come your millions of | 


ransom from your different cities, your scanty commerce driven from 
the ocean, your people humiliated with a shame that will make them 
weep for centuries. Then you will have guns built, and you will 
have ships built, and you will uplift your hands, and you will swear 


for revenge if it takes ten years to get it; but the brand will be on you | 


forever, and then the men who told us generation by generation not to 
arm ourselves will hide themselves lest the mountains should fall upon 
them when that day comes. : 

These things you are liable to. Iam drawing no extreme picture. 
I say we have here before you what your War Department, what your 
Navy Department, what the warand navy departments ofevery nation 
in the world say is the best thing to be done now. I am aware that 
the appropriation bill comes here within two days of the close of the 
fiscal year, and we are begged not to embarrass that bill. I shall not 
hear toit. Irebel, Isay. Weare told that we might wait for a for- 
tification appropriation bill. That is not here; it is not even reported. 
We have tried that. We put this very proposition upon the fortifica- 


tions bill last year and it led to a defeat of the bill. We passed bills | 


independently, and they went to the House of Representatives and 
they have slept thesleepof death. Will gentlemen tell us what cours 


to take? Is there anything they will do? 
I told how the Republican party, when the Democrats came into 


power, threw their hands up and said, ‘‘Now we will do something; | 


you go on and we will vote everything you want.’’ They are doing 
nothing. Not one stroke of a spade in thirteen years for our coast de- 
fenses, not one dollar for two or three years for their preservation, not 
an ounce of mortar to bind the falling revetments, not a pound of 


paint to paint the cannon, not money enough to pay for timber to shore | 


up your tumbling casemates. You have abandoned them. They are 
falling. 

This is the truth, the absolute truth, exactly as it stands. I am cut 
of patience, I know. I think I have a right to bee Go abroad and 
hear the comments of men skilled in the art of defense and of warfare 
upon our condition. Was there ever such a happy-go-lucky reliance 
upon luck as ours since the world began? Sixty-three million people, 
worth about $50,000,000,000, lying helplessly, a dismasted hulk ora 
lazy whale at sea, a monstrous mass of potential power, but against 
the modern steel gun no more effective than a dead whale. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Connecticut was somewhat swift in 
impugning the motives of the gentleman whose letter I read. He said, 
after, I have no doubt, ample reflection, that he was probably astock- 
holder in some pneumatic-gun company. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I said possibly, because the Senator did not dis- 
close his name. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will relieve the Senator on that point. He is not 
only not a stockholder in that company but he is not interested in any 
steel works. He isa gentleman who has more responsibility to-day 
about the matter of coast defenses than all the Senators of the United 
States put together. 

I beg the Senator to understand that the General of the Army him- 
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| self is on record in the most emphatic way, stronger than the letter 

which I read, in favor of this new appliance, so that it has got out of the 
domain of private speculation. I hope when the Senator from Con- 
necticut comes toimpute motives he wil! be tolerably sure of his ground. 

But I beg to say another thing. I do not care so much about Euro- 
| pean opinion. They may think we are happy-go-lucky. If we had 
guided ourselves by European opinion we would not have had any re- 
public at all. When the Senator comes to me with the opinion of 


| Europein regard to American institutions, in regard to American works 
of offense and defense, I tell him that that opinion is inspired with the 
deepest possible hatred of the American people; it is not a judgment 

| worth quoting at all. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. I did not catch what opinion the Sen red 


to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam speaking of European opinion upon 
| affecting the American Republic. If the Senator does not feel lik 
| hearing that adverse opinion I think he had better stay at hom 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator must know I spoke of European opin- 
| ion upon guns that would best defend them. 
| Mr. PLUMB. I understand, and that is born not of a knowledge 
of the situation, but is born, as I said, of dislike and deep distrust and 
; hatred of the American people. So far as Iam concerned I do not pro- 
pose that that shall have any influence with me. ‘This is a question 
not to be settled by the opinion, haphazard or otherwise, of those per- 
sons who would not participate in maintaining the American Repub- 
| lic, but in depreciating it and breaking it down. 
|} I have no doubt they would like to have us get into their ways 
| They would like to have us buy or build some of their useless iron- 
| clads. Great Britain has been building ironclads for a number of 
years, just as men have built houses, and other men have come along 
| with better ones, and they have not abandoned them for that reason. 
To-day the British ironclad is practically useless. It has not been 
| two years since one of the heaviest ironclads sank on its first trial trip 
| without a gun being fired against her. 

The British people have not won by dexterity, by skill; they have 
won by bull-dog resolution. They have piled their dead, and they have 
had to walk over their dead bodies rather than adapt themselves to 
modern conditions. The British Government is nota government to go 
to for reference in regard to warfare, except when it comes to a question 
of personal courage and persistency. That they haveenoughof. Take 
the experience of the British and French combined in the Crimean war, 
where the British starved to death in their own tents for lack of food 
and other supplies, and had to be clothed and sheltered and fed from 
the French commissary. 

It is not to Great Britain that we are to go for lessons on this subject. 
| She is not a first-class power in that sense of power that fills the breast. 
| We have had ample illustrations in the last few years that underneath 
all the admiralty and all the army establishments Great Britain is a 
| 
| 
| 


honeycombed superstructure of fraud. There has not been a contract 
let probably in the British navy and in the British army in the last ten 
years that has not been the resultof favoritism. Of course they would 
build great ironclads they did not want, for thereby they gave fraud- 
ulent profits to favorite contractors. We get nothing by comparison 
in that quarter. The Senator from Connecticut has weakened, in my 
| judgment, his argument entirely by the comparison he has made with 
Great Britain. 
Mr. STEWART. Idonot think the fact that frauds have been com- 
mitted in the British navy is a reason why we should not have any 
guns. I think that if you will examine the question you will find 
| that they have better guns than we have, notwithstanding all the 
| frauds. I believe that is the evidence of all our officers and of every 
man who has visited them, and that every nation of any importance 
on the earth is better prepared for defense and for attack than we are. 
We are so heipless that we dare not protest in a manly way against 
apy third-rate power for any outrage it may commit. 
Look at the Samoan Islands. The people of my section of the coun- 
try went out there, they really built up the government, they were 
trading there. A German fleet came in and took possession, and claimed 
the islands, and we dared not to protest in any manly way. If we had 
been armed properly and put in an ordinary protest, they would not 
have taken possession against our ships. Wedared not complain of it. 
How humiliating that is. 
So it goes on all around. We can not meet Great Britain on equal 
terms. I was in Victoria last summer. They are building a iarge es- 
tablishment there, and fortifying. ‘They have an immense naval estab- 
lishment there. Whatcan wedo? Nothing. We are so everywhere. 
| When you undertake to say that there never will be agun fired again 
| on this continent, it seems to me that you are not regarding the ex- 
| ample of all those around us. We are a great big fat goose to be 

plucked by anybody, and as long as we remain in that condition we 
| are liable to be plucked. We may be able to buy our peace for a time, 
but every time we surrender our rights and refuse to defend them we 
grow weaker, and foreign powers will presume further and further 
because we can not resent an outrage. 

The idea has been advanced that we should not be at work building 
| guns because we may not build as good ones as will be manufactured 
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some years from now, because they will be improved. We are asked | 
to wait until the work is perfected, and while we wait we are in the | 
condition I have stated. What we want is to be at all oes ready to | 
defend the honor of our flag, to defend our rights, to demand respect. 
We want to be in that condition, and the only way we can be in it is 
to be building defenses and preparing for defense all the time. 

I had the honor more than twenty years ago to offer a resolution in 
the Senate instructing the Committee on Naval Affairs to inquire into 
the expediency of building two ships a year, one to be built by the Navy 
Dep ia cont the other by contract, and to abandon repairing old 
hulks. The measure seemed to be popular. It passed the Senate | 
after a short debate, an emed to meet the approbation of every- 
body. It was afterwards abandoned, and we have not built any; we 
have not kept up the necessary establishments. We have spent as 
much money on those hulks as would have been necessary to have car- 
ried out that plan. If that had been done we should have had some 
first-class ships; we should have had some first-class mechanics. But 
until you build ships, until you allow establishments to be created in 
this country, you will not have mechanics, you will not have the ap- 
pliances, and you will have to bear any indignity that any nation has 
a mind to inflict upon you while you are preparing. 

It seems to me that we need mechanics, we need establishments, and 
we should be prepared to get ready. We 1 need to be ready to prepare 
for war. Of course we do not propose to prepare for war, but we want 
a nucleus. If we want guns we should have establishments where 
they can be manufactured. This takes years, and although we may | 
not make the best guns at first, we should have a place where we 
could make them, and during all the time we should be doing this we | 
should be receiving the reward of protection, we should be insured 
against trouble, we should be demanding and preserving peace. | 

It seems to me that to allow a great nation like this to be in the | 
peril it now is, to be at the caprice ofall the world, is criminal. It is 
criminal, I say, in those having the power to put us in an attitude of 
gicfense, to allow this great nation to stand here the prey of any nation | 
which may be wicked enough to make war upon us. 

I remember the consternation in San Francisco when there was talk 
about trouble with Chili. She could have come up here with her iron- 
clads and levied contributions. Everybody was alarmed, and every- 
body lost faith in the Government. Chili, that little power, had two 
or three guns and could go there and le vy contributions upon San 
Francisco and all your cities along the lakes ‘and seaboard. 

We should be at all times prepared tobuild guns and to defend our- 
selves. Foreign nations know exactly how we are situated, and they 
know we would pay tribute rather than subject this country to the 
damage which might be inflicted. They know we let them have the 
Samoan Islands, and they know that we shall make the treaty they 
want with Great Britain in regard to the northern boundary. There 
are 4,000 miles of crooked boundary between us and Canada. Diffi- 
culties are liable to arise over it, and we must be in a position to deal 
with Great Britain on equal terms, because I teil you Great Britain is 
aggressive. Sheis polite to power, she always bows to power, but 
she takes what she can without resistance, no matter where it is. 

She goes just as farasshe can. If there is nothing in the way she 
will take up any country. She has never been bound by any law but 
the law of power. She has conquered the world wherever she could, 
and she has taken all the advantages that she was able to take. She 





will do so with us. 

We are discussing the treaty and we are in a position where we can 
criticise the Administration for having made it, but I doubt whether 
anybody could have made a better treaty. We are afraid to demand 
a better one. We could have got a better one if we had had a nucleus 
ofanarmy. If we had had guns, if we had had machine-shops, if we 
had had a navy, Great Britain would never have thought of asking ot 
us what she was not willing to grant to us. She would not give us the 
same privileges in her harbors and in her ports that we grant to her. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator what was the inducement of 
Great Britain to give us $15,000,000 as the result of the Geneva award ? 

Mr. STEWART. It was because we then had the best navy in the 
world; because when our iron-clads went over there there was commo- 
tion in Great Britain. They had not built their navy. We had the 
best navy in the world then, and the English knew that it would be 
unsafe for them to offend us, for their navy then was in a very defense- 
less condition. But if times should change, if things had been then 
as they are to-day, they would have laughed at us. The $15,000,000 
was paid because we had the best navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it was because we had demonstrated the 
power of a free people to maintain their integrity by arms to an extent 
that was sufliciently demonstrative. 

Mr. STEWART. All the world then was without a navy. They 
have gone on since and built a navy. The English press said at the 
time that the reason why they negotiated it was because we were pre- 
pared to defend ourselves, because we had a superior navy, and the 
English nation complained that they were negotiating with us not on 
equal terms; that we were prepared for war and they were not. Now 
they have changed. They have been building ships and guns, and we 
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have not. The times have changed. We could not make any such 
treaty as that now. 
Let us build a navy, not a large one, but an effective one. Let us 


| have machine-shops where we can manufacture guns. Let us have the 


nucleus of defense, so that we shall be on equal terms, and then we can 
make treaties with Great Britain as we did before. Weare proud of 
tha it "~ ty because it was a concession, but it was a concession not 
only to the great power of the American people, but it was a concession 
he ironclads, and it was placed distinctly upon that ground by th 
British press. 

Mr. ALLISON, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment, if the Senator will allow me. I yielded 
day before yesterday an hour to the Senator from Iowa in order that 
the Army appropriation bill might be passed in season to become < 
erative on the Ist of July, and I at the same time informed the Senate 
that honor compelled me to be absent the first three days of next week. 
It seems to me that this bill can be disposed of in a very short time in 
the morning. If not, I desire to take up the river and harbor bill, 
which is in my charge. I should like to have the Senate adjourn to 
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. There is no reason why we should not 
do so. We have been doing nothing for the last two or three weeks, 
and we might just as well work now as to play. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the Chicago convention nothing? 

Mr. FRYE. It was nothing tous here. If the Senator from Iowa 





| will allow me, I will move that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet 


to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
when the Senate adjourn it be to meet at 11 0’clock to-morrow. [Put- 


| ting the question,] By the sound the noes have it. 


Mr. DOLPH. 


| ask for a division. 
LOAN OF TENTS, ETC. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I fear that a division may disclose the lack of a 
quorum. There is a little matter that ought to be disposed of if Sen- 


+ 


ators will let me call their attentlon to it. Iask unanimous consent 


| te call attention to House joint resolution 188. 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Connecticut proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We passed a joint resolution that came from the 
House in regard to loaning tents, etc., at Gettysburgh, supposing it 
to be just what was wanted. The War Department criticises it, and 
the House passed it over again, correcting asingle word. The words 
were ‘‘tents and tent equipage.’’ They meant ‘‘camp equipage.”’ 
Nobody noticed it. The House sent over to us this afternoon a cor- 
rected joint resolution reading ‘‘tentsand camp equipage.’’ I ask the 
Senate to concur with the House in the passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to consider the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loanof tents and camp equi- 
page to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the Po- 
tomac. The joint resolution will be read the second time at length if 
there be no objection. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not intend to interpose any objection to the 
consideration of this resolution, but I am opposed to its passage. Itis 
in direct conflict with the precedents of the Military Committee in all 
other cases, and will entail a heavy expense on the Government. I 
am willing, however, that this experiment shall be made, but I want 
to enter my disapproval of the action, so that I shall be on the record 
in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, the 
question is, Shall the joint resolution pass? 

The joint resolution was passed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. FRYE. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 


to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to—ayes 29, noes not counted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, it 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of th 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pu: 
poses. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to take a recess until 8 o’cloek this 
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tary organization merely asa nucleus. We need a militia far more 
than we need any army. We need a navy more than we need fortifi- 
cations, far more than we need fortifications. We do not need the for- 
tifications. Build your fortifications to-day, and a year hence the sys- 
tem of fortifications will be so improved that your fortifications, artil- 
lery, and officers will be useless. You do not know what kind of 
fortifications you want. You do not want mortar; you do not want 
stone; you do not want brick; you do not want wood. What do you 
want? What is the best? One says one thing and another another. 
We do not know yet what is best. 

There is no occasion for experimenting. We shall have no war. 
This nation will give no other nation cause of war, and no nation will 
commit any act of war against us. 

So there is no danger. The time may come when we may want a 
few fortifications, but it will only be when we have determined what 
kind of fortifications will stand and resist the ordnance which may be 
conceived by the ingenuity of the American people. It may bein time 
that we shall only need steel casemates and breastworks. We can not 
tell. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut, the gallant and faithful soldier of the war, should have suf- 
fered himself to become—I scarcely know what to say—to become so 
wrought up over the danger of this country getting into a war with 
some foreign nation and being humiliated. The people of the country 
do not share any such idea. 

Then the Senator from Nevada wanted to place the United States on 
an equal footing with England. Mr. President, I am sorry that the 
Senator from Nevada wanted to humiliate the United States. He would 
bring the United States down to an equal footing with Great Britain, 
when we occupy a pedestal far above her or any other kingly or mon- 
archical power. I do not like to be placed down on that kind of de- 
posit, and I see no occasion whatever for this excitement about the pos- 
sibility of the United States being attacked and contributions being 
levied upon our cities and the people of the United States humiliated. 
There is no danger, not one particle, and the Senator from Nevada may 
sleep in the consciousness of perfect freedom from any harm now and 
henceforth. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, in view of the great importance 
o{ this measure, and the slim attendancein the Senate, I move an ad- 
journment. 

Mr. STEWART. Please let me have a minute anda half before you 
move an adjournment, 

Mr. FAULKNER. If we could have a vote I would withdraw the 
motion, but a vote can not now be had. 

Mr. STEW..RT. I only want to make a few remarks. 

Mr. FAULKNER. How long does the Senator propose to speak? 

Mr. STEWART. Five minutes. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I withdraw the motion, to allow the Sen- 
ator five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be withdrawn unconditionally. 
tion? 

Mr. STEWART. He did withdraw it. I understood him to do so. 

If boasting would scare Great Britain, I think if we had four or five 
men like the Senator from Missouri there would not be any necessity 
for any armament whatever; but it has not happened to turn out that 
way in the past. 

Another thing. 
probably would be safe at the present time. 
think a foreign enemy would not get in as far as where he lives. He 
is entirely safe, because he is not on the seaboard. But I remember 
something in history with regard to the conduct of Great Britain. It 
has been already suggested that at one time she burned our Capitol, 
and she could do it again. She could take New York. We have no 
guns; as has been stated all around, we have not one gun to repel the 
attack of any first-class power. This is not auestion of a standing 
army. It is a question whether we shall build a few guns, a question 
of whether we shall have any guns at all. 

The Senator from Missouri does not care about a 20-inch gun; that 
is not anything to him. He could march right up to it and blow it 
the other way probably. But the experience of all nations that have 
dealt with Great Britain has taught them the necessity of having guns 
to meet her guns. 

The Senator says Great Britain will notinterfere with us. Iremem- 
ber when the destinies of this nation trembled in the balance and when 
Great Britain threatened to send her fleets here, at the time of the Mason 
and Slidell incident, when every Union soldier and every Union man 
and woman in the whole country was trembling lest that event should 
come. If it had occurred, what would have been the result? I re- 
member that distinctly, and I remember hearing all my neighbors say 
that if we ever were in a position to act Great Britain should never 
make such a demand again. We submitted then to any demand she 
might make. 

That isnotall. This brave Administration is allowing things to pro- 
eeed, and they are excused on the ground that we can nothelpit. I 


If the motion is withdrawn it must 
Does the Senator withdraw his mo- 


The Senator from Missouri is so far inland that he 
I think he would. I 
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have alluded to the taking of the Samoan Islands. The Senator from 
Missouri would not say whether he approved that or not. Ido not be- 
lieve any American citizen approves of those islands being taken from 
us after we had populated them, as it were, and they were ours. We 
had no fleet to send there, and a large German fleet came and took pos- 
session. 

I believe that the principal argument in favor of the fisheries treaty 
is that we dare not ask for anything better. The tone of the.argument 
of those who favor it in the Senate is this: ‘‘ Dare you say to Great Brit- 
ain that you will make no treaty? Dare you let this go on without a 
treaty? If you demand more of Great Britain she will chastise you.”’ 
We are making that treaty, Isay, underduress. What was it that made 
us successful in obtaining what we demanded of Great Britain at the 
close of our war, when our ironclads were superior to hers? 

It costs but little to be in a state of preparation. We do not want 
any standing army to be on an equal footing with other nations, but 
we do need guns. Men can not fight battles with their hands. We 
need machine-shops so that we can provide guns in case of emergency; 
we need preparation; we need to keep pace with the times, so that we 
may prepare for war before we are destroyed or before we submit to 
humiliating treaties. Ido not believe any American citizen would 
agree to the fisheries treaty except on the ground that we are unab| 
to demand better of Great Britain. Why is Great Britain fortifying on 
the Pacificand having a large naval establishment there? Why is she 
spending millions and millions on the naval establishment on the la- 
cific? She will command that coast. Why does she do that? It can 
be pointed to nobody but us. Why isshe building a canal so that she 
will have a water way to carry her naval ships to the lakes? Why is 
she making preparation, asI say, in case of emergency? Why are her 
guns pointed toward us, if she is entirely pacific? When she is doing 
these things, why should we not build guns or put ourselves in prepa- 
ration to build them? I say that it is criminal to leave this great Re- 
public in as defenseless a condition as it is, and I deny that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri can halloo loud enough and get excited enough to 
scare Great Britain or beat her ironclads in case of war. 

But I wiil not detain the Senate longer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Several SENATORS. Let us vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to Senators that-—— 

Several SENATORS. ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘'Vote!”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. If I was satisfied that we could have a vote, I 
would not insist on the motion; but I am sure there is not a quorum 
present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is not debat- 
able. The question is on the motion of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia that the Senate do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] The 
‘** noes’? appear to have it. 

Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
ator from Michigan [Mr. StocK BRIDGE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Butler]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 

ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 10, nays 17; as follows: 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
Iam paired with the Sen- 
Iam paired with the 
I am paired with 


Tam paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—10. 


Gorman, 
Hampton, 
Plumb, 


NAYS—17. 


Morgan, 
Paddock, 
Palmer, 
Ransom, 
Reagan, 


ABSENT—49. 


Kenna, 
McPherson, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Pasco, 
Payne, 
Platt, 

Pugh, 
Quay, 


Bate, 
Brown, 
Call, 


Chace, 
Coke, 
Colquitt, 


Vest. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Blair, 
Chandler, 
Dolph, 


Evarts, 
Frye, 
Hawley, 
Ingalls, 
Manderson, 


Sawyer, 
Stewart. 


Eustis, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
George, 


Beck, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dawes,’ 
Edmunds, 


Spooner, 
Stanford, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 

Turpie, 

Vance, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
Wilson of Iowa, 
Wilson of Md. 


Harris, 
Hearst, 
Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Hoar, Sabin, 
Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The want of a quorum being ascer- 
tained by the state of the vote, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb. 
Allison, Coke, Hawley, Ransom, 
Bate Colquitt, Hearst, Reagan 
Beck, Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer 
Berry, Dolph, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blair, Evarts, Morgan, eller, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest. 
Chace, Frye Palmer, 

Chandler Gorman, Pasco, 


fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll discloses the 
presence of 34 Senators, less than a quorum. , 

Mr. ALLISON. As there is not a quorum, and one can not be had 
without a call, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 30, 1888, at 11 
o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1888. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
W. H. Minpurn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXPENDITURES FOR 1886. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting statement of account of ex- 
penditures of the United States for the fiscal yearended June 30, 1886; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RANGE LIGHTS, PASCAGOULA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


| vate Calendar, and, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting anestimate from the Light- | 


House Board of appropriations for range lights to guard into the mouth 
of the Paseagoula River, Mississippi; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House letters from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Attorney- 
General of appropriations to pay the accounts of H. N. Alexander, L. 
H. Chalmers, and Jos. Campbell, assistant to the United States at- 
torneys in defense of certain Arizona Indians charged with murder: 
which ‘vere severally referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of alSence was granted to Mr. LopGE, 
for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to ask that leave of absence be granted to my 
colleague, Mr. PHELAN, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

CONFEREES, CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In consequence of the absence of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. RocKWELL, the Chair will an- 


nounce the following conferees on the disagreeing votes of the two | § 


Houses on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill in place ot 
the conferees heretofore appointed: Mr. BeLMoNT, Mr. McCreary, 
and Mr. Morrow. 

SUBSTITUTE FOR OKLAHOMA BILL. 

Mr. BARNES. [rise to ask leave to have printed a substitute for 
the Oklahoma bill, which several members of the Committee on the 
Territories have requested to have printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports on private bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to dispense with the 
morning hour for the call of committees; and give notice that it is my 
purpose, if the House shall dispense with private business to-day, to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to further consider the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, that the morning hour for 
the call of committees be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I now ask unanimous consent 
that members having reports from committees to file may be permitted 
to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


The Chair will submit the first part of 
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[LAHALA i PORTLA« 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on ¢ | 1] E r- 
ably with amendment the bill (H. R. 10377) to t st 
the United States of Mahala H. Portlock to the Court of | 1 ch 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

GERTRUDE K. LYFOR 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude 
K. Lyford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD JARDINE. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid PB. yns, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10525) to increase the pension of iward 
Jardine; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole I! on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 





PHILLIP KOPPLIN, 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
SAMUEL W. 
Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 317 
Pierce; which was referred to the Committee the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accom] 


PIER 


2) granting a pension to Samuel W. 


| printed. 


Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. ¢ 
ing a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Pfivate Calendar, and, w 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
FLORENCE COURTNEY COCKNOWER 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio: re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to | 
Courtney Cocknower: which was referred to the Com tte 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, a with tl | y 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SAVINGS OF SEAMEN, UNITED STATES NAVY 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee en Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the 
ivings of seamen of the United States Navy: which was referred to 


| the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
CLOTHING FOR APPRENTICES, UNITED STATES NA he 
Mr. HERBERT also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4350) to authorize the 
clothing to boys, apprentices in the United States Navy, to serve until 


granting of an outlit of 


they shall become twenty-one years ofage; which was laid on the table. 


He also, from the same committee, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 
ment of boys in the United States Navy; which was relerr 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TEMPORARY HOME FOR 


7 , 
reported, 
I 


10652) to encourage the enliste 





he Union, and, with the 


DISCHARGED PER 

Mr. HERBERT also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary ho for 
certain persons discharged from the United y; 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments, disagreed to by the House, 
to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, agreed tothe conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr. COCKRELL, 
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The n ‘ nounced that the Senate further insisted on it to call attention to these totals. I willask the pern 1ission of the House 
sixteenth } l t. disagreed to by the House. tot bill (H. I to inset! 1 the Rt RmDa comparison ot the District appropriati 1s 
6 mak r the diplomatic and consular ym | to the present time, coven tie period during which 
the United Stat fo ( year 1889, acreed to the further confe the District has been previded for by a separate bill. Prior to that 
ence asked the Hou n the ¢ rreeing votes of the two Hou lime the appropriations were ao the sundry civil bill. 
ind 1 apy 1 onferees on the part of Sen Mr. H \I Mr. DINGLEY cht t po nt, will the gentleman from Geor- 
Si IAN i Mr. Morca? » pardon me f ing wh the I lifference of al 160,000 in 

The m furth nnounced that the Senate insisted up { the appropriation is for schools alo or ¢ 3 it r school-houses— 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 1023 hool buildings ? 
making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for 1] Mr. CLEMENTS. The difference is $194,041. I id two st 
fiscal year endis ¢ June 3 ), 1889, and for other purposes, agreed t ments, one in relation to school buildings and one for the support of 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of th hools. fhe principal difference grows out of an incre ase in the num- 
two Hous id had ipp inted as conferees on the part of the > te ber of school-houses that is proposed by the Senate. But, as 1 statex 
Mr. Plums, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. CocKRELL. while we feel the Senate amendments go too far and are too great an 

‘The message al orne inced that the Senate insisted on its a \d- | increase for one year, out of proportion to increases heretofore, in « 
ments, disagreed to by » louse, to the bill (H. R. 8989) making ap- | Judgment, necessary to the proper care of children of schod] age, having 
propriations to pro » for the expenses of the government of the Dis- | in view the enrollment of last year, still we could agreeon this subje 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June oa 1889, and for other | if we could agree on other amendments. 
purposes, agreed to the further conference asked by the House on th ‘There is another difference between us, and that is in relation tothe 
disavreeing votes of the two Houses, and had aodunel as conferees on | control of the contingent fund appropriated by th is bill. Under th: 
the part of the Senate Mr. PLrump, Mr. DAwes, and Mr. CockRELL. present law all of the heads of Departments of the Government ha ; 

AND ZIL 1 COMPANY their contingent funds expended under tho eupervisio n and final ¢ 

LNDERSO f Illinois. the Commi Pe trol of the Pir t Comptrol rof the su For the la ttlreeor f 

Post-Office and Post-Roads was discharged from the further ¢ ler: a a Se, eee ee ee " ee aa. 
a ie cea time ; eager ad a , | trol of the commissioners, and not subject to the review of the Ci 
200 OF tne Hal (kd. Ht. SEL) TO Comp nsate the | nited States ee | troller. We think this is a bad pra and see no reason why tl 
Mail Company for the transportation of United States mail; which was | q..ctarw of the Treasury hans fends other Dep: 1ents s] 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar en eee aed ees sagas ee - “e er 
amit epléie dine adensmnaentiine anes uae Gn ee celal have their conting nt expenditures over! by the Fir ee 
a a . | and yet that the commissioners of the District of Columbia should 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. excepted from that supervision. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to dispense with thi Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit me toask him whet! 
consideration of private business for this day, with a view to going on | the commissioners of the District object to that supervision ? 
with the tariff bill. Mr. CLEMENTS. I must say that the civil commissioners have j 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iask the gentleman from Arkansas to yield to | tested against it. 






me to make a privileged report. | Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that point will not be yielded. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the House adopt my mo- Mr. RANDALL. That point ought never to be vielded. 
tion to dispense with private business first and I will yield to the gen- Mr. CLEMENTS. Another point of disagreement is as to the ques- 
an | tion of putting telephone, telegraph, and electric lighting wires under- 
lhe question being taken on the motion to dispense with private | ground in this ci ty. We have been asked for seve 


business, there were—ayes 40, noes 13. 






ral years past, and 
have appropriated and areasked | to appropriate in this bill, an increased 







| 
So the motion was agreed to. amount for putting the Distri: t wires under-ground. We have insert: 
; DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRI BILL. | a proviso that where that is done 2 the wires of companies for these vari 






ous purposes shall be required to go under-ground also on the sar 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield now to the gentleman 
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* . . 
aoe streets le he directioi he commissioners 
from Georgia to submit a privileged report. oe sa ee = ~ en a W, ‘th t] 
“Y . AT SR . . . . ' - Be 3 a f es stTLEe na out. BE SO, Witt the wnanil { l 
r. CLEMENTS. Iam directed by the committee of conference on | + ne ‘aia Sheen ud 3 ; — i rae a - ee . a 
. . ] . , roice of 3 se ‘lude he bill a provi: 1at any surplus re 
th iwreeing votes of the two Houses to submit the following rx eport: VOIce Of Enis £10USE, Included In the Dill & provi ha 7 Sarpru 






maining at the end of the fiscal year might in the ne retion of the sink- 
‘ . ; ing-fund commissioner be applied to the extinguishment of the debi 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Distric wine to the G oR for ihe s of the water su) 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Rt. $989) makingappropriations for | “1 district owing to the Goverpment for Increase Of the water Sup] 
the expenses of the government of the Distriet of Columbia for the fiscal year | in thiscity, the District’s half of which amounts now to something lik: 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- | $1,200,000. That is stricken out. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


























ference have been unable to agree. | . , : . : . ‘ 
an T ee JUDSON C. CLEMENTS i In 1882, when the water-works extension was provided for by ( 
FELIX CAMPBELL, | gress, thewhole amount was authorized to be advanced and paid by th 






LOUIS E. McCOMAS, — Federal Government, with the provision that one-half should be reim 
sy a of the House. | pursed to the Government from the District funds arising from wate: 
F. M. COCKRELL. rates. Two or three years passed withoutany steps being taken on t] 
Managers on the part of the Senate. part of the commissioners to provide for this } reimbursem rent. In that 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit a few remarks in connection | condition of things in 1884 Congress concluded to fix a time and aman 
with this report and in explanation of it. I wish to state particularly | er for the repayment of this advance by the Government, and passed 
the main points upon which the conferees of the Senate and the House in the District of Columbia appropriation act for 1885 the followin 
have been unable to agree. provision: 
igo I would call attention to the fact that the bill as propose ed by That hereafter it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the District of ( 
the House carries an aggregate appropriation in round puenbess of | lumbia to include in their annual estimates for the expenses of the water de 
$4,525,000. As proposed to be amended by the Senate the total aggre- | P2tt™ment an estimate, to be made by the Treasurer of the United States, of the 
. ‘ ‘ @= 29 on a. S amount necessary to refund, in not less than twenty-five annual installmen 
gate will be » in the neighborhood of $5,381,000. The appropriation for one- half of the amount advanced by the United States under the said act of J1 
the last fiseal year f i. this purpose scum to $4,284,000. ), 1882, with interest on said amount at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, com- 
Mr. Ht LM AN. ‘This is an increase, then, of over a million of dol- P nited annually on the principal sum remaining unpaid. 
lars. It will be observed that this provision does not require that this in- 
Mr. CLEMENTS. If the Senate amendments should be concurred | debtedness shall be paid only in twenty-five yearly installments, but 
in by the House, the increase would be something over a enaiion of | thatitshall be done ‘ in not less than twenty-five annual installments, ”’ 
dollars over the law for the current fiscal year and $855,628 over the | thus making it competent for Congress at any time to alter the terms 
bill for 1889 as passed by the House. of the repayment, and this the House has proposed to do. 
The principal points upon which we have been unable to agree, on At the close of the last fiscal year there was a surplus of District rev- 
account of the large increase proposed by the Senate, are, first, upon | enues in the Treasury amounting to about $335,000. The estimated 
the amount appropriated for paving and improving the streets of the | revenues for ken are placed at $2,363,060. 





































city. The amount fixed by the Senate is $757,000, in round numb ers, The bill as passed by the House provided for the District for ne 

for this purpose, which does not include permit work, repairs, cleaning | year on the basis of an increase over the current vear’s appropr iation « f 

and sweening the streets, and ordinary repairs of that sort. nearly a quarter of a million dollars, including an inerease for street 
Upon the subject of schools we could substantially agree if the other | improvements of $100,000, and for the erection of eight new school- 






questions were out ofthe way. Still itis proper I should state the in- | houses. We believe the house gave amply, indeed liberally, in t! 

crease proposed for that purpese. For new school-houses itis proposed | District Government, and that the sum total of the bill as passed b 

by the House bill to: ppenpeente $235,000 as against $230,000 last year. | the Senate is out of proportion to the city’s growth, and beyond t! 

It is proposed by the Senate toincrease that amount to $397,000. | necessities of any municipality of —“ e fe arena and importance. AS 

For public schools, including new school buildings, the amount pro- | compared with the appropriations for former years it is out of propor- 
' posed by the House is $842,000 as against $812,000 last year. The Sen- | tion and is without precedent. 

ate proposes $1,036,000. All I desire to do in this statement is simply We think there is no better or more honest purpose to which the 
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figures perhaps $150,000. I wish to suggest that no appropriation in | 
this bill is more needed than that appropriation for permit work. If 
there is any measure of improvement called for in the city of Washing 
ton, it is to put into | etter condition these alleys. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That question would not be a material difficulty 
in the way of agreement by the conference committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will there be any difficulty in reaching an agree- 
ment about the schools ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. _ If we agree on these other things, we can, in my | 
judgment, come together on that matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 confess to a good deal of surprise at the reply of 
the gentleman from Georgia in answer toan inquiry of mine, in which 
he states that the commissioners of this District object to having their 
accounts of expenditures from the contingent fund audited by the First 
Comptroller. In my long experience I have never known any public | 
ofiicer who, when this matter has been suggested, has raised any ob- 
jection to the adoption of such a plan of scrutiny. Upon the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations, supported by the uni- 
form action of the House, there has been inaugurated a policy under 
whichk no contracts causing expenditures of money from the Treasury 
or involving the credit of the Government are allowed to escape the in- 
vestigation of the Treasury oflicers. There is no reason in the world 
why an officer of the District of Columbia, endowed with authority to 
involve the Government in expenditure, should not be treated in just 
the same way as all other officers are treated under the policy I have 
mentioned, so that his accounts may be properly examined by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. On the other hand, there is every 
reason why this should be done. The reasons are absolutely so plain 
and imperative that I hope the conferees on the part of the House will 
never assent to a change of policy in this direction. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland | 
[Mr. McComMAs], a member of the committec. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This bill as amended by the Senate presents a very 
marked increase of appropriations upon the bill as passed by the House. 
If the bill should be enacted in the form passed by the Senate there 
would be an appropriation on behalf of the District of Columbia in ex- 
cess of the revenues of the District for the year. The conferees on the 
part of the House had some hesitation in assenting to so rapid an ad- 

“vance. But on all of the Senate amendments except those relating to 
three subjects there would in all probability have been easy agree- 
ment. In regard to the expenditures for police, for the fire depart- | 
ment, for schools and school buildings, I apprehend no serious trouble 
in reaching an agreement. In reference to the control of the expendi- | 
ture of the contingent funds allowed here and there in the bill there 
was a very marked difference of opinion. On the one hand it was con- 
tended that a municipality can not, as cana mere bureau, be subjected 
to the judgment of an auditing officer in the exercise of a discretionary 
power; that sudden emergencies, unforeseen necessities, in reference to 
municipal affairs, require a power of expenditure which can not be sub- 
jected to such control as can the expenditures in other Departments or 
bureaus of the Government. On the part of the House, it was urged, 
on the other hand, that the considerations I have just mentioned were 
anargument against the existing system of government; that the princi- 
ple of auditing public expenditures by approved methods in the vari- 
ous Departments of the Government could not be departed from in the 
District without danger; that we could not properly sanction on the part 
of these disbursing officers a freedom from control in regard to the ex- 
penditure of the public money. This is the first point in dispute. 

Upon one other subject there is a considerable difference between the 
House and the Senate. The present bill as it left the House appro- 
priated for repair and construction of streets, avenues, alleys, roads, and 
the like, $759,256, asum which, after inquiry, we find to be double that 
expended in the city of San Francisco for such purposes; far beyond 
similar expenditures in Baltimore; and, if we are properly advised, in 
excess of corresponding expenditures for New York City itself. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman mean to say that there is properly 
any analogy between the appropriations for the paving of streets in Wash- 
ington and corresponding appropriations in an old city like Baltimore? 
Is there not a great difference in this respect: that Washington has 
never been improved as it should have been, and that there has been 
for ten or fifteen years a demand for such improvement; while Balti- 
more is an old city in which the bulk of these appropriations must be 
for repairs? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I amsimply stating these conflicting views, with- 
out undertaking to comment very much upon their merits. But the 
difference between the age of Baltimore and that of Washington is not 
so great probably as my friend suspects. 

Mr. ADAMS. I was simply suggesting the comment that might be 
made. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And there are other considerations, The gentle- 
man might have suggested that the streets in other cities are narrow, 
while they are wide here and require more outlay for paving. 

The appropriation for the same parposes last year was $651,000, al- 
lowing for this year an excess of $100,000 over the expenditure of last 
year. 

These appropriations for streets are the second point in dispute be- 
tween the two Houses, for the Senate amendments propose for these 
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purposes—construction, repair, and outlay upon streets, avenues, alleys, 
roads, and the like—an expenditure of $1,184,000. On the difference 
between the House bill and the Senate bill, amounting to over $400, - 
000, the conferees of the two Houses have been unable to agree, and 
have made this report, declining to take the responsibility of assenting 
to so large an increase without the instruction of the House. 

The revenues of the District estimated for the next year are $2,363,- 
271, whereas in the bill asit passed the Senate the sum payable of the 
total appropriations by the District would be $2,531,873, leaving an ex- 
cess to be provided for over and above theestimated revenue of $148, 602. 
Now, upon the face of it, I hesitate to agree to expend in excess of the 


| estimated revenues of the District for the coming year the whole amount 


here proposed. It is fair to say, however, that the surplus revenues of 
the District accumulated on July 1, 1887, were $381,323. But during 
this session of Congress we appropriated in the deficiency bill $355,000 
for the purpose of finishing the water-works tunnel, which would nearly 
absorb the whole of the surplus revenue for the past year. 

It is also fair to say that the revenues in excess for the coming year 
will be considerably greater than the excess of the revenues of the last 
year; but no one has been able to give us an undisputed estimate of 
that surplus revenue forthe current year. But I believe that we ought 
to use part of this money to pay off a portion of the water-tunnel debt 
now bearing interest, and out of the balance can appropriate liberally, 
amply, for the improvement of the streets and avenues and county 
roads, which have been too long neglected, and which leading out into 
Maryland will open up the best markets for this city. For this plan of 
opening up the city to the country I have always contended and do now. 
We can pay and ought to pay out of the current surplus revenue the 
$355,000 of the water-works in order to avoid the needless increase of 
the funded debt of the District, and needlessly pay 3 percent. interest 
thereon out of the funds of the District; an available surplus ought first 
to be used to pay this floating debt. In other words, I do not believe 
that it is good financiering for the District to extend its avenues and 
streets to quite the degree proposed by the Senate in the next year, in- 
stead of paying this current indebtedness out of the current funds. I 
prefer out of the surplus to pay as we go, and then build the streets 
with liberal and fairly apportioned appropriations out of the balance 
of the funds, 

Mr. Speaker, I base my conclusions in regard to this matter on 
the concern I feel for the development of this great capital city, and 
because I do not want te see a reaction. Ido not compare the city of 
Washington with the other great cities of the country in one respect, 
for I believe it ought to be improved and beautified and made worthy 
of being the capital city of a gieat nation. It will soon have an im- 
mense population. It will soon be the capital of a country having ¢ 
population of 150,000,000 people. Believing this to be true, and ree- 
ognizing the rapid growth of the city, commensurate with the rapid 
growth of the population of our country, I favor the continuance of 
this system whereby the Government pays dollar for dollar with the 
people of the District in improving and beautifying the city. Ialready 


| realize that there is a growing sentiment in Congress in favor of repeal- 


ing the organic law whereby Congress pays one-half of the expendi- 
tures inthis District. Iam apprehensive that theexpenditure annually 
of twelve hundred thousand dollars on the streets and avenues, alleys 
and roads here may suddenly lead to a repeal of this system, and I 
want this system to prevail for many years so that through a series of 
years Congress may pay half of generous appropriations for this District. 

I believe we owe that much not only to the people of the country 
but to the name of the country, and to the pride and the glory of the 
nation, to pay dollar for dollar of these expenditures here; but I be- 
lieve that the giving of large appropriations, like this suggested by 
the Senate in a lump in this year, and following it up next year by 
other appropriations of a similar character, will, in the end, tend to 
the creation of a sentiment in the Congress of the United States which 
will eventually repeal the present form of dividing these appropria- 
tions between the District and the people of the country at large. It 
is therefore as a true friend of the District, because I am a friend to 
the growth and development of the city, not spasmodic but eontinu- 
ous, that I want to prevent the adoption of extravagant appropriations 
in a single year which will tend to create a sentiment which will 
break up a system which has produced such happy results for the Dis- 
trict and the city. Believing that these vast appropriations would 
tend to endanger that condition of things, I oppose them as a friend of 
the city. I prefer, therefore, liberal appropriations extending over a 
series of years. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

slus? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It will if all of the amendments of the Senate 
should be adopted, and if a liberal part of the surplus be appropriated 
to the payment of three or four hundred thousand dollars of the water- 
tunnel debt, for which this District now owes more than a million dol- 
lars payable at will. 

Now, there is a third and last point in dispute, and that is the 
putting of telegraph, telephone, and electric-light wires under-ground. 
By the rapid growth of the use of electricity for many purposes through- 
out the city it will not be long before there will be a perfect network 
of wires between the heavens and the houses and streets of this city 
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unless we call a halt. I hold in my hand a letter from the very in- 
telligent and very excellent engineer commissioner, Charles W. Ray- 
mond, now happily in charge of these affairs under the District gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman 
ask him to state the exact condition of th 
wires under the ground ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. As I understand it, the House wants to put ther 
under the ground here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; the House wants to do so, and the Senat 
says it would like to have them putunder the ground, but does not thi 
it feasible at present; that it ought to be done at some time in th 
future. 

Mr. KELLEY. It has been found feasible in Philadelphia to put 
them under-ground. 

Mr. ADAMS. They are also under-ground in Chicago. 

Mr. RYAN. And other cities have done the same thing. There is 
no reason why it should not be done here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Itis practicableeverywhere. It issimply whether 
we shall require it to be done or not; that isall. There is a way if 
we have the will. 

Mr. KELLEY. It ought to be required in all cases. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And if the House insists that it shall be done, I 
believe it can be done eventually. 

Mr. KELLEY. I know it can be done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It will be done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why has not the committee provided it,shall 
be done? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The committee and the House did puta proviso 
apon the bill, which was stricken out by the Senate. I had the honor 
to propose this proviso, and the committee unanimously favored it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What has the conference committee don 
with it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They have failed to agree upon doing anything 
The Senate has insisted upon doing nothing and we insist on doin 
something. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the conferees on the part of the House 
will not yield to the Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. We have not yielded to the Senate upon that ques 
tion, and aiter this expression of unanimity in this House we could not 
yield. 

I will now ask the Clerk to read a part of this very interesting letter 
from Major Raymond. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 





faryland permit me to 


question of putting the 


The main public uses to which electricity isat present applied are 
ing,the telephone service, and the telegraph service. Electriclighti: ner 
speaking, requires currents of high intensity, and the best authorities still « 
sider it necessary that conductors conveying such currents should be widely 
separated from those carrying low-tension currents such as areemployed in the 
telegraph and telephone services. The gathering together of conductors 
ployed for these different purposes in the same conduit is believed to involve 
not only grave complications inthe working of the low-tension systems buta 
serious dangers to the public. [am aware that the collection of high and low 
tension conductors in one conduit is claimed to have been satisfactorily aceom 
plished in some special cases, but the successful establishment of such asystem 
on any extensive scale is considered too doubtful to warrant its adoption, esp. 
cially in the city of Washington, where the width of the streets and avenues 
renders it unnecessary to make so hazardous and uncertain an experiment 
For these reasons Iam of the opinion that the electric-light wires and thos¢ 
for the telegraph and telephone services should be laid in entirely separate con 
duits. 

There are now about 9.64 miles of wire employed in the city of Washingto 
for the public lighting of the streets. Of these about 5.2 miles are under-ground 
the conduits extending along Pennsylvania avenue from First to Fifteenth 
street northwest, thence on Fifteenth street from Pennsy vania to New York 
avenues, and thence along Pennsylvania avenue to Washington Circle; on 
Fourteenth street from Pennsylvania to New York avenue northwest, and on 
New York avenue from Fourteenth to Fifteenth street northwest 

These wires are entirely separate from those employed for other purposes 
Although the experiment has not proved completely satisfactory, the results 
believed to warrant its continuance and justify its gradual and careful extensio: 

The wires employed in the telephone service have already, to a great exten! 
been placed under-ground. In compliance with the orders of the commission- 
ers, more than 5 miles of conduits have been constructed by the telephone com- 
pany for this purpose, and 1,356 miles of wire have been buried, constituti: 
more than two-thirds of thetrunk-linesemployed. Thesystem works well, bu 
recent improvements in the manufacture of cables justify the expectation that 
better results can be obtained. Since the burying of the remaining overhead 
wires in this service involves extensive excavations in the streets, it is not con- 
sidered desirable to undertake this until the result of experiments now in 
progress has been ascertained, especially asthe delay will beshort. If these re- 
sults prove satisfactory, all trunk-lines now overhead should be placed under- 
ground as soon as possible. There are about 650 miles of such lines 

The company intends to put about 200 miles of this wire under-ground and to 
bury in addition about 200 miles of new wire. When this work is completed 
the telephone service will have about 1,756 miles of wire in under-ground trunk 
lines and only 450 miles in trunk-lines overhead. 

A portion of the wires employed in the District service for fire-alarm, police 
and other purposes has been placed under-ground, and the system works in the 
most satisfactory manner. For this purpose nearly 5 miles of conduits, con 
taining more than 25 miles of wire, have been constructed. To complete th: 
system about 550 miles of wire should be buried, and this ought to be done as 
rapidly as means permit. 

The wires employed in the general telegraph service have not to any consid- 
erable extent been placed under-ground in the District of Columbia. Theresa 
about 473.14 miles of such wires, only 23.5 of which are buried. The practi 
bility of burying these wires without great injury to the service has been s« 
riously questioned. Upon this point I hesitate to express a decided opinion, 
since I have not as yet been able to give the subject careful investication and | 
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Mr. MCCOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have had that letter read so 
that these who care to hear it may know it is no longer an « 
in other cities of the country, of W f 
which we are now legislating, Sn : v nd 
wire to 1,690.38 miles of overhead wire. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND Who wrote that communicatio 
Mh McCOMAS., M 1. 4 harl s W. Ray nond, 1 ible eng ec! m- 
missioner of the District , 
It has been stoutly it ( i t i 1 
to pute ‘ r ‘ ler-"ro 1 eat 5 
ur Lit could not be « t ‘ 
ect Yet at the mome h d t t all t 
‘ ric Wire 1p this « only 4.25 miles y overhead 
cs ere unacr- eT nd rea Yet tl 1 position €! 
tiled elsewhere because gentlemen t or ! ‘ 
to greater extent t t t than witi j 
ind telegraph wires in t ( ( Ln ta 
\i LOWNSHEND Let m isk mn i i I I 
called to the fact that in the city Vhilade!phia t y ha 
strated the practicability of putting « t wires unc 
There they have miles of electric wir ! 
Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; I am giad the g i} 
I phia and in Bro } t ! 
Tt er thev shall ha tl - \ 
sal he res Oo ti « ¢ 
wil i of | s 
ti ict currents of higher inte t I believe 
been found better to put them in separate con put th ea 
t under-ground. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think in Philadelphia they put the: 1 one 
conduit, but separate them | wooden boxes 
Mr. McCOMAS. They ( t ire put 1 i , 
Now Ir. Speake In com usion, this comn tt not t 
ferees on the part of the House do not insist that t! mio 
of arranging these wires is the enly proper m« Ch ti t t 
the sense of this House is in favor of putting the wit yand 
nd they have a provision prepared the t 
missioners, Hon. A. G. Riddle, wh they have ence re id l 
ivain strive to sul tute for e pr » strich mnt f . 
If we succeed in our contention, no single wire of thes nies 
will hereatter be strung over the street enues, or roads o { 
it will stop from this day, and not another wire shall go overh 1 
All that are run hereafter shall be put under-ground When the Go 
ernment’s own wires are mostly under-ground, why sh 1 not ft 
Western Union Telegraph Company haveits wires unde: 
put our own telephone wires under-ground; why should t t 
phone company put its wires under-ground? ‘They ar 
In view of the great advancement in electric lighting \ 1 not 
wait for the future. n the course of the current year many ies of 
electric-lighting wires will be put up in this city They ought to be 
put under-ground when they are run n some pro iat 
are now overhead should be pet under-ground 
In the interment of these wires the commissions have no 
power. By act of Congr ome years ago all these hig 
left open for the telegraph companics to run their wires overhe 
corporation here, after a long contention, actually cut all the telephone 
wires under the pavement along iis line. There is trouble getting 
them under-ground in some of the streets because of the v ts under 
the pavements. As the companies will not go under-ground voluntar 


if we wait longer soon they will darken the air with their clouds of 
wires—clouds increasing all the while 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be the duty of any city to control these 
agencies an! to see to the interment of the wires, that ought to be the 
( » 1} lof the country. Resistance should be made to the 
laimis O wporations to take the sky and air when the wires can 
I terred in earth, and will there subserve all the uses of the 
CO ur j nk if there be one place where we ought to insist as 
1 example to the country that this shall be done it is here in thi 
eit If to be done, we must lodge a discretion somewhere. W 
propose to put it in the hands of the commissioners, with power to in 
ict penalt i! where wires are put overhead or wh thes 
to eat delay in putting them under-ground., 
A BUTTERWORTH I would lil ) my | te, wha 
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the pavemen and t k that the Congress of the United States l 
1 omn i of the District have no right to ta ny wel 
than Gin for pave t, and that everything else is to be dev 
i vate re sand 1 reserved for publi a 
I BUTTERWO! What do you say as to that? 
Mr. McCOMA The courts seem to ss y that i 
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sidewalks, and alleys to such an extent as to cna to 
be put under-ground. Thercis noconstitutional inhibition w p 
vents us from doing the right thing here-in this seat of government 


Congress may do what a State Legislature may not do under the « 

stitutional provisions in respect to the impairment of contract Con 
may his incidentally, even if it conflicts with existing licen 

or permits. TLinsist with great earnestness and confidence that we h 

ample powers to control this matter. Now, when we decide to do t! 

it should be done by placing the matter in the discretion of the com- 

mis to the kind of conduits, the places where they shall | 

put, shall be made. Nobody wauts to 

ruthles companies, as was d 


it off the communications of the 
by the vard some months ago; but we ought to insist that reas 
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ably, as to time and manner, and finally these agencies shall be put 
under-ground, and that discretion as to the manner and the time shall 
be lodged in the commissioners. 

Mr. GROUT. I suppose another objection is that it would be more | 
expensive, 

Mr. McCOMAS Yes, that is one objection, that it would cost the | 
companies somethil But they make us pay very liberal tolls. When 
I telegraph I pay what they charge, and we all expect to do the same | 


And this great monop- 
enough to pay the cost. 
It ht to be done in the inter 


when they have put their wires under-ground. 

oly of Jay Gould will charge us 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

the public safety. 
Mr. McCOM 


* ou t of 
Yes; it is necessary also in the interest of the pub- | 
lic safety, as my friend from Ohio suggests. Why, Mr. Speaker, only 
the other day a distinguished jurist of New York State, Judge An- 
drews, was thrown from his horse by a wire, and still, I believe, lies dan- | 
gerously ill.’ Every now and thera broken wire kills a man, a woman, 
id during the late ** blizzard’’ the press was filled with 
idents of that sort. For all these reasons it is high time 


ora child, 


accounts of ac 


that this reform be made: The objection is urged, also, that this is a 
too weighty discretion to lodge in the hands of the commissioners, that | 
they might do some wondertul or dangerous thing. 
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0 just the contrary conclusion. All 
n addressed to me in person upon this sub- 
agents and in behalf of these companies, the | 
teleyraph companies, the telephone companies, the electric-light com- 
panies, and the safe-depositcompany, these corporations which are claim- 
ing the streets and the air. When I have been spoken to on the sub- 
ject from time to time, in the committee or elsewhere, it has been | 
urged upon me that we should not do this thing, that we ought not to } 
» fast, that ight to stand still. Nobody has come to me on | 
behalf of the people to urge that the wires should be put under-ground, | 
although I believe that the mass of the people agree, as I now see the | 
House agrees, that that should be done. Therefore, sir, my answer to 
this objection is that the commissioners will be so beset by these com- | 
panies and their representatives that there is no danger of their going | 
too fast, but the danger will be that they will go too slow. 
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If it be | 
House, I should like to have it say and insist that these | 


all longer incumber the air, but shall, within a reasonable } 


‘1 lil » 10 

time, in isonable manner, and under reasonable conditions, be put 

under-er 1, and that no other wires shall be put above ground aiter | 

the ad this Congress. I now ask my colleague [ Mr. | 

CLEMEN » yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I will yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I shall probably not occupy two min- | 
I find here six points of difference between the Senate and the 
if isa custom of conference committees, and a bad custom, 
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othe y by agreeing whenever they could agree, and reporting the 
one point upon which they could not yield tothe Senate. Now, there 
} at . a i . } nalind & 

being a disagreement here, I believe that this House ought to agree 


wherever it can reasonably yield to the Senate, and thereby impose 
upon the Senate the responsibility of holding out on those points as to 
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\ h the House can not consistently ant gically agree. For my 
rt, I shall be glad to vote to concur in the Senate amendment in t! 
atter of paving streets, and also nate appropriation fox 

cho But I cordial]: agree Wi sition of the House con- 

ferces on most of the other points iny j hope therefore, that I 

shall have an opportunity, under the rules, to make a motion to con 

cur on the points I have ind 1, I think Iam entitled toa division 

f the question so soon as th tleman from Get i shall b th 

tlouse to a vote upon a ei petw 1 ti House 
Mr. CLEMENTS. Icall for the pre ‘ 10On agreeil th 

conference report 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, when th ‘ ‘ ! ts of disagree- 
nt is not the qu n di e? 
The SPEAK R prot iter the confers eé report shall ha 
been agreed to, it will be in order to insist on the disagreement to the 
{ dr ts or to 1 to ede from the disagreement and 
coneu 
i} } evio é 1wW 1 1 11 ! r th or t n the 
report oi t com ; iference was agreed to. 
Mr. CLEMENTS [ now move that the House insist on its disagr« 

J t to the iend nts of the ite, and ask a further co rf 
Mr. ADAMS. I now ask fo ivision of the question, s ub we 

may have a separate vote on th ate amendment in regard wing 

streets, upon which I wish to mov urrence in the Senate amend 

I t 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is not rence report an entirety ? 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. e re] has been agreed to. Tl 

motion of the gent] + } 


the House insist on 
ask a further conferen 
nois [Mr. ADAM 





Mr. CLEMANTS. 


ments and disagreeing to « 








asanentirety. Itherefores port has b 
the proposition of the gent] Mr. ADAM 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order for t] 
House to recede from its d y nent to any of the amendments, an 
to concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let ushavea ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS. I move the House recede from its dis ement 
to the amendment of the Senate in regard to the paving of streets, and 
concur in that amendment 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate in regard toschoo!s and schoo! hous 
and concur in the same. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the motion 





rar 


of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] that the House insist 


on its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and ask a further con- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as the conferees on th par 


x 


Mr, FeLrx CAMPBELL, and Mr. McComa 
WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the House h 

dispense with private business to-day; but b into Commit 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union I wish to ask consent 


eiore we ¢ 


| that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of House bill No. 6514, providing for what is known as 
‘‘4th of July claims.’’ I would like to have the immediate action 
of the House on this bill. These claims are reported by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Congress as having been passed upon and allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury. ‘This is a bill of the same 
character as that which is passed regularly at every session of every 
Congress. It can not possibly create discussion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk willread the titleof the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the punt 
ing officers of the United States Treasury Department 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky | 


STONE] asks unanimous consent that the Committee 
the state of the Union be discharged nt 


a 
this bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 


tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansa This being private bill day, 
I have no cbjection to the consideration of the bill now, with the un- 
derstanding that discussion upon it shall not exeeed thirty minutes. I 
am willing to make this concession in favor of private business. 


of the Whole on 


Pad } eee Fe 
iro he further consiera 
1 
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. his is t ~ | for the payment o 
A y } } . nas bw (Cy ress 
e.s8 e the wai | v l 
races claims wi ] b \ 
I irea 
as bet i at i 
dis ” I don ! } ~ 
l r 3 A 
Lo ¢ l. 
the aggregate 
tucK t roTe dee 
i ) the b may i i 
u t will take 1 S 
i \ | i ( 
v 17i ount owed to each 
c t T = 7 t 
T r9 to ¢ I 
in ¢ lition to the 1 f i 1 ( I i mounts a é to 
é the nothi: t ( I rt the act ¢ 
last session. One claim W i 1d in lof last se 
was found upon examination to have been s« 1 by the accounti 
officers by mistake, the claim having been previ: y allowed 
This bill includes a clause to re l that provision of the last bill, w et 


provided for the p yment ol h m ¢ . } 
Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask whether th 


lation of any character in the bi 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucel 2 None Ww 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be pa l wit 
Mr. HOLMAN. Noattention has been called to this bill up to 


present time, and I presume very few gentlemen have had an oppo 











tunity of looking over it and understanding its provisions. | ¢ 
therefore, that the reading of the bill proceed for the pre it (I do 
know that I shall insist upon its being read through), so that ti 

} } 


be given to look into the bill. Ido not think the condition of our 
ness is such as to justify the passage of this bill without some ex: 
ination. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Spr 
that the bill be permitted to go over until to-m«¢ ] 
the understanding that then unanimous consent shall be asked for it 
consideration. tne I 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask by unanimous consent that the bill be } 
on its passage after the reading ol 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to look at the bill before it is taken up 
consideration. I ask the gentleman to postpone the consideration of Che ¢ 
the bill until to-morrow morning. ] H 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Jam willing to do that 
The SPEAKE 


> + 4 } } ° 4 
A pro tempore W hat motion does tire gent 





the Journal. nto ¢ 








mit? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. l ask tha 


be postponed until to-morrow, and that the bill be then put « 


passage, . 47 


Mr. RYAN. Why, this bill is not before the Hous 
Mr. ROGERS. Put through without read ; 
Mr. HOLMAN. No, but that to-morrow morning the consideration 


























of the bill shall be entertained by the House. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Imove that the Comn the W 1 
House on the Private ¢ lar be discharged the further con 
eration of the bill, and that it be taken up for consideration to-1 
row morning, after the reading of the Journal, without being : 
Mr. HOLMAN. I can not consent to that. Let the bill be p 
poned for consideration until to-morrow morning 
Mr. STONE, of Kentuck I consent to that 
The SPI ER } \ m i t t l 
mit? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentuck \l I wish to do is to get the bill be 
fore the House for ¢ sid 8 Ll now 1 , by unanimous con t ‘ 
that the Committee of t vh i ( the Private Calend 
discharged f: e furth nsideration of the bill, and that it | 
taken up in f lou to-1 rn f the reading o j 
Journal, 
Mr. HOLMAN. That it is to b 1s “i in the Hous 
row morning : ~~ 
STONE, of Kent Yes; to b : i ern 
morrow morning : the reading of tl ‘ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arka I e gentle : } 
K ucky will incorporate in his motion a prov that the « 
t] ll sh not exceed thirty minutes 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky [am willing to agree to 
The SPEAKER protempore. Fift oneachside. Ist 
objection he Chair hears no objection tis ordered ac ding , 
LOAN OF TENTS TO HiE SOCIETY OF THE ARMY OF THE POT [AC, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask by unanimous consent to introduce a 
joint resolution rendered n sary by a mistake made in the joint reso- | pose tla 


ion authorizing the loan of t and tent equipage to the veteran 
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of manufacture as it appears from this little book. 
52, under the head of ‘* Colored blankets:’’ 
COLORED BLANKETS, 


I read from page 


These have been made largely for some years forthe American market—gen- 
tian, gray, blue-gray,and green are the prevailing descriptions. The widths 
and qualities vary materially, and consequently the values. The lowest kind 
isa very inferior gray fabric, ata correspoudingly low price. The writer under- 
stands that the bulk of these blankets is consumed in the slave States of Amer- 
ica, and that the low gray blankets just adverted to are designed chiefly for the 
use of the slaves, both as coverlets and materials forgarments. Dewsbury and 
Earlsheaton are tie centers of this manufacture. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I confess to having been guilty throughout my 
entire legislative career of attempting to get such duties imposed upon 
these dog blankets, which were made for the poor whites of the South, 
and a poorer condition of them for the slaves, so as to shut them out 
ot our markets forever. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose, sir, now to notice a remark that was 
mate aiter I had left the House on yesterday, thoroughly worn out, 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], which shows 
several things, and among the rest the value, in some slight degree, of 
a little knowledge of the history and growth of our industries by a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means. I am sorry to say 
that this paragraph, standing alone, illustrates the utter absence of 
such knowledge on the part of the gentleman who used it. He says 
that on July 28, 1866, I used the following language: 

Mr. Keiiey. Let the raw material come in. 
drive out English blankets. Let us make our own “ English frieze” and “ Pe- 


terboro’ frosted beaver.’’ Let usbe able to rival England and France and other 
representative nations in making these cloths, 


Let us make blankets that will 


Now the gentleman is not aware probably that at the time that re- 
mark was made there was no harmony between our wool growers and 
our wool manufacturers; that in fact we had no real woolen industry. 
It was created afterward. We had some woolen mills which had been 
created by war, as I shall endeavor to show you if time permits; but 
the treaty between the wool growers and the wool manufacturers, ef- 
fected largely through the agency of the late John L. Hayes, was what 
really called into existence our flocks. 

‘The war created manufactories. When the first troops came to Wash- 
ington at the call of the President for three-months’ men, most of those, 
indeed all from my State, were clad in shoddy clothes. They left home 
with blouses, or short jackets, and pants, and by the time they got here 
and marched along the avenue those with short jackets looked as 
though they had iong-tailed coats cut square across, and their panta 
© us had no seats inthem. They were clad in shoddy, and the ride 
to the capital to go into the encampment left them in rags; and then we 
neither had flocks on the hillsides to yield the wool nor the factories 
on our water courses in which to spin and weave cloth in suflicien 
quantities tosupply the troops. Four years of duty on wool encouraged 
the growth of sheep. Four years of war developed the art of dyeing, 
spinning, carding, and weaving; and at its close the clothing of our 
soldiers bore as marked a contrast to the rags worn by the first regi- 
ments as has ever been exhibited in the growth of any industry on 
eaith, 

When Johnny came marching home 80,000 strong behind Grant and 
Sherman he was clad in American cloth. Much of it was American 
wool. All of it had been spun and woven in our newly-created facto- 
ries. It is true thatin 1866, in order to stimulate the combination and 
in order to build up factories which would shield our soldiers and our 
working people from this rotten shoddy, Isaid, ‘‘ Yes, import the raw 
material.’? But I would not now propose to obliterate the flocks of the 
country. I would not destroy the great product of American wool. I 
would not now silence the looms and the spindles of this great nation 
whose progress in the production of textiles enabled them during the 
last quarter of a century to exceed any nation or combination of nations 
in the world. 

| shall take advantage of the privilege of enlarging my speech by in- 
serting some extracts from the history of shoddy, so that gentlemen may 
see what the rags are which we protect by one or two hundred per 
cent, 

The extracts are as follows: 

The sources from which soft rags are derived are substantially the same as 
those from which mungo rags are received. Londonis the great entrepdt for 
soft rags; but it must be noted that America, while contributing freely mungo 
rags, sends us litile ifany of the soft kind. It is presumable that the whole 
civilized world is engaged, either directly or indirectly, in supplying this coun- 
try with linen and woolen rags, or the produce of the latter; if not now, such 
will, no doubt, be the case shortly, for the field of operation in this respect is 
apparently ever enlarging. London serves the market with mixed softs, stock- 
ings, white flannels, stuffs, carpets, ete., in addition to the large quantities of 
army cuttings produced there, namely, serge, flannel, and cloth clippings of 
various colors and qualities; these constitute a valuable part of the rag col- 
jection, being new, sound, and of good color and quality. Scotland sends her 
stockings and mixed rags; Ireland, her white; Germany, her knitted stock- 
ings, in gray and white, and also what are termed *‘nons;"’ Austria and Italy 
swell the general stock by their quotas of soft and mungo rags; Turkey and 
Russia also furnish low coarse softs. 


Machines now engaged in grinding soft rags produce four or five packs of 
shoddy, and those engaged upon hard or cloth rags two to two and a half packs 
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of mungo per day. The machine when operating upon soft rags, particularly 
the lower descriptions, makes its presence felt by “kicking up a dust’? which 
is by no means pleasant to those who are obliged to keep company with it. 
The occupation is not to be termed an unhealthy one, though in the case of some 
few persons it would appear to have induced asthma, and the very nature of 
the employment suggests this to be the ailment most likely to arise from it. To 
the uninitiated it must be surprising to see the rags suddenly transformed into 
fibrous wool, and it is in this process of grinding that the apparent impossibil- 
ity of making old rags into new cloth vanishes away; for those persons who 
are otherwise unable to form an idea how the rag is to be metamorphosed into 
cloth can, when it is assimilated to wool in its form and condition, at once see 
the solution of the supposed difficulty. 

We proceed to furnish some calculations made in 1858 respecting the quantity 
of rag-wool then being produced, together with the weight of rags required 
forthe same. According to these it is computed that at that time there were 
fifty rag machines in the township, producing yearly about 13,000,000 pounds 
weight of shoddy and mungo, the latter estimated at one-third of the whole; 
this may be so as regards this locality, but taking an average of all the rag-ma- 
chines at work in the district, which includes Ossett, the proportion of mungo 











produced is probably from one-third to one-half the aggregate quantity. The 
following figures present the details of the calculation: 
INI ssintsteds siubicbucentspeditans sepuiresks ulesenydorsseqeichodtenoon hiiekenceuseihakeoiesiwnses 50 
Packs of rag-wool, daily average of production.. 4 
BP RUUINII xcs ‘p sidpbolan tei cuss eeelanlactinks apleehtbasslensaleiuhal weltaainiaiaeatiaudpienbackcans boekinn phmaniniaga 200 
RP NT Wei an ccctaistn deen cxnsselindinscsdeouemnipisncaeusthdd vetamanpeaxanekoati siipwniines 6 
1, 200 
Wecks, per year, allowing two weeks for holidays and repairs........ 50 
60, 000 
Medan Lite. MOMMA. s0iierevscussenvesevepsesccnsssesoncesccvencsssensnegeceon: éevagnns ecencanee 240 
14, 400, 000 
Deduct 10 per cent, for slack times...........ccccccccrcosccsscrssevegssecsescesesereees 1, 440, 000 
TUDE DUGEROS GE PRIN WOGL, ... cocceveniccavsccserssreesanconpsssespsarnorapnenecs ten secersonsese 12, 960, 000 
Add 25 per cent. for waste of rags in grinding and picking............... 4, 320, 000 
Es ctictibinistiherstibiniendkiabe iiiaeisen dats gonnbnynedeptneasneneunguseubeavinsbuainanens 17, 280, 000 


Or 7,764 tons of rags. 


Assuming the foregoing table to be correct, it shows the large quantity of 7,764 
tons of rags converted annually in this township into rag-wool, the produce 
being 12,960,000 pounds, or 5,785 tons. In the calculations referred to, it was 
assumed that within a radius of 4 miles of Batley the quantity of rag-wool pro- 
duced is equal to that at Batley itself, and furthermore, that all the scattered 
places in the woolen districts, lying beyond the radius in question, produce 
equally with Batley, or one-third of the total quantity manufactured in the 
country. According to this assumption there is the enormous weight of 
51,840,000 pounds, or 23,143 tons of rags worked up yearly in the shoddy center 
and districts of the kingdom, yielding 38,880,000 pounds, or 17,357 tons of rag- 
wool. Calculating the value of this material, shoddy, at an average of 4d. 
and mungo likewise at 6d. per pound, and reckoning the latter staple to con- 
stitute a third part of the whole, we find the entire quantity to amount to 
upwards of three-quarters of a million of money. The items of the account stand 
thus: 


25,920,000 pounds of shoddy at 4d. per pound 
12,960,000 pounds of mungo at 6d. per pound. ......... 


£432, 000 
324, 000 


EE esnsenn sathin ollie yavnden. 955 Pakcbuabanenseatak MitiinipedaNcivelicheksivaes puenwtieceis 756, 000 








The following statement presents a tabular view of an approximate calcula- 
tion relative to the operatives engaged in the shoddy manufacture and the 
shoddy trade, in the township of Batley, specifying the number of persons em- 
ployed in the several branches of labor, together with the weekly earnings of 
each class. It also, on the same principle, but with a nearer approach to cer- 
tainty, gives the number of ‘*billies,” ‘* tommies,”’ and ** horses,” with their ag- 
gregate of spindlesat work. Also, the total of mule-spindles, and the amount of 
nominal horse-power employed; and, moreover, records, as ascertained facts, 
the number of mills and steam-engines in connection with the business. These 
particulars are the result of a computation made for another object, in 1858, and, 
though some changes have occurred since, especially in relation to the increase 
of power-loom weavers, they may be taken, for all practical purposes, as appli- 
cable to the present time. 

TABLE OF WAGES, 


Rate of wages paid in Batley, distinguishing the different descriptions of work people. 


Description of operatives. Wages per 





























week, 

s. d. s. d. 

RAS-GOPTETS (WOMEN) .....ccccsecsccrcrsccccrscosceccrrsercecessesresssoetecccses nee ' @ @te. 7 Oo 
Foreman over women . 20 Oto 0 
Carriers (rag trade)..........- 18 0 
Rag-grinders .........ccceseesseees 16 Oto 26 0 
Willeyers..... 18 Oto 20 0 
Slubbers .............++4 qesease 3 0 
Servers (girls and DOYS) ...........ccrccosssesssecsecescecvseseseecss cesses 4 6 
Wo ciseuh ccchenisbathhsdedisives'chisnsinntbein inanakntenises 8 6 
Attendants on piecing-machines (boys) . 6 0 
Piecers (boys and girls)...........:cc.se-s0+ 1 9to 3 6 
Card-cleaners (young men)..... .... siaetend 10 0 
Overlookers .......0..2.0008 sa ase teeaainea dane cienminhaband mnemneeneseinesimiantEsete 33 Oto 40 0 
Mule-spinners (say half employed). 28 Oto 30 0 
Mule-piecers (boys and girls)........ 3 6to 5 0 
Pluckers (boys)..... Sisibaehésid smack ictanitandeinn baaptinbiniena sienpsinest-ginicn vibe 7 0 
Waxrpers (WOMEN) 00000. .ccrcccrosecressovcccsvovsesesess covses ences 8 0 
Weavers (hand-loom) .. 18 Oo 
Weavers (power-loom) 9 Otol 0 
PUNCLB 04000 reocccescscoee 5 0 
Raisers ............ 13 Oto 22 0 
Dyers (foremen) . 40 0 
FIED cncoceesonsossancecsannasnccpepnebensosetnscncassesensenezeponnpeocen 17 0 
Tenterers ....... poctneus pudlidiibseaeenitebsepdacesbtedecteneapesssinebbediseecssconne 23 0 
Burlers (women 6 6to 7 0 
Drawers ....... masiolen 20 0 
Finishers —_ scan nhleihasinaninanidapgsian sna taininpnaanaiehs ctacnaiacteabbantt 20 0 
Finishers (DOyS) ..........ccccereseee coseesersseeeseseces sepreessessssescncees weesees | 7 0 
Engine-mea ..... 30 0 
Engine-boys aes 10 0 
CAFFIOES...0000 cccccccenes cress pabilndticnemisat ae eee ae 0 
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Table of wages—Continued 


Description of operatives, Wages per 











week, 
8. d, s. d. 
Book-Keepers.......cccecsseeeers cnstnin atstinatsenseenaiaiden eueiaenen rapid trai 25 0 
Wool-scourers _ ° 18 0 
. = 
Power-loom tune rs ‘and ‘assistants . ‘ 15 0to 3 0 
Foremen of weavers .. 20 0 


Wool-sorters ........066 +: | 20 Oto 25 0 
WE ASIII 2c ccc seceneesescees epbsrentuguantiegdneniteche we asiauaen is 0 












Bi 
Billies tommies, and horse 
Mule-spindles . 
Steam-engines 








Nominal horse- power ; vtclileteiinieibeatedameed saab te - 1,089 | 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not at 
this time desire to make any other re ply to the gentlem: 1n than sin ply 
to print in the RecorD a petition from w orkingmé n in Philadelp hia. 

ae yom is as follows: 

» the honorable the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

When the forty thousand textile w ahaa of Philadelphia, in April, 1886, made 
the appeal to you, through the Committee on Ways and Means, for relief from the 
outrageous inequalities, discriminations, and oppressions of the present tariff 
laws, it was hoped by them thattheir demands, reasonable as they were, would 
be heeded, and that partisan, sectional, or class considerations would not be 
allowed to stand in the way of the doing of asimple act of justice and the right- 
ing of the most glaring wrongs. It was the first time that the workingmen 
spoke on the subject uninflue need by any outside pressure or coercion, but the 
answer has been the failure to perfect a measure of relief. 

Hence it becomes necessary to renew the appeal, andin doing so we beg 
leave to submit the reasons and causes that inspire us to this act. 

The condition of the textile industries, especially the woolen trade, has been 
growing worse, the working time in the mills is being shortened, and the wages 
are being pared down just in proportion as the strain upon the physical exer- 
tions of the toiler increases, and we are forced to compete with labor in other 
parts of our own country that is paid no more than is the much-talked-of “ pau- 
per labor” of Europe, and as all this has taken place under a system that is de- 
clared to be for the ‘*‘ protection of American labor,’ are we not justified in 
making inquiries, with the aid of our experience, as to whether it is so or not? 

If there is any virtue in the theory that in order to protect American labor 
against ruinous foreign competition it is necessary to place a tax upon goods 
that are brought in from countries where labor is cheaper, it follows that these 
taxes should in all cases correspond with the amount and cost of labor required 
upon such goods in their successive stages of manufacture, but this obviously 
plain and honest rule has never been observed in any tariff law which its 
framers claimed to be for the protection of labor. That the reverse has been 
the case naturally excites the suspicion that the design was to crush rather than 
help labor. In the woolen industry, as in many others, the tax on the raw ma- 
terials neutralizes the tax on the finished fabrics, and taking quality into ac- 
count, the tax always graduates downward against quality instead of upwards 
with it, and in every case exereeds by three to four times the entire labor cost 
in the product. To call such laws ‘protective to labor” is a fraud and decep- 
tion, and labor has a right to protest against the perpetrators of these wrongs 
being allowed to any longer influence legislation on this subject. 

According to Bowes & Co., an accepted authority, 100 pounds of greasy woo! 
will make 21.45 pounds of finished cloth, and on this basis it will require 530 
pounds of greasy wool to make 100 yards of cloth with backing, weighing 18 








ounces to the yard. Suppose this cloth is made of four different kinds of wool, 

the cost to the English manufacturer would be— 

150 pounds of fourth quality, at 12 cents --. $18.00 

150 pounds of third quality, at 24 cents........... scsssccccesece 1 20 

125 pounds of second quality, at Eh clinlidlls \asisanitbicseccednsictinamosioscanaia Ge 

125 pounds of first quality, at 33 cents............. en tecncsasucs sovsese ccccccscccesccceccess 41,90 
Cn I SO a le te Se 


With precisely the same grades of wool the cost to the American manufact- 
urer would be— 





150 pounds of fourth quality, at 23.94 cents...............06 tianlian stan ieacthie . $35.91 
130 pounds of third quality, at 37.54 Cents.............cccccsecsescsseeeceeseeeeees eevee =—- 48. 8 
2% pounds of second quality, at 39.64 Cents ...........cccccccscsscessssesessseececesseee 49,55 
125 pounds of first quality, at 49.61 Cemts ...........ccccrescecsccsserceceeees cccsecces GURGe 

RN RII NG SII «os... ssuninocnallinesendcniintindsbsanosssisupasatinieds 196, 27 
Excess of cost to the American manufacturer,..........:c00scccceccescceeeeeeteeseeeee 73. 32 


The total cost for labor in making this cloth is not over 27 cents per yard, or 
$27 for the whole, showing that the tariff-enhanced cost of the material is nearly 
three times the entire expense for labor. 

The importations of woolen and worsted yarns for the years 1886-’87 were 

039,448 pounds, valued at $4,030,738, on which duties were paid amounting to 
$2.77, 582, The amount of wool required to make this yarn is 28,157,792 pounds. 
The duty on the wool would be $2,815,779, and adding thee harges for carrying 
the duty we have a total tax burden on the wool of $3, 097,356, or $319,776 in ex- 
cess of the duty on the yarn. The total cost forlaborin making this yarn is not 
over $700,000, showing that the tax on the wool is nearly four and a half times 
the total labor ecostin the yarn. This, on the theory advanced by the modern 
protection school, can be called by no other name than protection to foreign 
manufacturers and labor. 

The per cent. of duty on the yarn is 69.11, and on the cloth 70.40, a difference 
of but 1.29 per cent.; but as there is a loss by waste and shrinkage in weaving, 
dyeing, and finishing of 3 to 5 per cent., we find that this difference between the 
yarn duty and that on the cloth is more than neutralized, and thus the ** pro- 
tective’’ duty is again in favor of the foreign cloth manufacturers, who could not 
have done better for themselves if they had been permitted to make our tarift 
laws for us. 

Under the present law the percentage of duty on the finer and more costly 
fabrics is always lower than on the coarser and cheaper grades, thus depriving 
us of the chance to work upon the better class of goods, upon which our work 
would be lightest and our earnings largest. 

The importation of woolen and worsted cloths for the year ended June 30, 
1887, was, of the value not exceding 80 cents per pound, 1,117,564 pounds, valued 
at $713,315, on which duties were paid amounting to $640,808, Per cent. of duty, 





| ested, and will be powerful enough to override the will of t 





atl 


89.84. Value above 80 cents per pound, 7,689,699 pounds, valued at $9,309.04, on 
which duties were paid to the amount of $6,415,016. Per cent. of duty, 68.91 








This shows how we are crippled, both in our earning powers and in the exer- 
eise of our skill by the infamous dis ninations of the tariff, which at the same 
time make the burdens upon the rich comparatively lighter than upon the 
poor 
: 


hat .hese discriminations ajrainst the manu- 


It is no stretch of thetruth to say t 















a ing industries have very materially discouraged the use of woo! and pro- 

mscted Uheaubationtion af edu ts, most manufacturers having for some time 
given more attention to the manipulation of substitutes, so as to give them the 
appearance and touch of wool, than to the matter of improvements inthe mak- 
ing of pure woolens in order to comp in quality with their foreign rivals. 
his has given rise to the impression that we are less sk d than the European 
workmen, yet it is self-evident that it requires as much if not more skill to 
work upthe adulterants so as to givethema marketable appearance as to manip- 
ulate the genuine materials, 

A great deal of stuff is put upon the markets now cassimeres, « that 
does not contain over 10 per cent. of wool Manufacturers who attempt to 
make nothing but pure woolens are compelled to close their mills lo make 
stuffs that shall compete in the markets with foreign makes in texture and va- 
riety it is almost invariably necessary to use some wools of foreign growth for 
mixing with the domestic; but as the tariff enhances the cost of these ols by 





from 25 to 150 per cent. there is no possibility of the American manufacturer 


using them in competition, and hence we are forced to give over to the foreign 





manufacturers the monopoly of all the markets and allow them to supply our 
own people with goodsinto which not a pound of American wool enters rhus 
the woolen manufactures imported in 1587 amounted to 49,000,000 pounds, which, 
at 4 pounds of raw wool to the pound of finished product, represented 196,000,- 
000 pounds of wool, which, with the 115,000,000 pounds of raw wool, makesa total 
importation of 311,000,000 pounds, or considerably more than the entire wool-clip 





of the United States. If all this had come in free in the raw state it would have 
absorbed for mixture a large quantity of domestic wool, instead of every pound 
that did come in anyhow displacing a pound of American wool and at the sam« 
time depriving American labor of employmentand our poor people of the com 
fort of woolen clothing. 

From a statement recently made publie by a leading carpet manufacturer we 
gleam the fact that ingrain carpets which f erly were made largely of w« 
are now made of an aver: nd four-fifths adulterants, and in 
the whole of the carpet industry probably not a million pounds of domestic wool 












ge of one-fifth woo 








is now used. There is no carpet wool raised in this country, and yet a tax of 
over 26 per < , Which far exceeds all the wages paid in the manufacture of 
carpets, is still imposed up« nm the wool wh ich s necessarily brought in from the 


outside If this wool were admitted free, a gre 





terquantity would be used, and 
probably not less than 10,000,000 pounds of domestic wool would be absorbed for 
mixture 

for these reasons we fail to see how the wool-growers are benefited by the 
tariff on wool, as it inevitably restricts the market for their wool both by forcing 
the use of substitutes and by promoting the importation of wool in the manu- 
factured state, all of which must redound to the injury of both the wool-grower 
nd the woolen-worker. 

‘It protection protects, or if the present tariff arrangement is really beneficial 
tothe manufacturing industries, why do the manufacturers find 1t necessary 
to form “combines,” “‘arrangements,” or‘ 1 
t 








in order to pro- 
t themselves against what they term a demoralized n ket? Why should 
they adopt the suicidal policy of reducing the wages of labor, which can not but 
curtail the eae n of their wares and thus injure their business Why do 
workingmen find it necessary to organize for self-protection against the very 
men who are ioiienn in their demands for more tariff upon the plea that labor 
must be protected? Men whoare really protected need not go tothe trouble 
and expenses of protecting themselves. As ‘charity begins at home,’ would it 


understandings 





















not be more consistent for the protected and protectionist employers to show by 
the bettering of wages of their employés and by treating them as men—free- 
men if you please—that their cry for more taxes is not raised solely for their own 


benefit, and that they are ready to make true the oft-re _ ated declaration that 


protection to the manufacturer will enable him to pay high 

Now, as he has just the protection he wants, and is stil leutting down wages, 
is it not evident that he is either wrong in his protection theory or is playing 

heads I win and tails you lose with his workingmen? Surely nosane man 
ean see in the “‘trusts”’ and ‘‘arrangements”’ of the capitalists and the frantic 
efforts of laborto hold its own against the encroachments of combined capi- 
talists aught else but the positive and practical proof that protection of labor by 
a tariff, or by any other tax upon its products, is worse than a failure, because 
it neutralizes the natural advantages of our country and disarranges the natural 
course of trade, and thus must result in the destruction of labor. When the 
manufacturer closes his mill, or lays off any of his —- he will invariably 
give as an excuse the bad state of trade,an honest acknowledgment that it is 
trade that keeps the mill going, and hence is a good thing to keep laborsteadily 
employed and give it a chance for better wages, Now it is always the part 
of wisdom to protect ourselves against a bad thing, but it has fallen tothe lot 

















of the protectionists to discover the utility of protecting ourselves a 
good thing, and in order to accomplish this to tax ourselves to spite ar v- 
erish some one else. 

That the protectionist manufacturers do not altogether believe in this theory 


is evidenced by the fact that they have here an association which has for its ob- 
ject amongothers,the secure ment ofa higher tariff for the protection of American 
labor and, by unity of action, to be better prepared toresist the demands of labor 
for more wages. But if they really do believe that people can becor h by 
taxing themselves why do they not try the experiment by tax ng the mselves to 
pay us more wages, or why do they resist all our efforts in that direction? It 
would surely be as cheap, or cheaper, to tax themselves to pay usa little more 
than it is to tax themselves to pay to the raw-material men much more than our 
entire wages amount to. Is not this evidence that they are in favor of those 
taxes of which the largest share flows back into their pockets and falls wit 

crushing weight upon us. Hence we have just cause to demand such a change 

















of the laws as will secure a more equitable distribution of the benefits : gst 
all the people. 

But there is danger in this theory of protection in this, that it involves the 
delegation or transference of the taxing power to individuals and corporations, 
thus placing the greatest and widest of al! governmental powers and responsi- 
bilities into the hands of irresponsible men, whose greed wiilthus be stimulated 


to such a degree that soon classes will be created which will be specially inter- 
he people and make 
ours a government of, by, and for the classes. As we as a nation are already 
tending towards customs and conditions indigenous to European monarchial 
institutions, are we not justified in sounding the alarm now? And as these 
tendencies are due solely to the drift of legislation towards restrictions upon the 
natural powers and privileges of the people, is it not time to turn about and see 
if by going in the direction of more freedom we will not the more quickly realize 
the anticipations of the founders of the Republic of making this the most free, 
and therefore the most prosperous, country on earth, thus setting an example to 
the world that will cause all other nations to imitate us? 
Can it be said that the burdens of taxation are not excessive when they are 
equal to two dollars for every one dollar of wealth accumulated by the whole 
people; when they absorb nearly, if not quite, one-half ot the earnings of labor, 
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ity times heavier upon those who labor for a living than upon 
those whose inco1 is from capital,and when they are accumulating in the 
national Treasury i hundred million dollars or more, taken from the chan- 
nels of trade and locked up to bea source of temptation for every political trim- 
mer »bber, and subsidy shark in the country? When we reflect that this sum, 
if ieft among the people to fulfill its legitimate functions in trade, would natu- 
rally foster the distrioution and absorption of the products of labor to more 













than ten times t ount of the surplus, we can readily appreciate the full 
measure of the dan done to labor by the accumulation and locking up of a 
surplus 

Ignoring tl ¢ of material conditions upon the wages of labor, they 


ha told 


ron of these taxes was necessary to keep up the high 
standard of A 


I ~ 


*s. Ifthis was correct it would follow that the pro- 








portion of w materials should have increased during the period of pro- 
tection. Bu are the facis? 

In 1850 the proportion of value of materials to the wages of labor in the man- 
ufactures was 70 to material, 30 to labor; in 1860,743 to material, 25} to labor; in 


1870, 76} to material, 23} to labor; in 1880,78 to material, 22 to labor, and now it 
is about 89 to material, 20to labor. 

Accepting the theory of the modern protection school these figures would fur- 
nish the indubitable proof thatthe tariff has had the effect of raising the cost of 
the materials and depressing the wages of labor; and when we take in con- 
nection with this the wonderful advance in the efficiency of labor during the 
same period, this table stands as a most terrible indictment against those whose 
bungling legisiation has wrought the mischief. 

The relative productivity and earnings of the woolen and worsted weavers in 
the United States and England will show, too, whether the high standard of 
wages has been keptup here; and to make the comparison perfectly fair, we will 
presume that both weave the same class of goods, 8) picks to the inch: 

Speed of loom, United States, average, 85 picks per minute. 

Speed of loom, England, maximum, 60 picks per minute. 

Hours of labor, United States, 60 per week. 

Hours of labor, England, 54 per week. 

Product per weaver per week of continuous work, United States, 106 yards. 

Product per weaver per week of continuous work, England, 68 yards. 

The average loss of time caused by breakages, etc., being about one-fifth the 
net product per week, would be, in the— 

United States, 85 yards. 

England, 54 yards. 

The highest average rate of wages paid in this country for this class of work 
is 2 mills per pick per yard, or 16 cents per yard for 80-pick work, and if the 
same rate was paid in England it would follow that the American weaver can 
earn a possible wage of $13.60 per week to the English weaver’s possible $8.64. 
Of course the actual earnings are less in both cases, but the relative difference 
will not vary either on a rise or fall. The earnings, however, vary so much 
throughout our own country as to bring the time earnings of our weavers in 
some cases even lower than the time earnings of some of the Eurcpean weavers, 
as will be seen from the following table, compiled from the first annual report 
of the National Commissioner of Labor, and the same rule holds good forevery 
other class of workmen in the woolen industry. 

Daily wages of woolen weavers in the United States: 
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1.08 | North Carolina -75 
Vermont........... 1.17 


Connecticut.......... 1.16 


According to the United States consular reports the earnings of woolen 
weavers in England vary from $3.50 to $11 per week. If we keep in view the 
relative productivity of the labor of this country and England, we can not avoid 
the conclusion that the $4.50 per week in North Carolina is below the lowest of 
England, and does it not prove that the American manufacturer gets his work 
done cheaper than the English manufacturer, and that therefore the wages of 
labor do notand can not find consideration in his ery for more protection? Italso 
proves that we are brought into deadly competition with labor in our own 
country that may be as justly called ‘pauper labor” as that of Europe. It fur- 
ther proves that the tariff has not even preserved to us our just share of tho 
natural opportunities of the country; that it has only been instrumental in build- 
ing up colossal fortunes for the few, and that a continuance of it will end in our 
degradation to a condition of serfdom. 

There are a number of mills in and around Philadelphia where $ a week are 
considered very good wages now fora weaver, and there are any number of 
mills in England where these would be considered starvation wages, and when- 
ever the employers here offera reduction ot wages they set up the plea that some 
of their neighbors are paying less, and hence a reduction is necessary in order 
to enable them to compete. They seem no longer to fear foreign competition, 
but it is home competition that is now the great‘ scare-crow,’’ and we have to 
suffer from itall. Isilt not self-evident that a uniform rate of wages should have 
resulted from the “protective” tariff if it had the virtues claimed for it by its 
advocates? 

Heretofore labor has had no direct or independent voice in the arrangement 
of tariff laws, these matters having been entirely left to the bosses and monopo- 
lists, who were naturally prompted by selfish and conflicting motives, which is 
best evidenced by the fact that they have found it profitable to spend vast sums 
of money, and much time, in maintaining expensive lobbies at Washington and 
costly organizations all over the country, some of which have as one of their 
objects and purposes the keeping of the workingmen from getting any share of 
the “ protection ’’ by an advance of wages. 

They have subsidized newspapers and maintained literary bureaus in order 
to influence public opinion and defame the few men who dare to voice our 
cause, These sums are largely made up of money that should consistently have 
gone towards the betterment of our wages, and we are thus placed in a condi- 
tion which deprives us of the ways and means to be heard before Congress upon 
an equal footing with those who for the protection of labor spend the parings 
of our wages. Even now, finding that the desire to hear from the workingmen 
is growing, they are organizing some of their employés into clubs and associa- 
tions under the direction of the bosses, the expenses being met by outsiders, in 
order to prepare them for an expression of sentiment and the making of de- 
mands that are to be paraded before the world as those of the free and untram- 
meled workingmen. The cause which requires such work to bolster it up can 
not be less than an unholyone. Thevery meanscondemn the end, Protection 
means the enslavement of Jabor, and nothing proves this more emphatically 
than the fact that there are workingmen, whether, forgetful of the natural dig- 
nity of labor, they do it voluntarily, or whether, driven by the force of circum- 
stances brought up by protection, they are compelled to submit to the command 
to rivet the chains still more tightly about themselves. 

But why should we find it necessary to make costly efforts in our behalf in 
this matter? Are we not represented by those to whom we gave our votes, 
and to whom we have a right to look for efforts in our behalf and for justice? 
If we were to spend money or keep up a lobby would it not simply be an ac- 
knowledgment that we recognize the power of money to be superior to the 
wil! of the people? Shall we be asked to subscribe to the infamous and un- 
American idea that a well-filled purse gives one man greater rights, powers, 
and privileges than poverty connected with toil does to the other? To do this 
would be to confess our loss of faith in a representative free government and 
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our belief that the old-time spirit of fair play and equality has entirely departed 
from the councils of the nation. 

The fact is,there is nd government on the face of the globe, however despotic, 
that is so unmindful of the interests of labor as to tax the raw materials of in- 
dustry, which tax must inevitably come out of labor in that it neutralizes it 
opportunities by depriving it of the means to compete with the labor of other 
countries, notwithstanding its superior productivity, thus forcing down its 
wages and speeding its enslavement. But it does more, It builds up colossal 
fortunes for the few at the expense of our toil and its natural rewards, and is 
already bearing its legitimate fruit in the aping of European aristocracy on the 
one hand, and on the other compelling the mass to make piteous appeals for 
leave totoil; ay, forcing them even to beg of some men the permission to obey 
the command of the Creator “to eat bread in the sweat of their brow.” Shall 
we stand by with folded arms and bated breath whilst we see this “ land of the 
free and home of the brave” transformed to a “land of the master and home of 
the slave’’ by wu process which even the most despotic government dares not 
attempt? 

Hence we demand the repeal of all taxes upon the raw materials of industry, 
so that we may be no longer handicapped by costs other than those of produc- 
tion, and that we may be relieved from those depressions of wages which arise 
from enhanced cost{of the necessaries of life, which is due to taxation independ- 
ent of the cost of production. 

In fixing the duties upon manufactured articles care should be taken to meas- 
ure the duties by the difference there may be in wages between this country 
and Europe, not forgetting to take into actount the relative productivity of labor 
compared with its earnings, and in all cases the duties should be so graded as 
to correspond with the amount and quality of labor bestowed upon the article 
in the various stages of manufacture. That this has never been done in any 
tariff law called protective has been shown above, and it clearly demonstrates 
the falsity of the claim of their framers that they considered the interests of 
labor at all in this work, 

Under the present law the duty on cloth weighing 16 ounces to the yard and 
valued at 80 cents per yard is 63 cents, while the duty and charges on the amoun 
of wool required to make this cloth will be 53 cents, leaving for protection b 
10 cents per yard. Under the most radical tariff-reform measure ever offered in 
Congress the case would be thus: 





Duty on the cloth, 35 per cent 
Duty and charges on the wool 
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There is not a woolen or worsted worker in the country whoisso blind as not 
to see that, even on the theory of protection, the tariff reformer who is willing 
to give him 28 cents against the foreign cloth is a better friend than the protec- 
tionist who gives him but 10 cents. Under the present law the duty on a piece 
of cloth worth 45 cents per yard is 140 per cent., whilst the duty on a piece worth 
$3.50 per yard isjust 50 per cent. How unselfishly careful the protectionists are 
to make the workingman rich by taxing his cloth 90 per cent. more than the 
rich man’s and at the same time depriving him of the pleasure and profit of 
making the finer grades of cloth. 

We learn from the census of 1880 that the total wage account in the woolen 
industry was 17.70 per cent. of the value of the product, and we have reason to 
believe that the percentage is even smaller now and gradually sinking. Now, 
suppose with wool free the duty was fixed at 18 per cent. of the value of the 
imported article, varying, of course, with those features which indicate the de- 
gree of labor expended, would it not fully and absolutely protect labor, even 
though the foreign workmen would work for nothing and find themselves? 
When, therefore, a duty of more than twice that amount is proposed it can surely 
not be objected to by the woolen-worker on the ground of offering too little 
protection, because it will give him 32cents per yard onthe same cloth on which 
the present law gives him but 10 cents. 

An excess of duties over differences in the wages of labor can have no other 
effect than to nullify the efforts of labor, organized or unorganized, to better its 
condition by placing it absolutely at the mercy of the employer, who, by hav- 
ing his market secured to him by law, can, under the tariff duties, free from the 
fear of competition, exact from the consumers, who are in large part the work- 
ingmen themselves, much more than the wages of labor amountto, while labor, 
exposed on every side to open competition, is thus forced to pay tribute to the 
employers, and through them to the controllers of the raw materials, both by 
suffering a reduction of its time wages and by increased cost of the necessaries 
of life. This is the shifting of the taxing power which gives the employers priv- 
iliges that are incompatible with our form of Government, and must thus end 
in the destruction of our liberties. It encourages, and sometimes forces, the 
formation of “trusts,” ‘‘arrangements,” and ‘ understandings,’ drawn to- 
gether under the fostering influence of *‘ protection”’ in order to be the better 
able to bleed the people and build up gigantic fortunes for the beneficiaries of 
the law. 

It has been fashionable to “‘ take all the traffic will bear,” and now it is ‘‘ take 
all the law will allow,’’ and laws framed under the dictation of the favored mo- 
nopolists themselves are always sure to give them a wide enough margin to 
take the “last pound of flesh.””’ Thus, while the wage account in the product 
is but 17.70 per cent. the bosses are protected by a tax of 70.40 per cent., an ad- 
vantage of 52.70 per cent., which is the field within which they have free play, 
by “trusts” and “understandings,” to exact special profits and make us pay 
back to them with double compound interest all thatmay be given us as an ad- 
vance of wages. 

We do not fear the antagonism of the agricultural interests, because there is 
nothing in our demands that will not at the same time promote the interests of 
the farmer. The natural market for American wool is America; and as the 
cheapening of the products will necessarily promote theirconsumption and cur- 
tail importations, whilst it will at the same time encourage the use of wool in- 
stead of adulterants, we can not see why fa [change fof the |aw which would 
vouchsafe to us steadier employment could fail to be a benefit to the wool 

rower. 

” The removal of the duties would also open the foreign markets to greater 
American competition, which would so measurably drive up prices there as to 
neutralize the advantage the foreign manufacturer has from cheap wool. We 
have too good an opinion of the intelligence and acumen of the farmers to be- 
lieve for a moment, as the protectionists profess to do, that they would antag- 
onize their own interests by asking for the removal of duties from those things 
which consume their wool if such duties were necessary to maintain the woolen 
industry of the country. 

A return to the tariff of 1867 would in no wise be a remedy for the evils we 
suffer from, as the same incongruities, inequalities, and discriminations against 
labor characterized every feature of that law, and in some respects it was even 
worse. 

Hence we request that wool and all other raw materials be placed on the free- 
list, and that in arranging the schedule of duties on the finished or partly manu- 
factured articles labor should be duly considered. Yarns, for instance, are the 
raw materials of the cloth-maker, and if both yarn and cloth are placed under 
the same duty it will be a discrimination against the cloth, because in the 
manufacture of the cloth the yarn will lose by waste and shrinkage in weav- 
ing, dyeing, and finishing, and hence the duty per pound on the yarn will some- 
what exceed the duty per pound on the cloth, and there would therefore be an 


“ 


oy 
& 
4 
4 








‘ 


Se 


























¥ . + a 
cf VNGRI STON \] 
Us 4 4 Ltd 
i r ¥ it x 7 
t ‘ ae ers s i finisher ; 
Lo « } 
v 1 r w I S is 
é I rei ated, ar ‘ i 
oO st W ~ 
if r ‘ 
“ is de 1s 
r share 1n mail this « ‘ 
» workshop of the wor! I ru 
3 with na ul pride in a; alin 
1 those measures of fair play and justice to w 
rock of our! ional greatness and pr 
id on alf oi t text VOrk 3 Phila I 
De Sa. 3 
] Mu 
vy } 1 t 
d te consi < » } { 
the sam A c t 1 be gi 
} 1s th h T ls t; Wm. !] t J 
, 3H E. H. Mury 
Lilo 1s y i I k 
uN } - i 
fer reet Hagerty, ] t North F« 1 stre« 
; ‘ iipp stre ) el J 12 Ha 
r i r Ol n, 2414 i street: |] ¢ 
kere!ll Geiss ‘ et | in S P15 P 
Joseph t, 202 iPr Phomas I 
1443 Hanover stre« Bre 2008 Howard I 
Dor G41 He ane Toltonleans 4 
t t Thon S. M i i104 } 
Benjamin L. Y: 1. 912 Sterr S Jam Mot 
North Fourth str J n Hat 2 I lo ect 
i 3 i ’ t; Ha lr. Delaney, | i 
l Dov 752 Howard stre G. ¢ 
rect; James M 10 
742 Wate S ‘ 
r ur 
Le tree I is ¢ 
r r, 103 West i 
2002 Abigail st 
Mr. KELLEY. Iam glad the gent will { , 


inence and permit me to explain. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wishitto be distinctly unde 
stood that if the gentleman can answer t argument of 1 pet 
lam going to put in it will add greatly to the well-earned 
of the gentleman as an orator. 

Mr. KELLEY. We will see. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansa Mr. ( rman, Isimply want to 
remark that as soon as I can find the paper I will have read some of t 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania f Mr. Ki EY}, in 
he speaks of the shoddy industry in a very different manner f 
in which he now speaks of it. 

The amendment was rej¢ 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rattans and is, m ifactured, bu tr 
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ion. It is possible, however, that 
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familiar wit 
the tlouse is 1 effect of this clause, and as tho 
persons interested in it, many of whom I represent, and as I myselt 
had no opportunity to appear before the committee, I am going to tr 
suse fora few moments to explain exactly 
what this provision means and what its result will be. 
Rattan, which is grown in China and does not grow in 
comes in free. I think it always has come in free. The rattan, o! 
which I hold a specimen in my hand, isused in two forms. The out 
side is used forchair-cane. It is stripped off in this form [illustrating]. 





It is the ordinary stuff used for seating chairs. When the outside of 


the rattan is thus stripped off there is left what is called the pith or 
reed of the rattan, which I have here [holding it up]. 


The late Cyrus Wakefield invented or developed processes and ma- 
chinery by which those piths were used in making furniture, and the 
chair-canes were stripped from the rattans. Out of his inventions and 


sses a largesindustry has been developed. The village in which 


proce 
he lived has become a prosperous town, supported in large measure by 


this industry; and large public buildings there bear witness to the 





munificence of the man whose talents and ingenuity founded a ne 


industry in this country. 


The process of making these piths and stripping these chair-cane: 
from the origina a principal value of the business. This 
paragraph proposes to put the manufactured reed, that is, the pith and 
the chair-cane, on the tree-list Che chief competitors whom our man- 
ufacturers and workingmen have to meet in this business are the Chi- 
nese Oo! 





ne of the furnitt made in Germany, but it is inconsid- 
erable, I think, in amount, and the iture, moreover, still remains 
protected; but in the manufacture of the reeds and chair-cane, which 
lie at the root of the business, the real ipetiters and the competitors 
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and the introduction of a graceful and cheap furniture which has con- 
tinually fallen in price, and has been of great advantage to the people 
of this country. The Chinaman can put these piths into this country, 
after using the chair-cane fer their packing purposes, at almost noth- 
ing, and the result will be to take the work out of the hands of just so 
many American workingmen and give it to the Chinese. I do not 
mean to say that the business will not goon. Undoubtedly the busi- 
ness of making the furniture will go on. But Ido mean to say that 
you will greatly injure the business, will take from just so many 
‘American wor king men their employment, and lower the wages of just 
so many more, and in doing so, will simply benefit the Chinese, a peo- 
ple whom we have excluded from our shores, whose labor we do not 
propose to admit here, but which it is now proposed to admit in the 
concrete form of a manufactured article. Mr. Chairman, this blow falls 
upon this industry because it is a smallindustry, because it is a North- 

ern industry, and because it is not believed there are many votes init, 

and the blow that strikes it is as ignorant asit iscruel. [Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] has certainly adduced very extraordinary sta- 
tistics for the consideration of this House. He has built up here some 
millions of dollars of industry, and the entire amount of the unmanu- 
factured material on which he has built this vast aggregation of industry 
is less than half a million dollars. There is an error somewhere, be- 
yond all question. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand what your point is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to understand how he 
can get millions of dollars of products when there is nothing compli- 
cated in handling rattan, and when our entire imports of rattan 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say “ millions of dollars of products. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think your statement will 
clearly show it. 

Mr. LODGE. 
manufacture. That was my only reference to ‘‘ millions.’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that three millions of capital do not give rise to at least three mill- 
ions of products? Then the gentleman stands in this attitude: He as- 
serts that three millions of capital are employed in working up $464,000 
worth of rattan and produces less than three millions of products. 

Mr. LODGE. The rest of itis labor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then three millions of capi- 
tal, with the attendant labor, are engaged in making the light wicker- 
work that requires only $464,940 of the imported material. 

Mr. LODGE. Thereis no duty on rattan; it is on the free-list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I did not say there was any 
duty; I said that the cost of the rattan imported (and the gentleman 
if he turns to the import tables will see Iam correct) was $464,940. 

Mr. LODGE. What of it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
perfectly absurd on its face. 

Mr. LODGE. But your saying it is absurd does not make it absurd. 
The value of the raw material is no guide to the value of the manu- 
factared product. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But theofficial fact is as I state 
it, and this is a remarkable as well as a sample case if it be not absurd. 
‘The gentleman gets up here with another equally absurd plea. He 
wants us now to take this rattan with the outer coverings and the pith 
and make the manufacturers of New England pay for 10,000 miles of 
ocean transportation and 3,000 miles of land transportation upon what 
is really nothing more than the sawdust that is in the material, in order 
that they may have something to work up. Sir, if it takes all that 
Jabor and all that capital to work up this little pittance, I say it is 
time that we should do something more for the laborers of the gentle- 
man’s State than to make them pay for 13,000 miles of transportation 
upon the waste material that does not enter into the product of their 
labor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
The amount of the rattan worked up is perfectly trifling in connection 
with this question. The great value of this product, as the gentleman 
will find, is in the furniture. Upon the rattan goes the labor. This 
parting of the chair-cane pith, as I tried to make clear, is only a part 
of the process. That does not touch the furniture. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does notthe gentleman know 
that the furniture is protected ? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly aware of that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman made nosuch 
line of argument. He argued here that $3,000,000 of capital were en- 
gaged in working up this rattan. 

Mr. LODGE. Why, Mr. Chairman, I can not be responsible forthe 
gentleman’s ignorance of industries which he has never seen. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman need not con- 
cern himself about any responsibility forme. He puthimselfon record 
as saying that $3,000,000 of capital was engaged in working up this 
rattan. Iam perfectly willing to let the statement of the gentleman 
be discussed by intelligent people anywhere. I say it isa perfectly 
absurd proposition. Those farniture factories—— 
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Mr. LODGE. I believe I have the floor. I stated that three mill- 
ions of capital weré engaged in making rattan furniture. It is per- 
fectly true; there is no question about it. A part of that process—I 
hope the gentleman will gradually get to understand it—is the con- 
version of the raw rattan into the piths and the chair-canes. After 
| that comes the manufacture into furniture, which is protected. I said 
| especially—and every gentleman who did me the honor to listen to me 
| knows I so said—that this removal of duty was not going to stop the 
business. I said the business of making rattan furniture would con- 
tinue; but I said a part of that business would be taken from Ameri- 
can workmen and given to the Chinese. That is the opinion of men 
who have given their lives to this business, who know it through and 
through, who have to meet the competition. There may be in Ar- 
kansas factories engaged in this business which the gentleman may 
understand, and from which he draws his statistics. I take only those 

of which I can get a list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not believe a single word 
of the statistical statement—I say this in no personal sense—I do not 
question that the gentleman believes it—that $3,000,000 of capital are 

engaged in working up less than half a million dollars’ worth of rattan 
in this country; and when you analyze that statement I think you will 
| find that you have $3,000,000 making up rattan furniture and a large 
lot of other kinds of furniture in the East. 

Mr. LODGE. I never said that, Mr. Chairman. I said there are 
millions of dollars in the rattan furniture business, and whether the 
gentleman believes it or not is to me a matter of complete indifference. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
| ment. 
| 





Mr. FARQUHAR. I move toamend the amendment so as to strike 
out the words in lines 174-5, ‘‘ manufactured, but not made up into 
finished articles.’’ I doso because the present free-list contains rattang 
and reeds. 

The HAIRMAN, 
| Mr. FARQUHAR’S amendment was again read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in addition 
‘to what has been said by ‘the gentleman "from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
LopGE], that the importation of rattans and reeds, while it belongs to 
the chair-cane and to the manufacture originally established, the capi- 

tal invested in it has in the last twenty-five years increased in the 
cognate industries of the country until 114 concerns were directly 
using rattan and reeds, and these 114 concerns produce annually eighteen 
millions of finished prod ucts. One house employs 600 hands, and turns 
out annually 8,000 gross of parasol handles, 6,000 gross of umbrella 
handles, and 2 000 gross of rattan walking-canes. Every feature of the 
imported reed and rattan isused. Its pith, its fiber, and all have gone 
into eight great American industries. 

I wish to say to the House all these industries have grown - sinee 
the Morrill tariff came into existence. They employ now, as | know 
from the president of the Cane- Workers’ Association1n America, a man 
whose honesty and word can not be doubted—that over 12,000 indus- 
trious men, earning from $1 to $2.75 per day, are employ ed. 

This industry has been domesticated in this land. It has entered 
into the ornamentation of our every-day life. It is in fact a new in- 
dustry. There is that one fear that enters into the minds of these 
workingmen—I am speaking for them. I know none of these owners 
of patents, Mr. Wakefield or any other. I believe, however, the pat- 
ent expired a year or two ago. 

Now, whatever the result may be certainly under this entering-wedge— 
and I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Arkansas to the 
fact there is one clause inside this Mills bill which shows the animus 
of its free-trade sentiment, and that is this one in reference to rattans 
and reeds in favor of Asiatic labor. That bears the mark of the free- 

trader and none more so than the last part of the clause we are now 





The amendment will be again read. 


considering. What is the intention? Simply by putting rattans and 
reeds on the free-list to admit a few manufactured articles you cut 
down one-half of the wages of the American workingmen,. It is an en- 
tering-wedge. It is unfair in business and it is not fair in politics. 

I want to say if the committee has blundered, possibly in not know- 
ing this industry, they have certainly stabbed American labor, and 
although it might not be widespread in its effects, it is one of the at- 
tacks made on the other side which strike at the American working- 
man. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. LODGE. I wish simply, Mr. Chairman, without extending the 
discussion, to read a few extracts from the testimony of Mr. Cy rus 
Wakefield, who was the inventor of some of these processes. 
testimony in 1882 he says: 


The manfacture of reeds has grown up in this country chiefly in the last 
twenty-five years. The capital now directly employed in this business is not 
less than $2,500,000— 


That was in 1882, six years ago— 


that of the corporation I represent being one million, and the number of 
persons directly employed is not less than two thousand. It is now proposed 
to destroy or reduce the duty on one of the products of this industry, namely, 
“ chair-cane.”’ 

This, as the gentlemen are well aware, is only one of the manufactured prod- 
ucts of rattan, being the outer rind or *shell which by ingenious machinery 
(the patents on which have now expired) is separated from the pith or reed, 
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essed, shaved, and stripped into strands suitable for the seating of chairs 
i other like purpose 
hat bears out fully all I have said. ‘Three millions of capital are 
employed in making rattan f ire, Wl or in] formed of 1 
t ] 1d ¢) Fi | t ¢ that } ict of rattans is 1 ad 
pith, another is chair-cane. By this clause it is proposed to put chair- 
t rattan pitl the free-listand give the work of making chair 
} 1 w34 + ‘ her That 7 +) whoala 9 l hone 
i reed pith to the Chines phat 18 ti vhnhoie case. hope 
time ive made it ¢ » that any one can understand it 
‘ TOT wTT 1 : 4 : : : “rm. al aes as a a atl 
Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman has just sul 
, - sal . 
tiated what he charged me with erroneously stating awhile a 


Che 10 per cent. charge on the refuse part of this product is just that 
much of a hinderance and burden on the working people engas 
working rattan into the furniture they make for use. It is to th 
relief this would come. It would, with the change in furnitures 
that much taken from the proprietor and added to the laboring mai 
and consumers of the country. I think that we are ready now for a 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the gentleman to mean that he 
understands he is helping the American workingmen by taking away 





from them the material on which they can work or the means by which | 


vy work? . 
Mr. BRI 
{ na 


SCKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is 10 per cent. simply 
he machine. 


The real labor is in putting the material together as 


furniture, and if the great body of the workingmen who put the ma- | 


terial into the furniture can get this raw material that much cheaper, 
it is just that much better for them in the labor they are called upon 
to perform. 

Mr. SPOONER. ThenI understand the gentleman would reliev: 
workingmen by stopping the machines on which they are engaged 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The point involved is too im- 
material to weigh against the benefit conferred upon the great body of 

the working and other people. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move to strike out the last word 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendmentis exhausted 
and no further amendment is in order until the pending amendments 
are disposed of, which are substantial amendments. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 66. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand tellers. 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. FARQUHAR were appointed 
tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 


x) 
da, 





[ Laughter 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendmentof Mr. LODGE, the com- 
mittee divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Paintings in oil or water colors and statuary not otherwise provided for; but 
the term “statuary” shall be understood to include professional productions of 
a statuary or of asculptor only. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
176 to line 179, inclusive. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BRYCE. Mr. Chairman, I move to put pictures and statuary 
back on the free-list. We practically allow the product of European 
authors to come in free on the principle that cheap literature is a ben- 
efit to the people. Why not admit pictures for a like cause, since it 
seems to me they are less the luxuries of the rich than the educators ot 
Good pictures encourage the artistic talent that lies dormant 
in acountry, thus giving occupation to numbers of people, and by build- 
ing upa native school they will tend to save our going to Europe at all 
for our purchases. 

As one of the early members of the Students’ Art League of New 
York, I am somewhat familiar with the growth of these native schools. 

Originally the members of this society were the pupils of the Ma- 
tional Academy, but so intolerant were the officers of the latter insti- 
tution—so bitterly opposed to the more progressive forms of art in- 
struction—that the students rebelled, and, following the example of 
our forefathers, set up independently. To-day they are in a prosper- 
ous condition, and the Students’ Art League is destined to assume a 
leading part in the artistic development of our country. Take, how- 
ever, any young man or woman of this training school; they are gen- 
‘rally obliged to finish their course of instruction in Europe because 
of the comparative scarcity of museums and good pictures here. Now 
this instruction which they receive in Europe is given to them gratis, 
and I know that I voice their sentiments when I request that a rec- 
iprocity should be shown by allowing the works of European artists 
to come in free. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask this not alone on the principle of common fair- 
ness, but rather for the purpose of building up, by increasing the num- 
her of museums in America, schools of instruction at home, and thus 
making our art education cheaper for our poor boys. As a nation we 
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I move to strike out from line 


the poor? 
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Ss neces y belore rear yt stone to < earth 
above, varying in depth from 15 to 35 feet. This requires | 
e cost of this stripping is one of the expenses that add to the « 
| lor every thousand dollars’ worth of stone laid « 
b PUUU at least have bee 1expended for labor. In my dist tth 
ire now ten quarries in operation. The wages paid to those employed 
n these quarries are from $1.50 to $2.75 perday. Those recei ; ) 
per day are the unskilled laborers who handle the pick and shovel 
and are engaged in stripping off the earth, loading up the wagons, et« 
The rockmen and scabblers receive from $1.75 to $2.75 per day, this 


. “kk > ring skill and neric > The ar int 1 for 
WOrK requiring SKIli and experience, ihe amoun paid for w: 


our quarries is from two to two and one-half times more than the wage 


paid in Europe or Canada. Up to this time the duty, which 
21.22 per cent. ad valorem, has been suflicient to prevent any « 
erable importation, the amount collected for ir ort duties on t} 


| ticle for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, being but $5, 


Che freight chargeson the stone which is imported, comi: er3 ) 

miles, are less than those paid here for inland transpo n 
miles, as it comes mostly as ballast. This committ has 

on motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
stricken out line 168, which placed marble of all kinds in block, reug!} 
or squared, on the free-list. The duty collected 1 
cle was $250,588.86, and I respectfully sub 
Ways and Means Committee that the redu 
the object of this bill, it is inconsistent to leave on the protected 
marble, an article which brings over seventy times more revenu I 
at the same time place on the free-list sandstone, when the cost « 
productions is almost exclusively the wages paid to the 

I will ask the committee whether wage-workers engaged in quarry- 
ing sandstone in my district are not as much entitled 
those engaged in the marble quarries in Tennessee? If anything, the 
ve more protection for the reason that they come into imme- 
Marble, and stone o 


point over 500 mil from 
i 





to protect n g 





should ha 
diate competition with the articles imported. 
kinds, quarried in the Western States, or any 
the Atlantic coast, are sufficiently protected from foreign competition 
by reason of the cost of freight. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the time of the House on 
: ‘ 





this amendment any further, nor to enter into ad Ission t 
political effect it may have in the coming election on the peopl 
gaged in that industry; but I do desire, on tl sentation t 
lact I have given, to have the a t t f ( i 
adopted. I believe if this character of stone is ] on the f st 
that it will be imported largely into this county and come in « 

tion with the people who are engaged in its production in my dist: 


and also in other partsof the Eastern States, and as it is merely a qu 
tion of protecting the present wages paid to the men employed in it, I 
ask the committee to strike out the lines and allow the present duty to 
remain. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer 

Mr. BRUMM. lIask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New Jersey may be permitted to proceed for five minutes long 

There was no objection. 








CONGI 





L.ESSIONAL RECORD—HO 


rT 
i 


U} 



































N LEH ACH 1 med and concluded his remarks as above. lic buildingsin this country, was elmost all of it taken out of the rough 
Ir, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansa Mr. Chairman, there is a| in my own district, transported there, and then worked up by skill . 
marke ce between marble and stone of the character enumer- | labor after it got ther mchorage of the Brooklyn bridge ‘ 
i i e be more ¢ and freight that might t out inthe same way : taken All the paving-stone tl : 
} tecti i one may not be an adequate | is transported to the great cities on ‘ ntic coast and el ‘ . 
pre ! re ¢ ly ki i that diflerence ib comes out in the rough i will go on t tree-list ler thi t | ‘ 
til | Mr. BRUMM. That is, the Belgian b ' 4 
| ! t y hike { { 1 Wi find upon 1 va Mr. MILLIKEN, es. ; 
that 1 tit « ‘ e chal erein enumerat Now, my friend states that the d n freight is equal to t} ) 
tt ( s the per ton getting it out. cost of the production of the xg ite 1) not my friend know tl 
Mr. LEW] \CH 1 we { like t e to the gentleman for bhi the difference in freight between produced in New Brunswi 
information t this ch ter of stone which comes in now is free where the quarries of red granite and gray granite and all kinds « § 
far f rhit neerned, | t comes as ballast granite as inexhaustible as they are i nd the granite pri 
r. BRI <RIDGE, of ansa It is doubtless stated over | duced in the State of Maine is no « erence at all? The gentlema ; 
and over 1in countries like protected Germany that éverything | can not stand up here and den hat granite is brought as ballast in 55 
that comes from America comes as ballast, and it is stated in protected | vessels from Scotland. Is not the freight greater upon marble? Who 
At that pretty 1 h everything that comes from Germany and | is to compete with him? Not New Bi wick; not any contiguou 
ot} ich counts hal t And yet ventlemen state that we pa foreign country: not any lands that lie ne lou not any countr : : 
$1 10,000 ear f ht on articles that go annually between near as Seotland. His1z ympetes with Italy. is not the freight 
other counts vpon marble from Italy reater than the freight upon granite from 
A BRUMM B { ma ( ynes from Italy ee trade. Scotland, even if it does not come in as ballast he truth is, the gen 
BRE INRID¢ of A i le com n It tle bill right upon th ndustries that have to com- 
a iarble comes a illast, \ nd il viian wil ) py ri e aloug our border. Putting gran 
te 1 that ro ) y iti l ballast | on ttherinstance. TT} put brick on the free-li 
gr" men ha iything Pine j ' t ding st 
M LEHI Or ‘ i 1 agree with et 1 list This we I | u | i } tial bill 
me than per cent. of t cost of prodt m of stor the y cles upon tl list wl ire of Northern producti 
paid, whether it be sto or marble ne the hern } coun have to ¢ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not willing to say tl with production in Canada close to our borders. 
th il true of marble: but whe ther it be tri of sandstone or ni ] j have i irth oO ‘ Air. ( ur } it if there is any one in lu 
hold that the difference is made up in freight. which is, perhaps, m try inthis country the value of w! ult entirely labor itis t] 
than the wage paid for the quarrying, and therefore I donotsee where | production of gran rries are worth ali hing. Y« 
th lierence comes in. n buy the rie by the square mile The stone lying there is 
Mr. LEHLBACH. It makes just this difference—— raw material, That is one mat il that is raw mate not o1 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It makes this difference, that | that is the product of human skill or human labor; and when a pav- 
you simply add the tariff to the proper price, so that the consumer mu ing-block is produced 90 per cent. of the cost of it is for labor. 
pay more than he ought to pay, and thus consumption and producti | Here the hammer fell. | 
are | ned, w re lessened, and the wage-worker and consumer | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. While rough marble has be: 
alike are unnecessarily and unjustly deprived of money for the pro stricken out from the free-list, yet it is the purpose of the committec t 
prietor. | take more off rough marble when we come to it in the tax-list than 
' r the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who is the present d ym stone. 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, but who is not now i: As to this matter of competition in stone, I happen to be interested 


the House, I will 


marble Marble is 


say to the gentleman that he opposed any duty upon 
produced in Vermont, marble is prod , 1 be- 
lieve, in Massachusetts, and it is produced in New York, if I mista 
It is produced in my own State. I was in favor of free marb! 
It is produced in Tennessee, and the gentleman from Tennessee 
McMILLIN | was in favor of free marble. Not only from the sever 
Northern States, but from one Southern State, Georgia, have we heard 
a desire for a duty on marble. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Why did your Committee on Ways and Me 
authorize the striking out of the line which put marble on the free-list; 
at whose request was it done? That is what I want to know. 





uced 





not 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have substantially told th 
gentleman I do not now remember the names of all the people who de- 
sired a duty retained, but I will tell him that the States in which 


marble is pro 
resentati 
an article : 
Vermont, and 
man from ‘Tenne 
the duty. 





luced are the States through which their people and rep- | 
1 that it would not bejustat this time to putso costly 
rble on the free-list. I have enumerated New York, 
sssachusetts. Ihave stated to him that the gentle- 
see [| Mr. MCMILLIN], did not ask for the retention of 
not ask it for my own State; indeed, I opposedit. If 
satisfy the gentleman Iam unable to satisfy him. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I donot believe the representatives from one 
have any more influence in the Democratic caucus than I have. 

I am here to represent my district —— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I say to the gentleman tha! 
man need not be a Democrat to get impartial and just consideration on 
the part of the committee. We are notseeking tocombine for political | 
purposes, seeking to present a sectional bill. Weare giving | 
you a broad and patriotic bill, one appropriate to all the industries of 
the country. When the gentleman sees it, he can not rise to a concep- 
tion higher than a mere political combine. I think the time has 
for us to havea vote on this amendment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not but admire the stupendous boldness of as- 
sertion, to call it by no other name, of my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. | 
BRECKINRIDGE] when he states that in this particular at any rate 
the committee has sought to give us a fair, impartial, unsectional, and | 
patriotic bill. The stone industry is one of the great industries in my 
State. Weemploy thousands upon thousandsofmeninit. The granite | 
when it is taken out of the quarry, when it is split, is transported all | 
over this country. 
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| 
Itis transported before itis worked up. The granite 


which has gone into the New York state-house, one of the largest pub- 





somewhat in a stone quarry property near the northern border. I 








my family and some friends own a quarry which furnished stone « 
which the court-house at Milwaukee is built, of which the Chicago T1 
bune building is built, of which the most beautiful church I ever saw, 
church in Milwaukee, is built; and if we can not sell that stone fair 
and squarely in competition with foreign stone we will not ask any sn 

iy to enable us to do i 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Where is the gentleman’s quarry? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In the Apostle Islands, in 


Lake Supei 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Ah, but you do not have to compete with Cana- 


k there. 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We will ask no subsidy t 
enable us to do it And I know not what stone may be on the nor 
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protection. 


nsportation from New Brui 
» so great as to afford am} 





But the cost of tr 
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i your stone woul 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Our locality has to pay t 
reight from the Apostle Islands down to Chicago; and does not 
entleman know that the New Brunswick stone will come: 
last ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. In the absenceof o ti he Chair will rega: 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. 


Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 180. 

In the district which I have the honor to represent there are exten- 
ive granite quarries, in which the owners have a large amount of cap- 
ital invested and employing thousands of laborers. 

If this clause of the bill is permitted to stand and stone of th 
various kinds mentioned therein is admitted free of duty, one of two 
things will happen to the people who are engaged in this industry 
The quarrymen will either stop operations or the wage-earners w 
have their wages reduced 20 per cent., or sufiicient to offset the presen 
duties. Insupport of that proposition I will send to the Clerk’s desk, to 
be read, two letters that I have received from men who are engaged in 
the business. 

The letters were read, as follows: 












WESTERLY, R., I., June 

Dear Str: Your favor of the 4th instant is duly received, and,in reply, w 
submit the following: 

We are not specially interested in sandstone, freestone, or marble, except as 
we are sometimes obliged to purchase a small quantity to complete some con- 
tract, and so you will understand us as speaking particularly of granite. 

Per week. 
$4.50 to $.( 
10, 80 to 12,00 


: 1s 


Common laborers in Scotland..............00 
Common laborers i: America..........+++ 
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, as to this item of st we have no explanation offered [r. 





these gentlemen strike out ‘‘rough marble,’’ and keep in the fre 


and granite and all building stone.  I1 ption « 





1e duty now is $1 per ton, or over 


Treasury Department las been Vv | t 


it appears that the importation of ‘‘ stone and manufactures of, inclu tones, 1 t I ' 


cent. Int immary of imports given by the 


,’ for the year ending December 31, 1887, was $385,000, ai it a creat if 
for the year ending December 31, 1886, $399,000, 

In the report of the Tenth Census, which I have before me, four hu s{ uncapping o 
dred pages of text are given to building stone and that class of material. | labor put on the st day by day 
There are, in addition, nearly forty plates illustrating the building and slue of t uilding and monumen 


ing slate 
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There protection n to building stone i protection to the worl 
Mh j 
In I 9 t! question is reg ad ne it 
I y ! se itot { i d t { of 
. 4 
t { | ‘ t { 
Che Cler] { 
‘ i i 
i I ‘ I ‘ l i ! f , 
i ' j ‘ nm 1851 ¢ . } 
‘ ( i t ! ‘ I r i I> i 
t { i ‘ rot ib 4} 
! to the « i 1 a to 
ala vail ‘ l 1 f op 
‘ i \ yin n c ! 
} tra i ut i 
2 ‘ i ly < 
wer ; i 
Up to 1861 I did not know of igie stone-cuiter who had been able to 
and pay f s hon In 1854 I knew hur eds who paid for their he 
the work of their hamm and isel Che tariff gave us these} ie 
publican party ga the tariff J Ly veratic party is try 
uwas Phe Mills bill, indorsed by th convention, removes a mn 
or ent which will tin ethel elsutters more than it do 
cutters Stone utters in ita do not ear more than 59 cents en 
show by a diary kept sinc Ix>| that lL have bought the necessaries of l for 
my family as cheap during ti ! ttwely yé irs as under the free-trade 1 < 
fi 1 1851 to LS6! 
in ( on, I will say t! tariff h me a vod home and dou 
the p | would have ma under fr trade ill my right hand m 
efore Lagain vote 1 elfand fellow rkmen onan equality with the 
i ’ of | j I el \ en ¢ ivoring for years to 
pt! ' mvict-made goods from coming into compe iwith our own work 
\ ill it not lower prices of labor just as much to have them made in i 
rope id, if Democrac prevall 1d in our markets fi from duty”? 
Mr. PARKER. ‘The amount of sandstone and ervstalline sili 
stone quarried in the United States the last census year was over 45.,- 


000,000 cubic feet, valued at nearly $10,000,000, 
Our coast cities and Northern cities can be readily reached by water 
xhts from g of the quarries of Canada as well 
as those of other countries, but there is no good reason, nor even plausi 
ble excuse, for inviting the bringing of the products of foreign quarries 
tothe , thus displacing American stone-cutters, mechani 
and teamsters and those who furnish them supplies. 

‘The duty of $1 per ton should be allowed to remain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and formal amend- 
ments will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I correctly understood the exp!anation of the 
gentieman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] he said that marble 


iT. 


at cheap frei reat numbers 


United State 


unmanufactured and undressed was taken from the free-list, while 
granite and these other kinds of stone were left on the free-list for the 
reason that marble was the more expensive or more valuable stone: 


l’rom the Republican standpoint [ think we on this side of the House 
are inclined to look at the question of labor involved, and to insist that 
jabor is the material interest which should be properly cared for and 
protected in the imposition of tariff duties, and that while the labor re- 
quired in quarrying granite and other stone is quite equal to that in 
quarrying marble and more valuable stone, there is no reason why pro- 
tective duties should not be maintained upon granite and other stone 
in the same manner as upon marble. If not, l want to know why not. 
Ido gentlemen on the other side of the House mean to commit them- 
elves to the proposition that they are in favorof protecting the quarry- 
protecting those who own the valuable deposits of marble in 


owners, 
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the quarries, and refusing protection to the labor engaged in getting | 


out the granite and other kinds of stone? 
inate in favor of the owners of valuable marble quarries and against 
labor ? 

‘The position of our Democratic friends in this matter, however, is 
not inconsistent with their previous record, and is not surprising to 
those who have followed the course of this debate upon the various 
items of this bill. When we have come to an article upon the free-list 


which, when subject to tariff duty, produced but a trifling amount of 


revenue, gentlemen on the other side of the House have argued that it 
should be upon the free-list because it produced such a trifling amount 


Do you intend to discrim- | 


TaTTIA OIC 
JUNE 29, 
yrotection. When, on the other hand, I find an article that } 0- 
luced in tariff duties collected from it during the 
; 1] ; i 
fs is equally suggestive to 1 ming 
+1 
nr bh me 1 < uly protect i by rift . 
r] 1. Thela portat ( ( 
' t T ' + 
| vis an 1 - 
4) l ut} | 
I h ca tead of putting e upon 
tis m surd , redu t chi lt ) 
a nportations, I uld if] i i so] ] 
( it, that probably a « where the tariff duty shou 
) ( r to allord greater protect to the American p 
, . . a 
of the same kind, limiting to a greater « it the importation ol 
Imi} 
that reducing to ‘ ul extent that dangerous 
plus which you gent i¢n on the other side claim to be the pu 
| ind object of this bill. 
Why will you not deal with a practical business question in a practi 
1 ae ee 
cal. mon-sense , DUSINess-llKe way 7? 
| Hfere the hammer fell. ] 
Ir. DINGLEY. I join with my colleague, Mr. MILLIKEN, in oppos- 
ing the proposition to place on the free-list impoited granite, {reestone, 
indstone, and all building or monumental stone, when unmanufuct- 





ured or undressed. One of the most important industries of the State 





and district which I represent is the granite industry. Thousands ot 
industrious, intelligent, and most deserving men are employed in get- 
ting out building and monumental stone and paving stones Phedut 
which is now imposed on such imported stones holds nearly all of th 
business in ourown country and gives employm tocurly « cK ( 
wages. It is now proposed to remove this und ailow b 
monumental, and paving stones got out by paid scarce] 

than one-half such labor is paid here to come into our market 
compete with similar products of our own labor. Iam opposed t 





} 


proposition, and hope the committee will 
out of the bill. 

Che CHAIRMAN. 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRUMM. I renew it. 

The theory of the Committce on Ways and Means and the Demo- 
cratic caucus of this House has been, with reference to whisky at least, 
that it should be taxed because it isa luxury? This is evidently the 
theory notwithstanding the fact that the product which goes into the 
manufacture of whisky is the product of the farms of this country, and 
that by reason of the whisky rings they have so monopolized the man- 
ufacture of whisky that there are none but large distillers who can 
exist. The farmer’s corn, his wheat and rye, must be shipped a great 
distance to the large distiller in order to be utilized. It can not ! 
utilized at home by smail distillers, and in that way his product is made 
the subject of monopolies by this terrible whisky ring, and is taxed, 
by means of which they invade every farmer’s house in the country. 

They claim the right to tax it simply because it isa luxury. When 
it comes te the question of sandstone, however, the lowest order of 
building stone, the stone that is used by the poor man of our country, 
in which his labor is employed, they say oh, no; we will put that on 
the free-list. But as you rise in grandeur and expanse, as you get up 
into the fine stone that is used by the wealthy, by those who not only 
dream, but actually dwell in marble halls, the stone that is used by 
the wealthy alone, the marble of the country. they say—— 

Mr. CANDLER. Did we not strike that off the free-list on yeste 
day ? 


Mr. BRUMM. 


alopt the motion to strike it 


The Chair will regard the pro formaamendment 


I’- 


Ah, but the gentleman did not allow me to com- 
plete what I was saying. Yes; you struck it from tlie free-list yester- 
day, but what was the object of that? Will the gentleman siate the 
reason why it was stricken off? I will tell! you. Yon stracik: it off 
because you want the marble to come in practically free, and marble is 
struck off that list with a view to regulate it when you come to that 
part of the bill under a pretext of a tariff that is merely nomiual. 
But where is the consistency in this bill in placing this stone on the 


| free-list? 


of revenue; but when we have reached an article which they desire to | 


place upon the free-list, the tariff duties upon which are producing a 
large amount of revenue, they have been able to make their argument 
or their alleged logic sufficiently elastic to permit them to urge that 
because the article produces a large amount of revenue therefore it 
should go upon the free-list, in order that a reduction to that large 
amount might be made in the increasing surplus in the Treasury. 

I regard this matter from quite a different standpoint and in quite : 
ditferent manner. If I find an article which during the last year has 
produced from the tariff duties collected from it a very small amount 
revenue it is to me an indication at least that that article is well 
protected by the tariff duties already imposed upon it. Consequently 
1 think in such case it may well be inquired whether it is not an article 
upon which the tariff duties might well be lessened—not removed, be- 
cause if removed our ports are opened to the free importation of the 
product whatever it may be, and irrespective of claims for adequate 


of 


The CHAIRMAN. 
to strike out the paragraph. 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR. [I see the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] isnow 
in the Hall, and I desire to ask his attention for a few moments to 
what I am about to say. 

On yesterday, when I proceeded to address the committee in regard 
to the statement made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs], in 
which he had accused the Republican party of being in favor of free 
whisky, the gentleman from Texas claimed that he had not made a re- 
mark of that kind, and I was diverted from the subject. I find, on 
reading the REcoRD, that he had made that charge, and therefore | 
wish to say that the Republican party of this country is not in favor of 
free whisky. I wish to state further that a number of Republican 
States of this country are in favor of the absolute prohibition of the 
manufacture or sale of intoxicating liquors in any form as a beverage, 
and the national party are in favor of temperance. And when the 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
The Chair will regard the pro forma 
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. 
centleman makes the statement that the Republican party is in favor iw 5 per cent. ad valorem. Under the tariff of ISS83 it \ 
of free whisky, he ignores the fact that most of the prohibition sentt- | t ) per cent eing included 
ment in this count 3 iound in the Republican party \ pr 
Bat the pe itleman from Iowa while he was on the floor m le a re r yt e€ 1s 1 eu n sta ( ( n i l 
mark which | did not hear at the time, but find in the RECORD: é tizit this pa ! La sm 
Behold the Colossus of Rh t \ papel \it t l 
Laughte 7 j 
By which I presume tl ntle n means to accuse me of straddli é I 
on the question which we were then d g ques ft cou it 
: ; ; 
j repeal of thy terna ! tax on W . 1 do no nk mp 
member of tl louse on eit] side will seriously accuse me of t ‘ ‘ 
! r il position on any q 1On t ! { t 
t, Mr. Chairr I thank the ntleman from Iowa for ( 1 t 
the Colo is of | Les il u I nm stood 1 
{ \ t the harbor of 11 ( It w ! ts ] so } 
indeed, that the ships ¢ that t e ¢ ] pia ety it I ‘ ! 
will say that the itleman from Iowa has th s i t t « 
and has more capa SI than any 1 n ( mitt it 
the | t time Hie can stand hwar ) t gest polit ! 
lel 10n til A! i itt t to-da La I 
‘I ¢ i l l i 1 § li tl ne i 
Cong Ss a sinall ot en V » call the ly i hit } 
i] cist t; yet! e he stan up as a VDemoc! on t t ‘ 
H a We we ' +} 9 ‘ ; 1 \\ it « th) ) 
tleman mean by ‘‘we?’’ I suppose he mea to have it inte t Lat ) 
he belongs to the Demo par ; controlling t 
in the House of R sentatives. I thank the gentleman for that I fact ‘ that t efforts t 
mark, because I think before the people of lowa ine will n eed in | to t t 
standin and bridging the political chasm in his district a 
longer. ise on the Republican side. ] s 
Mr. | Mr. Chairman, I desire betore a vote is taken to coi Here the hamn 
rect any impression that may have been made upon the mind of any BAKER, of N I 
member of the committee by the remarks of the gentleman from New | | my t extended, 
York [ Mr. PARKER]. He objects to this clause because he construes L here : ’ al t 
the language as admitting dressed and polished stone free of dut 
The provision of the existing law, of which tl isan amendment, isa ! AKI f I Yor] Now, as I st 1] t 
follows: ctofs considerat the De t. O l tM 
Stones, unmanufactured or undressed, freestone, granite, sandstone, and ‘ | etter »>the>s {1 ! Vv, ¢ ratt 
building or monumental stone, ¢ pt marble, n spe sily ¢ imera 1 or t ¢ t ? ( t Q \Ia h I re ed rt 
provided for in this act, $1 per ton; and upon stones as above, hewn, dress nal + i nt ! ‘ 
polished, 20 per cent. ad valorem, J : ‘ , , 
The proposed clause, which it is now sought to strike ont of this bill, — what J ares : ‘ ication ma 
is as follows: ~ ; ed to read ] c- 
Stones, unimanufactured or undressed, freestones, granite, sandstor u t 
building or monumental stone bh I e wie } \¢ 
It will be seen that it isnotsou ice hewn, d , Ory ‘ the i 
stone upon the free-list, but the same are left to bear the rate of du t ( lmunicatl : \ Cees ex nts nyu 
now imposed ulministered to-d prop i tat ) 
Mr. PARKER I am afraid it is left subj to unfriendly con tt plain paper, when l tot niry u 
tion. ( ume ed on the f t that i t 
The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to i result. the foreign esti , the 1 11 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for a division. j this int 1G é eda ‘ t lj 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45 61, 1 Vilore \ the people tow 
So the amendment was rejected. i » per nt pon thep ert tia 
The Clerk read as follows to} good Iriend from A 
‘ trings of gut or any other ji erial I vants to do what Is I it, that b to ¢ t to 
LiOow e } | nt : ed 
Waste, all not specially enumerated or provided for { r to Oo >D t \ 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendn oO by 
I send to the Cle desk f 5 h ‘ 
lhe Clerk read as follows ; ‘ 
ter line 184 insert by ant 
1otographie print paper not albumer i ! zed: } 
this act unles { na f t man \ t v Y i 
thereon } BRECKINRID«¢ ) S i 
Ch in, this isa matter of con h ypeal to 1 1 t 
the at n of the committ t re 
majo of the committe } the |} ) { | 
ti 37 il na W if . l t rei ‘ 
raph rint paper, not a miecht 1 al 
Lhis pa ri l, substantia t ) put th r list it t ( 
made in two European factories, one near Lyons, in France, and the e not been able, wv such examinat st 
other in Malmedy, in Germany. Attempts have been made to manu- | subject—and I am not prepare ) t 
facture it in this country, but owing to the limited amount consumed | very thorough—the committee, | 


in the arts and to the difficulties attending its manufacture its prod way clear to 1 nmend that this a 
tion has not been a successin the United States. Itisi: 


biLL POL 











country at an expense of about 50o0r60 centsa pound. After being in correspt ng 1 

ported it is subjected to two processes, one known as albumenizing. with | uct, that wo 

a preparation made from the whites of eggs, the other as sensitiz it d, to the « of t 

the process of which great quantities of silver areconsumed. ‘Toillus- | but we put t uy e fr | 

trate: in my own city we have two establishments engaged in the | graphic pap el eu ( é 
preparation of this imported plain paper, one in albumenizing, and the | paper. 

other in sensitizing. The albumenizing establishment to which I refer Mr. BAK ot v Yo ] ry I i ] 
consumes about one thousand dozen eg¢ day. Thesensitizing estab- | ror, and does not yet understand the ease 

lishment uses $5,000 worth of silver per month. Each establishment Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We I he 
employs about one hundred persons in the prosecution of its business. | am not satisfied on that point; and while I do not ibt that t 


Under the law from 1861 to 1883 the duty upon this class of paper | tleman is perfectly honest in | t ! 


In His Opinion y¢ a ive ho ¢ ) 





uke tht 
against an American industry in 
discrimination, and I can tell you how mu 
As it is, the discrimination in favor of the European and agai tl 


American indust S5aream. If you put duty at 15 per cent 
; 


J 
ad valorem on the albumenized and sensitized as is the plain pa 
per, it woul a discrimination of $4a ream agai! the American 
industry. If you make plain paper free and put 15 per cent. on the 
coated, the discrimination is $2.50 against the American industry. My 
proposition is to make the plain paper free and impose 25 per cent. on 
the coated, which is still a discrimination of 60 cents a ream in favor 
of the European industry and against our own. The letters produced 
and read by me daring this discussion considered in connection with 
my remarks will, I trust, give gentlemen a clear understanding of the 
case and result i { 
out opposition. ] , Mr. Chairman, that the letters may be printed 
in the Rr 


prop sed amendment to be adopte d with- 


RocuHeEstTer, N, Y., January 26, 1888, 


Sim: As constituents of yours doing business at Rochester, N. Y., we desire to 
submit for your consid 1, and through you to call the attention of Con- 
gress tocertain factsand statements in support of the bill (H. R. 5660) introduced 
by you intothe House of Representatives on January 23, 1888, to regulate the ad- 
mission into the United States of photographic print paper, which bill was r 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Our business consists in the preparation of this class of paper by special treat- 
ment for the use 6f photographers. The plain paper of this grade is all made at 
two mills, one situated near Lyons, France, and the other one at Malmedy, 
Germany. The difliculties attendant upon its manufacture have been so great, 
and the consumption of the paper so comparatively small, that the two mills 
specified have for the past ten or fifteen years practically monopolized its man- 
ufacture, and, no doubt, will continue to do so. Some efforts have been made to 
manufacture it in the United States,but because of the small quantity of it used 
and the difficulties connected with its manufacture, these efforts have not been 
crowned with success. 

From 186] to 1883 the duty on this class of paper was 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
and under the tariff of 1883,now in force, it is 25 per cent., it being included 
under the provision for “‘ paper not otherwise provided for,” so that for over 
twenty-five years there has been a substantial protective duty on this class ot 
paper suflicient to develop its production in this country if there was any like- 
lihood of its being made a profitable branch of industry. It is of a peculiar 
character, readily distinguishable from any other grade or class of paper by any 
expert in paper; quite as much soas “printing paper, unsized, used for books 
and newspapers exclusively,” or “* paper sized or glued, suitable only for print- 
ing paper,” for each of which classes special provision is made in the tariff at 
rates of duty far below those fixed on the general class of paper not specially 
named in the tariff. 

Photographie print paper commands avery high price, costing, delivered in 
New York without duty, from 50 to 55 cents per pound, When imported in 
sheets the name of the manufacturer is impressed in a water-mark on each 
sheet, and when imported in rolls the water-mark appears on every 3 feet 
ofthe roll. Aside, however, from its distinguishing characteristics, its price is 
so high as to makeit unsuitable forany other use than its legitimate one of print- 
ing pictures from negatives taken by photographers. There would, therefore, 
be no danger to the revenue in giving this grade of paper a separate classifica- 
tion under the tariff, no more so than in the case of paper for books and news- 
papers 'and printing paper, and the special provisions made in the tariff for 
these classes of paper have been attended with no difficulties in the way of 
their execution, the character of the paper being found to be a sufficient test to 
determine its classification. This statement will apply with equal force to pho- 
tographiec print paper 

II. Before the paper is available for the use to which it is to be applied it must 

tergo several processes. One is called albumenizing, which consists in coat- 

g the paper with the white ofeggs. Another is in coating the paper with a 

ixture of gel and bromide of silver. This process is called sensitizing 

» paper is imported in three conditions, namely, plain, albumenized, and 
sitized. It is sold to photographers only in two conditions: first, sensitized, 
in which condition it is ready for use, and second, albumenized. When sold in 
the latter condition the photographer himself performs the work of sensitizing. 
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F till uv 
idvantag 4 , bled him to import his finished pro 
rate of du imposed on the plain paper, and it was th 
»ved processes and mac y, developed at a great expen 
and money, that we were enabled t | swith the fore 
ereby control a part of the he 
r the Treasury Departm put in fi a ruling founded on tl 
a case brought before : Inited States court that the albu 
i paper was no 1 rer paper, but was an article whic! 
ie distinct and additional processes it had undergone, was to be regarded 
1ufacture of paper,”’ dutiable under the act of 1883 at only 15 per cent. 
, and that ruling is stillin force, This pi 
fthe finished product paying a less rate of 
I n paper from which it is made, and reverses al 
:ed principles of tariff legislation. 

It was aserious blow to an industry which, under the former condition of af- 
fairs, was already struggling for existence, and we believe that no argument is 
necessary to convince you or any other member of Congress that the present 
condition of the tariff in this respect should not be permitted to continue, but 

at a duty sufiicient to encourage the domestic manufacturer should be placed 
on the coated paper, leaving the plain paper to be placed on the free-list or to 
bear a very low rate of duty. We do not seek to have the duty on the finished 
article placed so high as to increase the cost to the ultimate consumer, but w 
do ask that we may be placed in a position where we can furnish the article to 
the consumer somewhere near as cheaply as the foreigner does. 

As the tariff now stands the foreign albumenized paper can be delivered he 
at a cost of $ less than the article coated in the United ates. If the plain 
paper is put at the same rate duty of as thealbumenized the foreign article could 
be delivered here for $a ream less than the paper coated here. If the plain 
paper is made free of duty and the coated article is put at 15 per cent. ad valo- 
rem the cost of the foreign article would be $2.50 per ream less than that mad 
here, If the plain paper is put at 15 per cent. ad valorem and the coated art 
at 25 per cent, ad valorem the foreign article can be delivered here for $2 p 
ream less than the home product. If the plain paper is made free of du 
the coated paper 25 per cent. ad valorem the foreign article can still be 
ered here for 60 cents less than the article coated in the United States. 
ing these statements and numbering them for ready reference, we have: 

No. 1. (Same as now) $ against American industry. 

No. (Both at 15 per cent.) $4 against. 

No. 3. (Plain free, coated 15 per cent.) $2.50 against. 

No. 4. (Plain 15 per cent., coated 25 per cent.) $2 against. 

No. 5. (Plain free, coated 25 per cent.) 60 cents against. 

The propositions that we favor the most,and which should be adopted as 

utter of fairness and justice to domestic interests,are those marked 
5,in both of which the plain paper is made free and the coated paper is | 
at 15 or 25 per cent.ad valorem. A duty of 15 per cent. on the coated paper 
with plain paper free of duty, would be a substantial benefit to us; but the 
change which would really meet the situation and establish both bran 
our business on a positive basis, would be the admission of the plain paper 
of duty, and a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem on the coated article. 

We respectfully ask that you urge upon the Committee on Ways and Me 
and upon the other members of Congress, that a provision of the character la 
named be embodied in any tariff bill which may be adopted by Congress. 

Respectfully, yours, 
Db. HOVEY’'S SONS AnD 
TmE EASTMAN Dry-PLATE AND Fitm Company, 
Of Rochester, N. ¥. 


=‘ 


he anomalous con- 
han the raw mater 
ary and well-estab- 


Hon. C. S. BAKrn, 
House of Repres 


WasHINGTON, D. C., March 1, 1888 

Sin: The inclosed memorial, addressed to me by constituents of mine engaged 
in business in Rochester, N. Y., having reference to the duty on photographic 
paper, will explain to you the embarrassing position in which they are placed 
by the present position of your Department, which admits coated paper at the 
duty of 15 per cent., and at the same time exacts a duty of 25 per cent. on the 
plain or uncoated paper. I had not intended to again trespass upon your val- 
uable time in relation to this matter, but the importance of it and of some relief 
to the gentlemen who are concerned and the apparent hopelessness of any 
speedy relief through a tariff bill at the present session of Congress, constrains 
me to ask as a matter of justice and favor at your hands are-examination ofthe 
subject. It must, I presume, be accepted that the legal duty on the uncoated 
paper is 25 per cent, The trouble comes in admitting the coated paperata duty 
of 15 percent, It is true that you had the decision of the United States court 
a basis for snch action, but that decision was by an ir ior court, and I am i 
formed that the law officers of the Government in New York City were not w 
ing to accept that decision as final. 

It would have been entirely in accordance with precedents to have eit! 
taken that case to the United States Supreme Court for review or to have or- 
dered the trial of another case, and then, in the event of an adverse decisio 
carried that case up to the Supreme Court, meanwhile keeping the rate of duty 
25 per cent.ad valorem. This latter course I beg most respectfully that yo 
may be constrained to pursue, after you shall have given the subject due cor 
sideration. On trial of another ense, the parties concerned will see that tho 
United States attorney is put into possession of facts which were not produced 
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other Civilized nations toward the ma » and not met by 


measures upon the part of our Government. Without detailing 





sient to say that almost ¢ 
civilized nation except ours granted and now grants bounties or s 
dies in one shape or another to its merchant marine; and we were co 


pelled to compete upon the open seas with vessels thus favored. \ 


t t the protective tariff has injured our merchant 





1¢8s, business tact, and capacity 


| e the hammer fell. } ; 
Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not wish at this time to enter upon any di vill } 
cussion of the causes which have led to the decline of our mercha if. 
marine, and will not dosoif the matter is not pressed further on the othe! 
side of the House, for the good and sufficient reason that this whole i 
question will be brought to the attention of the House in a very few ; 
days, as present d on the sub idy proposition in the Post-Office , = 
priation bill. on 
Mr. BUCHANAN. We shall be there. free « 
Mr. DINGLEY. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the | C055 ** 
last word. I ask the Clerk to read section 2502 of the Revised Statutes. | scoured 
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it the place of shipment. 
rhe effect of this practical reduction of duty by means 
being seriously felt by our lime manufacturers. 
»> casks of Canadian lime were imported into this country 
importations ran up to 132,239 casks, aud itis thou, cht 
i ‘e 200,000 casks imported the present fiscal year, with a 
pect of a rapid increase in the future. 
cts there is grave danger that unless something is 
re the duty on imported lime to the figure in- | 
tended by all « , but also to increase the duty so as to meet 
the changed cx is, Within a few years thelime manufacturing in- 
dustry will be in large part driven from the United States to Canada, 
unless the employés in this industry are willing to work at Canadian | 
wages, and the 8,000 laborers now employedat liberal w ages in this in- | 
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dustry will be added to the army of the unemployed or be driveninto 
other ‘already crowded industries. 

I am aware that the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
[Mr. MILLs] insists, as he did in the brick manufacturing industry a 
few days ago, and as he had previously in other industries, that not- 
vithstanding the best class of laborers on lime-kilns receive in this 
country $2 per day and in Canada $1.25, yet that our laborers 
much more work in a day that the labor cost of producing lime, as well 
the other products, is no more here than in Canada or Europe. 

a very pleasant theory, one which the distinguished ehair- 
is pressed with great earnestness, but which has no foundation of 
ascertained facts to rest upon. When the chairman a ted that this 
fact as to brick manufacture and rested his whole argume 
for placing Canadian bricks on the free-list on the assumption that the 
labor cost of manulacturing a thousand of bricks was nomore here than 

la, I could meet the assertion only with the expre: - of my 
viction from observation that laborers in Canada perior iucl 
k in any department of industry in a day as in this caamaiaey. 
cipating a repetition of this labor cost assumption when 
be reached in this bill, I have obtained through intellix« 
nt] na detailed statement of the comparative 

facturing a hundred casks of lime on the St. John River in New 
Brunswick, and in Rockland, Me., t ich I invite the attent 

t] from Texas [Mr. MILis] and the committee 
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It this comparative statement that 
umber of men working the same number of rs to make 

sks of lin ein Canadaas in the United vo s, thus demonstrating tha 
| ney of the labor employed in Canada in lime manufact is 
almost exactly the same as in the State of Maine, and I am confident 
Maine labor is as eflicient as any in the country. 

What hecomes of the theory on which the distinguished chai 
construc this bill, that notwithstanding labor g¢ GO per 
as daily wages in this country than in Canada, yet that t 

by 60 per cent greater efficiency of our own labor? 

There can be no doubt that so faras the lime manufacturing ine 
is rr the theory has nothing tostand tpon, and I have no doubt 
t] is true as to other industries. The fact staresus in the f 
th: it Canadian in this industry is as efficient as our Jabor, and 
that labor in this country costs 60 per cent. more than in Canada. 
clear and unquestioned facts are that it costs 10 cents more per 
to on and transport lime rock to the kiln in Rockland than 
on the John, at least half of which is due to higher cost of labor 
in qual ry ing and transporting to the kiln; 54 cents more per cask for 
the Jabor employed in burning, barreling, and delivering on the vessel, 
; cents (certainly 5 cents) more per cask for the fuel used iv burn- 
which is largely labor. Total excess of cost per cask in this coun- 
try over Canada, 23 cents, of which labor in some form gets 10} cents 
more than the labor which does the same work in Canada, leaving 73 
cents to go to fuel and the balance to other causes. Delivered in New 
York Canadian lime costs 15 cents per eask less than our own lime, th¢ 
balance being made up by the advantage we have in being nearer to 
our own markets. 

it ought to be evident tothe committee that unless the duty on im- 
ported Canadian lime is made sufficient to cover the difference in the 
cost of the labor employed in Canada and in the United States, the lime- 
manufacturing industry in this country will be gradually driven to the 
wall by Canadian competition, or our labor be compelled to accept 
Canadian wages. 

In view of the changed conditions which have enabled Canadian lime 
manufacturers to come into ruinous competition with our own, there 
ought to be no hesitation by any one in voting to place the duty at the 
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low rate of 15 cents, for this only covers the difference in cost of labor, 
in the materials and their manufacture, and even the Democratic na- 
tional convention at St. Louis gave a pledge to workingmen that the 
Democratic party would maintain suflicient duties to cover this. 1 
I now ask the Democratic majority of this House to redeem this pledge 
to the laborers employed in the lime industry. 

It appears from the census of 1880 that the lime manufacturing in- 

















. } . ] - ‘ ly 
dustry produced in that year nearly six millions of casks of lime, valued 
in the markets at $5,772,318; and that in producing this lime $1,579, - 
313 was paid in wages. This makes the wages paid 285 per cent. of 
the value of the product—twice as large a percentage of Jabor as in t] 
manufacture of glue, which the committee have transferred to the dut 

P } y ; } . « } 
able list, and as large a percentage of labor as is shown ina majority of 
manufactured products. 

In the district which I have the honor to it over two 
casks of lime were made year, fu shing the chief manufact 
industry of a county of over 32,000 population ving el rv t 
thousands of workingmen plying a market for eve armel! id 
promoting the prospel! ty ol eve en What the v ire ot ft 
enterprising men who are er 1 in this industry in my « 1 distr 
will be see followi ) il to Con ess, \ ch has } ! 
signed by « é iwnufacturer in Knox ¢ MI witl 
distinction 
4 ho 1 the Sen l Hous I s ’ l Sta 

We, the undersigned, manufacturers of lime in the « nty of Knox 
Maine, do most re ctfully and earn sire to yur att ion to tl 
following important facts relating to and affecting the inte st of » peo} < 
this and surrounding counties 

The vast beds of lin ye in this ¢ unty opened up an industry it 
ports of Thomaston, Rockland, Reckport, and Lincolny >in the manufac 
ing of lime, which has existed for overacentury. Gradually increasing, i v 
amounts to a capital invested in kilns, wharves, and storehouses of about $1,00 
000; in lime-rock quarries of about $2,000,000, and it i estment worthless 
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Excepting the rock in the qu , the fuel and lumber « the stump at i 
a ge cost of 6 cents per cask, the whole cost of this t eis! de \ 
labor, which includes quarrying the rock, haulin to kilns, g er ‘ 
fuel, making and hauling the lime casks by the ints of the surroundir 













































towns, burning the lime, handling and « to. ‘ 
Before and after the formation of the nada vaS ‘ 
one of our large lime markets, but at « duty was impos ‘ 
our lime by that Government which ne« lon t of that 
ket by us, the said duty still remainingin f e. ‘ line in ship-l 
ing the manufacture of lime is the only industry of any portance at the port 
bove mentioned, affording as it does employment to a irge number of me 
\V have become per *ntly located her« We therefore deem it of the u 
most importance that the Fiftieth Congress take some action to protect this 
great industry upon which the future of this county depends 
Near St. John, New Brunswick, are vast deposits of mestone, with f Lu 
abundance and at less t 1 half the cost of the s e used here, with labor 
cheaper Within af yearsthe business of burning 1e has been beg ind 
carried on there the product largely sent i ‘ to 
New York alone shipped 1885 less n 5,000 casks; in 1 i 
and in 1887, 158,000 and it is estimated that ur the present 
ent 200,000 casks or more will be sentto that rket this year 
ihe difference i here and there at the kiln ready r 
shipmentis abou ix or, and there is now a duty of 
p r cent. ad val < } voiced ¢ ) oe ¢ Pp 
cask, which is ¢ 
ler the tar ind Mear Con it we noti 
] ong tl t \\ rere respectfu 
] your remove e from the free-list, but to 
4 Spx d correspor ge t f eD yn Government 
l ym nd this memorial to tl col l t ittention of the com- 
mittee 1 the House 
The ther reason, Mr. Chairman y tl hould be no hes 
tation in fi ty at the low rate of 15 cents per cask, and that 
is the fa it the pending bill leaves a duty of nearly 30 per cent. on 
bituminous coal, which is now being used extensively as fuel in burn- 
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ing lime, the cost of the fuel being nearly one 
It would certainly be a grave injustice 
in this industry to impose 

lused in burning lime, 
» manufactured lim 

I trust that the justice of the proposition which I h 
commend it to the committee and the House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair 
gentleman in opposition to the amendment 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to oppose 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
Arkansas [ Mr. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
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and not give an equivalent protection 
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{[Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] can offer hisamendment hereafter. T 
of the House is entitled to the floor now. 

Mr. Chairman, the duty on lime has been for a great many years 7 
and never exceeded 10 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
20 per cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
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efined glycerine, f 
the reduced du 

1e revenue from 1 

ind they predict that 


the Pp ling bill the revenue will be t >, 602. which will bea 


relief to the ov yurdened Treasury of over $25,000. But,as gentlemen 


will find trom an examination of this table, that caleulation is based 
on the assumption that the same number of pounds of refined glycerine 
will be imports f the tax is reduced as are import <i under the ex 
ing law. 


yw, if it b they say, that refined glycerine, or any other 


tance, will be che: ie American consumer in consequence | 


of a reduction in tl , inconceivable that this will happen 
vt by an enlargement of the supply. Gentlemen of the Ways and 
st any way in which glycerine or any- 

consumer except by a diminution of 

supply. 1¢ theory on which they 
of supply will reduce the price; but if 
the supply is increased it can not conceivably be increased by an in- 
crease merican part of the supply; the increase must come 


ext 


Mea 
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3 Committee can not 


from additional importat ‘ 1dmit that there will be this increase | 


of importation, and tl vill be for a time an increase in the 


total supply. The only question is whether the diminution in the | 


protits of the American manufacturer will not cut off the American 

supply, the deficiency being made good by the supply from foreign 

first six or twelve months after the passage of the bill. If that is so, 

what becomes of this : ment that. the surplus revenues of the Gov- 
i 


- ep 


nment wi ve reduced $25,734.96 


Se 7 Y MvIG: 
remarks for revision. 


ci . The tax on glycerine was | 
1883. Prior to that time it was ad | 


and no distinction was made between crude and refined gly- 

If you look back to the origin of the tax on glycerine, which 

is but a by-product in the manufacture of candles, you will find there 
was no tax until 1862. The tax laid under the first act of 1861 was 
Jaid professedly not for any need of protection, but for the temporary 
is of revenue. It was laid as a temporary revenue tax, with a 

se at the time that whenever the war needs of the Government 

: tax would be dispensed with. Therefore you are doing 
nothing more than keeping your own pledge when you seek to put 
glycerine, at the present rate, and even if it were refined glycerine, 
and ] he free-list. You are keeping your own 


ana it were to pt both on t 
} 


pledge because it had no tax upon itatall. Weput crude glycerine back 
to where it was, and we leave a tax on refined glycerine of exactly the 
margin now existing between crude and refined, 3 cents. 

\s to the further question of the tax on refined glycerne, it was ad- 
mitted by the manufacturers themselves in 1882 that the cost of refin- | 
ing glycerine was3 cents apound. We then leave it at 3 cents, covering | 


’ g 
the entire cost Yet gentlemen contend that this will hurt 
the worki 

Mr. ADAMS. I made the motion tostrike out this line to get some 
information \s the gentleman does not seem to be at leisure I wish 
some other member of the committee would give me his attention. 
The point I make isthis. You have changed the duty from 5 cents t 
3 cents, which is a reduction of 40 per cent. Do you think that will 
considerably reduce the cost of refined glycerine in the American mar- 
ket? 
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ll oniy 3 cents more. 

Mr. ADAMS. As it is evident w 
he question, I will abandon the atte 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, r. 
Mr. ADAMS. It is my fault, perhaps, not to be und 


A iy itt 
gentleman’s mode of reasoning. him this question 

her he believes that in consequence of the change of duty there 
be any considerable importation of refined glycerine, the article 


are discussing, and I refer now to refined glycerine exclusively ? 


Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It does not follow that the 

ill be an increase 

Mr. ADAMS. Whether it follows or not, « the gentleman be 
lieve that will be the effect ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Upon the contrary, I think 
there will not be any increase. I will state to the gentleman that | 
think the effect will be to increase the domestie refining, and enable 


us, having the crude material free, to even sell our refined product in 


Mr. ADAMS. é alking now of this 
refined glycerine, and its importation. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And am I. Isay to th 


gentleman that if you make free and thus increase the importation of 
countries. But I admit that the supply will be increased during the | lor 


the crude material, which is the raw materi ase of the refined, 


| you enable us to increase the manufacture and begin the exportation 


of the refined material. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not understand the gent 
ing. It seems we can not understand each other 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been very much interested in hearing the dis- 
cussion which has taken place between the gentleman from Arkansa 
and the gentleman from Illinois upon this question; and I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a question. This isan article in 
general use which, if cheapened as he proposes to cheapen it, will greatly 
increase the importation and consumption of it inthis country. Ifyou 
take an article and reduce the cost of it 40 per cent., or any other per 
cent., I ask the gentleman if the consumption will not be increased, 
and if the consumption be increased will not the duties in the aggregate 
be increased, and will not the increased importation of the article in- 
crease the amount of money to be paid into the Treasury ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suppose it is hardly worth 
while to argue the point with the gentleman. He is snagged upon a 
very simple proposition. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot Arkansas. Thegentleman dves not seem 
to see that the crude glycerine, for instance, is the base of the refined. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That has nothing whatever todo with 
my question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why, it has got everything to 
do with it; it is the whole question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You propose to cheapen a commodity; 
now, when you cheapen a commodity do you not at the same time ex- 
pect an increase in the consumption of that commodity? In every 


’s mode of reason- 


single instance is it not true that by cheapening the commodity you 


increase its consumption ? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly, but the gentle- 
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i, 1d here wel Da 
the same time between thirteen and fifteen millions of pound 
Chat is to say the 5-cent duty is almost prohibitory. Now, w 
you take a prohibitory duty and reduce it 40 per cent., is it 
that there will not be a large increase mportation of the arti 
Mr. REED. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from Illino 
that that is the very object of the bill—to increase importation 


is what they made it for. 
Mr. ADAMS. Very well. If it is the object of the bill, and I h 





no doubt it is, then how can the C iittee on ys and Means 
mate the effect of this change of the law on the surplus revenue of t 


t 
Government, by assuming that precisely 1,786,7 18 pounds would | 
imported next year and the year after next, that being the pre 
number of pounds imported heretofore? If it be true that so a 
reduction in the duty, which is now nearly prohibitory, will greatly in- 
crease the importation, what becomes of their prediction that $25,73 


will be saved from the overburdened Treasury? And yet that sam 
argument will follow almost all the way through the dutiable article 
of this bill. 

The gentleman from Pennsyly | 
justified in saying that the effect of the bill as a whole might be ever 
to add to the surplus. I have very little doubt that the dutiable par 
of the bill will considerably increase the income of the Governm 
As for what you put on the free-list and what you take from the inter 
nal-revenue taxes, there is no question t 
surplus revenues of the Government. But when you take the 
a whole how can you appeal to this House without givir 
nation of what you consider to be the probable effect of 
the surplus revenue of the Government as a whole? 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. REED. I ought to add that an effort was made to obtain the 
opinion of the Treasury Department as to the effect of this bill upo 
the revenues, but that the effort was resisted and defeated by the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. Now, it seems tome the plain purpose of 
this bill (and it can have no other so far as these items to which we 


have arrived are concerned) is to increase importations. And yet t 





hat you diminish directly the 
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committee have come before the House and before the country with a | 
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Rut I call his attention and the attention of the House to the fact 
that a request was made to the Committee on Ways and Means for an 
estimate on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury giving us the 
benefit of the best resources at his commatr 


would nece 


d to show us what reduction 
sult of this tariff bill, and to 
the fact that that information has been refused by the committee to the 
country Now, the Treasury Department has resources in that direc 
tion which we do not know. Whether the same proposition was pre 
sented to the former Committee on Ways and Means to which the g¢ 
tleman has referred I do not know. 


to this committee and that 
is 


sarily or probably be the re 


I do know that it 
they refused to ask for the information 
tead of that, instead of saying to the House and to the country, a 
ELLEY that they did not know what reduction would be 


they have boldly gone to the country with 


was presen 


udge Kk said 


made, the statement that 
certain reductions would be made, that 
their bill is 
they tell 


when su 


ertion being based upon a 
intended to render—a state of fal 
the country that such and such will 
and such things come to pa 
things their bill is intended to prevent from coming to pass 
Now, what answer has made to that charge ? 
the other side have gone before the country announcing that this bill 
cs a total reduction of so much in the revenucs, and then they get 
up here and admit that as to a large part of it they do not know whether 
it will make any reduction or not, while the ex perience 
licate that it will probably yield an incr 
nterbalance all that is put upon ihe free-list. If it « 
ll again be met with a surplus, and again we shall 
riff must be reduced;’’ but during the next 
these gentlemen will be scattering themselves 
of them have already gone to New Yor} 
do not mean free trade. The Democratic party never ‘‘ means’? what 
it intends todo. [ Laughter. | 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move, proforma, to strike out the 
last two words. I wish simply to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine to the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which is appended the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, giving, 


of facts which 
In other 


tate 
hie ! 


d, words, 


the reduction 
heen 


Gentlemen on 


of the past wou 


e of reven sufficient to 
loes that we 
be told th: 
C impaign a 
over the country, as some 


, to tell the people that they 


t 
taxes | 


as far as it was possible for him to give, his estimates of the reductions | 


proposed by the bill, showing that he did not refuse to answer the re- 
quest of the committee. 
Mr. REED. Idid not charge him with refusing to answer; I charged 


the committee with refusing to ask. 
Mr. B 
Mr. R 
B 


RECKIN RIDGE, of Arkansas. 
EED. Iam right. 
RECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

r. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
of the Treasury 

Mr. REED. Give us the letter addressed to him. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (reading 
fr. Talbott, cls ittee 

REED. the letter addr 
wsury. 

Ir. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
ith areference to the letter of the committee. 
Mr. REED. 

mer tary 


WILSON, of West Virginia (reading 


Which was equally a mistake. 


Of course you are not right. 


Here is t! 


ie letter ot the Secretary 


rk of your comm 


Give us 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


yn, D. C., March 14, 1888. 


lalbott, clerk of your committee, has presented me copies, respect- 
» proposed bill “to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in rela 
tion of the revenue,” and of the tables relating to the same, with 
the request that I communicate to you my views as to the probable effect the 
tion of the administrative sections of the bi!l would have upon the reve 

I cause the computations in the tables to be verified, and 


rhie nd also that 
s of the column of “‘ values”’ therein to be made by experts in this De- 


tion 


to the coll 


i 


footir 
pariinent 


Mr. REED. That is, you asked his opinion about the effect of the 


administrative parts of the bill, but not about the rest. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. We submitted the other tables 
with the request that he should have them verified. 

Mr. REED. That is, add up the figures. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. No, sir; have them verified as to 
whether they were correct or not. _ 

Mr. REED. 
ury says your estimate about that is correct ? 

Mr. WLLSON, of West Virginia. The Secretary of the Treasury 
does not give estimates, because itis impossible for anybody to do that, 
but he gives his opinion as to each matter in turn under the bill. The 
gentler 
Committee. 

Mr. REED. 
not intend to mislead the House, or if he does he is not going to be 
successful, hecause that table is a plain statement of the importations 
of a preceding year, and the duty is figured under this bill as if the 
importations would be the same, when the bill intends that they shall 
not be the same. I beg pardon of the House for reiterating this, but 
after awhile the gentlemen op the other side will get hold of it. 
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3, Which | ; 


| trade 1s everything. 


| characterize protection in that way, because it shows 


| Secretary of the Treasury. 


| the leadership of the gentleman from 
ssed to the Secretary of the | 
The Secretary begins his letter 


Let us have the questions which were asked of the | 


| three millions of dollars 
Do you mean to affirm that the Secretary of the Treas- 
| form of information. 


an will find his letter in the report of the Ways and Means | ent law to which each item refers, the imports, units of value, and all 
| that 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West Virginia does | 


JUNE 29, 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is the very point I admitted 


| in the beginniag—that nobody could speak definitely as to the future 


importations; that we must content ourselves with proceeding upon 
the basis of last year’s importations. 

Mr. ADAMS. Vill the gentleman give us his opinion on this 
point aa 

Mr. KERR. With regard to importations 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman from IIli- 

is [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Sir. ADAMS. 


reduction 


3 cents (being a 


duction from 5 cents to 
year less than two 
hirteen to fifteen million 
Now, will the gentleman 
his individual opinion, the efiect of 


much it will reduce ox 


Here isar 
on an article 
imported, while 


4 


of which last 

from t 
1ufactured in the country. 

from West Virginia say what, in 

the reduction of duty will be—how 


fH) per cent, 
milion p sunds were 


pounds were mar 


increase 
revenue 
of West Virginia. 
ir item. 
ude glycerine imported, 


; } 
10t pe needed lor 


I can not answer such a question 
not addi- 
because, with the home sup- 
consumption in this country more 
cerine than was brought in k On the other 

of the duty might i supply of the im- 

ported article. Butin any event, whether we are decreasing the sur- 
plus in the Treasury or not, we » decreasing the taxes imposed upon 
the people. | ] i i the 


Possibly there would bea single 


vea 


increase the 


Applause on the Democratic sid derisive 
Republican sid 


Mr. REED. That 


> cries on 


is the point; the surplus is of no mint; free 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILS JN, of West Virginia. On the other hand, with gentle- 
men on that side taxation is of no account, and subsidy for private in- 
dividuals is everything. [Applause on the Dei 


Mr. REED. 


ace 


rocratic 
{ am glad to hear the gentleman from West Virginia 


what 


: side. ] 


he is at 
heart. 
It is the truth. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkausas, obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment ofthe gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. WILSON ] will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] renews it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 


? 


of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 


| man from Maine [Mr. REED] states that the Committee on Ways and 


Means refused to refer the bill proposing a reduction of taxes to the 
Sir, that matter came before the commit- 
tee more than once, and it came in more than one form. ‘There is no 
doubt whatever in the minds of the Democratic members of the 
mittee that every means possible was resorted to, principally unde 
] Maine | Mr. REED], to retar 
and delay and hinder the measures to reduce the surplus in the Treas- 
ury, until he and his associates felt constrained by the lash of an in- 
dignant public sentiment to cease their obstructive measures. 
Sir, when they wanted to refer this bill to the Secretary of the Treas- 


com- 


| ury in a way which involved nothing but delay the Democratic mem- 


bers of the committee were unwilling to enter into any such policy. 
But the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury is proof that we did re- 
fer the tables which are appended, and which the gentleman knows 


and which he can not deny, and if he does he can not bring facts to 


| substantiate him, are the forms of tables officially employed to show 


the effect of a tax bill upon the revenuesof thecountry. We were not 
disposed to stop in the consideration of this important part of the pub- 
lic business in order to wait until the figures of the Secretary could get 
back to us, because we had the same figures in the usual official form 
compiled by our clerk, who is one of the most painstaking and most 
experienced and accurate experts in such matters in this country. 

It was a question of delay, and only a question of delay, which met 
with the opposition of the Democratic members of the committee. We 


| had the tables compiled by the clerk, and we sent those same tables 


to the Secretary, and the Secretary’s comment has been read by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Witson]. We subsequently put 
at their command the same figures in the form of this document which 
I hold in my hand, and which gives the estimated reduction at fifty- 
It gives every bit of information ever given 
that I know of in such cases. The gentleman suggests no different 
For my part I knowof no better form. It gives 
every estimate. It gives more precise information in reference to every 
item than does any other statement, so far as I know, ever compiled 
by or for the committee or the House. It gives the page in the pres- 


The gentlemen have had all that was ever offered and more. 
They have had it unceasingly thrust at them. The gentleman from 
Maine can get up here and make the assertions he does, but he can not 
substantiate them by any documents, nor does he suggest any improve- 


| ment on the tables at command. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman drops into oratory 


| and talks about my being lashed, he is only indulging in that style of 


rhetoric so suitable to his own sunny clime, but so unsatisfactory in 











Mr. REED. They announced nothing of the kind 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I repeat, with the disti: 


announcement that they intended to defeat the passage of the bil 
Mr. REED. On the contrary, they denied that such was thei 
tention 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I have 1 





by any member on this side of the Hiouse that such was not the fact 

Mr. REED. The gentleman was not in parliamentary existence at 
that time. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BREt £, of Arkansas. Itis true. I was not in par 
amentary existence at that time, and I speak only of what I have read 
1éa notof what I can know of my own knowled 

en denied but often so stated by my associate 





on this side of the House 

tEED. The gentleman is not familiar with all the facts. 
SRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They have stated to me that 
they intended to kill it; that they condemned it; they make no secret 
here now that it was their intention to defeat it; that they fought it 
for the purpose of defeating it; and I know of none of my associates on 
e of the House here now who were in the Forty-seventh Con- 
ess who will get up and deny that such was the fact. 

Mr. REED. No; they never deny past history; it is always the 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, sir, as regards the par 
imentary power of the committee — 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman from A1 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me complete what I was 

@ first 

JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want to ask the gentleman in th 
mnection on that very bill— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I refuse to yield to the gen- 
tleman: I have not yet answered what has been stated by the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Reep]. 

Cries of *‘ Sit down !”’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman will not yield? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will answer the gentleman 
after I have concluded my answer to the statements which have been 
made by the gentleman from Maine. 

Now, sir, as far as the question of the parliamentary power of tl 
committee is concerned, to which allusion has been made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, the Democratic majority of that committee could 
have brought that bill out of committee and before the House at any 
time without asking anything whatever of the minority of the com- 
mittee. 

But, sir, we did put one month at the disposal of the minority; and 
while I do not care to go into a question of personal allusions with the 
gentleman from Maine, yet as a matter of evidence, as a matter of fact, 








» continue 


willing to increase 


So either 


which I believe to be absolutely true, I file my conviction in the state- | 
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satisfied that would 
, either by increasing the duty or striki 
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ived all this di 
turbing the industries of 
lat mills are 
Why? Simply pecat 


shutting down 


a destruction of the indus 
rom |} urope, ny thin! 
é& that the ] 
tion of the tariff is the 
y and toba 


it to keep up the 


ept on whisk 
uck the duty off if 
over $50, 000, 000. 
y and tobacco you wou 
stead of destroying thet 
men from the tax they pay 


Arkansas/[ Mr. BRECKINRII 
» of the Democratic party in the 
» tariff bill that passed that ¢ 
nth Congress elected the Hon. 
ker by a majority of only two vot 
ith a majority of but t 
not the D 


brigadiers | lou nd continued apy 
buster for a number of weeks t 


th a small majority even of their own p 


] sla ly 
;} could iil 


ire Democratic party into their measur 
rman, in the Forty-seventh Congress, when t 
but two, the gentleman from Arkan 
avowed purpose of their party w 
uuld not with their big vote defeat it, 
with that vote and failed to do it, that 
» their record as cowards not to do that 
isive laughte 


from Penn 
inimous cons 


» on!’ on the Democratic side. ] 
1 minute more and I sh: have done. 
1 the Democratic side.) Take five minutes. 
here objection to the request that the time 
ym Pennsylvania be extended ? 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Mr. BrumM™M] be extended for five minutes 
ocratic side of *‘ Make it ten !’’ ] 
sissippi. I move to amend by making the time 


cok Sas 
if I can be recognized I 


lem: from Arkansas has no time to | 


ous consent asked that the gentleman 


M ] be allowed to pi weed for five min- 


i, t was so ordered. 
ve only a few words to add. I say, then, that 
, if they intended to defeat that bill and failed to 
ywardly to carry out their intent, or the gentle- 
iowed his entire ignorance of the facts, or he1 
nisstated them on this floor. [Renewed jeers 


of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 

al © moderate and so well-informed, whether he 

ever h the Keifer ruling, by which the rules of the House were 
changed and the Democratic party here were completed gagged ? 

TheCl] RMA In the absence of objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be reg vuled as withdrawn, and the question recurs upon 
striking out the line, which the Clerk will again read. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

lycerine, refined, 3 cents per pound. 

The CHAI RM AN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. REED, I moveto strike outthelast word. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has raised between 
him and myself not exactly a question of veracity, but a question as to 
which of us would be most liable to be mistaken as to a fact. [Laugh- 
ter.] He has asseverated in the presence of this Congress, the Fiftieth, 
that the gentlemen of his party in opposing the tariff bill of the Forty- 
seventh Congress distinctly and openly avowed that that was their 
purpose. I asseverate the contrary. 


| ing that the Democratic party is not in favor of free trade, proceed: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 


me a mome! 


Mr. REEI 
Ir. B EC! 

a 

. ana Go 

knowiedge, L1 no doul f it, however. 


yeneht ol hisexp 


give the gentieman tl 
t 


d. Inthe presence of the Democrats of th 
who then knew what they gand what 
lling to avow they 
be found on page 2136 of the sixty-first volume of the Con« 
rp. I will not read the whole of what I then sai 
ficient 1 show that the qu 1 


were doing, I made some observations 


al c 3 of this country, for the last week and more, ty dil- 
s, by resort to every parliament tactic derived from the r fe 
ige of such subjects, by the enunciation of every trifle they cou 
n unimportant ints, indicated their d sposition to beat this bill 

ins—as was said ntleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND fa 
but they have no ourage even of their prejudices. They do 
o-day to come here and say so When there isa debate like this, when 
1ust put on their st face, it is not the gentlemen. from Llinois |[M 
1d Mr. TOWNSHEND] who are put tothefront. It an ae na 
4 . CARLISLE], and he talks to us about the sa d liberty o 
gentleman from Illinois |Mr. SPRINGER], in his own props 
of speech. The gentleman from Kentucky says 
tious amendments. 1} hat isnot hisrdle. | 
He is of tooh r to do that worl 
his very face and ey« Chis country k 
his bill rhe country would be glad if th 


nd would avow it. 


Now, if they had avowed it openly in that Congress could I 
d such language without dis] : in their presence? 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman will do me the honor toadmit th 
did avow it, because he refers there to the fact that I made the avoy 
on this floor. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is the only one. Mr. CARLISLE 


tinctly denies it il 


‘ 912" > 4h 
on page Zivso of the 


as you will find by his remark 
RECORD. 
Now, it is perfectly well known by every man who was a memb 
Forty-seventh Congress, it is known to the gentleman trom Mi 
[Mr. BLAND], that repeated charges of this kind were made 
they were repeatedly denied. Instead of avowing it they absolute 
refused to avow it; but took refuge in dilatory motions, Now, you can 
ee the courage which it requires of gentlemen of the same party 
come here after treating a tariff bill in that manner in a short ses 
of Congress and object to legitimate, fair, and proper discussion of tl 
bill. 

Mr. BLAND. If I remember correctly, we had only one week’s d 
bate in Committee of the Whole on that bill before it was taken out 
committee and passed. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman’s mer 

Mr. BLAND. I think that was stated by Mr. CARLISLE in his speech 


-\r 7 + hii le 
nory aoes not serve nim correctly. 


| before the adoption of the rule. 


Mr. REED. The bill was never passed; the Democratic party kill 
y delays. Westopped when we were half-way through with it. 
Mr. BLAND. But the bill from the Senate was taken up and pass 
Mr. REED. We passed the Senate bill in ver 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

(the CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. If there be no ob 
1e pro forma amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the pro forma amendment. The gentlen 


> 


r short order. 


from Maine [Mr. REED] has alluded to the fact that in the discuss 
| of this bill the opprobrious name 
| applied on the other side to tariff duties. 
the other side of the House has been 


has been almost invarial 
That is the fact; and wh: 
charged by this side with adv 
cating free trade, I have not observed during the whole progress of th 


‘* taxes’? 


| debate a single gentleman rise in his place and protest that that side « 
| the House was not in favor of free trade or in favor of a policy which 


would lead to free trade. But we have asserted that in the campaign 
of 1884 protectionist Democrats like my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] 
and others declared upon the stump that the Democratic party was not 
in favor of free trade and was in favor of protection. 

I wish now to call ene to the fact that thus early in the cam- 
paign—almost immediately after the nominations of the two parti 
for the Presidency have been made—our amiable and kindly Spe: iker, 
in a speech delivered the other night in New York City, after dec lar- 
d 
to say: 

After a careful investigation of the whole subject— 


The tariff subject— 


it was thought best to propose the abolition of the internal-revenue taxes upon 
unmanufactured chewing and smoking tobacco, not including cigars, cigarettes, 
and cheroots, and the repeal of tariff taxes on certain articles of necessity, with 
moderate reductions of the rates of duty upon others where the existing rates 
were unusually high; and accordingly the measure now so widely known as 
the Mills bill was prepared and reported. 


SE Hi ROP Foil Se 





-d glass bottle blower 
iterested in the manufacture of glass | 
3 morable body against the per cent 
tduty ong n and colored glass bottles proposed in the] 

t nder the ex ng tariff on glass bottles a considerable importation 
takes place annually,and to reduce the present duty any would result posi- 
tively in increasing importations to such an extent as to demoralize the trade, 
or would reduce the price of labor equivalent to the amount of the reduction in 
duty. Your petitioners claim the present duty to be as low as it should be to 
enable our manufacturers to compete with foreign manufacturers and pay 
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ir own earnings and do not wish to 

in content with that which is 
vith honor, and t 


t 3 in order 


resent upon this floor men who cu 


hey ao 
it tl 

0 Oppose the pa 
ao not w 


committ¢ 


»will be under ; pending? 


s, Yes, 
and Mr. BLountT having taken the 
SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
te of the Union, having had under 
» to no resolution thereon. 
SENATE, 
Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
(H. Res. 187) to provide tem- 
with an amendment 


nounced the pa re joint resolution 
ditures of the Government 
is requested. 


porarily for the ¢ 
in which concur 
RY APPROPRIATIONS, 
House to consider 
it resolution extending the appropriations for 

thirty « 


Phe SPEAK protempore. The Clerk will 


ment 

The 

Page Linne ) oint resolution rike out t 
it occurs t 

Mr. RANDALI 
error, being a mer 
way the purp 
Senate amendme 

Mr. ADAM s this extend theappropriations fortwenty days? 

Mr. RANDALL. rhirty days. 

The Senate endment was concurred in. 

ORDER BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House the 
House a recess at 5 o'clock until 8 o’clock to consider pension 
bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
now take the recess. 

The motion was ag 
the House te 


read the Senate amend- 


he word “amount’’ where 


word stricken out was inserted by a clerical 
It does not change in any 


The 
e repetition of the word. 
resolution. 
t The error was made in transcri 


rt of the 
ing, 


or 


OF 


is to take 


of Arkansas. 
ced to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 min- 


utes p. m. ok a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., resumed its 
session. 

BETSY LOCKWOOD. 
MORROW. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 


pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood. 


Mr. 
tee of the Whol: 
10244) granting a 

Mr. MATSON 
up out of its regular order I shall object. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘This is an exceptional case. 
of a Revolutionary hero, and she is ninety-five years of age. 

Mr. MATSON. I have no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, efe,, That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Betsy Lock- | 


wood, daughter of Joseph Mather, deceased, anda commissioned officer of the 
war of the Revolution, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


the amendment of 


I move, therefore, to concur in the | 


Then I move that the House | 


Unless there is some special reason for taking this | 


This is the daughter | 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. 
isent to discharge the Committee of the Whole fr 
der: bill H. R. 10579. 
Mr. MATSON. If tl i 
what it this bil 


Uli 
The SPEAKER 


Mr. Speaker, 


tion oi the 


it is why 


MATSON 

into Committee o 

rhe motion w: 

Che Hot “ 
Mr. DocKeEky in the chair. 

Mr. MATSON, I 
several members, that each member present may be 
up one bill. 

There was no objection. 

SAMUEL 


. ’ , 
» accordingly reso if into Cor 


+ ‘ 


ask unanimous consent, at arnest request oi 
permitted to « 


[ASSEY. 
JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask to call up the bill 
\ 


to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pension-roll. 


Mr. H. 


10579 


The bill was read, as follows: 


> 
Ak. 


t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
ed and directed to place the name of Samuel Massey. of Charleston, Sw 
y, North Carolina, on the subject to the provisions and 


s of the pension laws. 
Mr. MATSON 


nning of the late war the « ident of Sw: 

forth Carolina, and a strong Unionman, He wasnot larly en 
e of the Union Army, but received orders from General Cart 

ng in Kast Tennessee, by whom papers of loyally were issued, auth 
lnimant to engage in recruiting men forthe UnionArmy. H¢ 

he made from 1862, first trip, to the time of the surrenderof Knoxville, last trip 
eleven round trips to Knoxville, carrying through to the Federal 
four hundred persons from Western North Carolina and upper South Car 

| He alleges that next to the last trip he made to Knoxville he and his 

| had an encounter with Confederate soldiers near Waynesville, in which 

Confederate soldiers were wounded, and thereafter on same day,at Davis Gap 

ind Pigeon River, Recruiting Officer John Swanger and Pink Inman, who was 
with claimant, were killed. About one week thereafter claimant w tured 
on the headwaters of Cany Fork,and was carried to Webster and put ir 

A short time thereafter he was carried to Quallatown and put under guard of 
twelve men,and on the third night he succeeded in removing the handecuifs 
from his wrists. He threw ashes in the eyes of the immediate guard and es 
caped, but in doing so was shot through the right leg, through the muscle, from 
which wound he was confined to his bed and room for ninety days, 

He alleges that he has never been able to do hard manual labor since the in- 

fliction of said wound; thatthe recruiting papers given by General Carter were 
| on the person of John Swanger when killed; that he was at that time illiterat 
| could neither read nor write, and did not know the contents of the papers, ex- 
| cept as informed by General Carter and others; that he was recognized and 
acted as recruiting oflicer for the United States, and during said service was fur- 
nished clothing ammunition, and arms by the United States Army at Kni 
| ville. 

Lebo Gibson testifies that he has known claimant since 1860; that he was 
of a party of twenty-seven conducted to the Union Army, eight of whon 
remembers were Federal officers escaped from prison at Columbia, S.C. ; 1} 
the recruiting paper of claimant, and knows that he was recognized and xe 
| recruiting officer for the United States. 

Andy A. Crawford testifies that he has known claimant over thirty irs 
hat he was engaged, as he understood and believed, over two years in the r¢ 
sruiling service of the United States; that he had to his (Crawford's) know! 
sdge conveyed four different parties of loyalists from Western North Carolina 
to East Tennessee, about 125 miles, numbering from one hundred to two hun 
dred men, up to 1863. He was one of a party of about thirty conveyed to Ea 
Tennessee by said claimant. 

I. Everett testifies that he is acquainted with claimant; that after clain 
ant's captur alleged he was put in his charge; that he escaped by removii 
nis handcuffs and throwing ashes in the eyes of his guard. The next he hear 
| was that claimant had been shot in the leg while making good his escape 

1). K. Collins testifies that he was asoldier in the Confederate army and on duty 
at Quallatown when claimant was brought in a prisoner. While he was guard- 
ing him claimant made his escape, and he fired on him, the ball taking effect in 
the right leg, as he was informed. 

W. J. Worley testifies that he was in the Union Army from 1863 to 1855. He 
| knew claimant, and knows that for three years it was generally understood 
that claimant was serving as recruiting officer for the United States Army 

The evidence before the committee seems to fully establish the fact that the 
claimant was in the service of the United States as recruiting officer; that his 
services were of great value; that while acting as such recruiting officer he was 
taken prisoner, and in making his escape was shot as alleged. 

The committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and therefore submit a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
|} amendment: After ‘‘ pension-roll,”’ in line 5, insert “and pay him the pension 
| of a captain.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

JAMES C. WHITE. 


I call up the bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension 


Re 
thori 
Cour pension-roll, 
tat 


The report (by is as follows: 


At the beg 
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laimantwasares 


rey 


era 


said es tha 
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Army al 


Mr. HUNTER. 
to James C, White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll ,subject to the provisions and 
| limitations of the pension laws, the name of James C. White, late a private of 

Company I, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 

It appears that claimant was enrolled and mustered into the United States 
service in Taylor County, Kentucky, on the 29th day of September, 1861, for 
three years, and while serving in that command at Atlanta, Ga., he incurred a 
double rupture by heavy lifting while employed in the commissary department. 
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He filed an application for pension in the usual way on the 4th day of Angust 
1883, but the claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 30th day of Sep 
tember, 1887, ‘on the ground that aftera reasor e time claimant has failed to 
furnish the necessary evidence t 

The character and location of t! 
ity of comrades seeing 
the true nature of the i 
bility to furnish positive ] 
duced 

It is shown by a joint affidavit of two comrades, James Anderson and Cyrus 
W. Murphy, furnished on the 19th day of August, 1884, that soon after the heavy 
lifting referred to claimant called their attention to the tumor; that they saw 
the hernia then and have heard him complain of it up to the date their state- 
ment was furnished 

W. G. Hunter, United States examining surgeon at Burkesville, Cumberland 
County, Kentucky, made an official examination of claimant on t 10th day of 
September, ! } and stated as follows 

I tind this appl nt afflicted with incomplete direct inguinal hernia of both 


sides, or double ing t 


sh his « i i 
uble was such as to preclude the possibil- 


E 


the acciden en the claimant was ignorant of 
njury for some time irrence, hence his ina- 
roof as to the exact timeand plac e the hernia was pro 








ter its ir 


























inalhernia. These tumors are reducible, and adouble truss 
which he wears keeps the tumors back 

Your cor ttee are decidedly of the opinion that claimant incurred hernia 
in the service and in the line of duty, as alleged, and therefore make this favor- 


able report and recommend the passage of the bi 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendatien that it do pass. 
; MOSES T. COFFI 
Mr. MATSON. Icall up the bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension 
to Moses T Coffey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author 
ized and directed to place on the pe 





s1ONn-re¢ , Subjectto the provisions and I 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Moses T. Coftey, late a private in Con 


pany H, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 





The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as follows: 


Claimant enlisted February 10, 1265, asa private in Company H, One hundred 
and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and was mustered out with 
company, by reason of close of the war, September 5, 1565 

In his application for pension, filed February 7, 1885, claimant alleges th 
while in camp near Nashville, Tenn., about March 15, 1865 incurred a rupt 
ure of the left side, and at the same time and place he injured his back by 
strain when making aleap or jump; that he also claims pension for erysipelas, 
resulting in deafness of both ears, said disease having been contracted near Pu- 
laski, Tenn., about April 5, 1865. 

rhe claim was rejected January 27, 1887, on the ground that the alleged rupt 
ure of left side and injury of back were not incurred in the line of duty; that 
the claimant has stated his inability to furnish the necessary proof to show that 

afness resulted from erysipelas or is otherwise due to the service i that 
erysipelas is not shown to have caused any disability 

Phe records on file in the office of the Surgeon-General, United States Army 
show that claimant was admitted to Sixth Division Hospital at Pulaski, Tenn 
April 5, 1865, with erysipelas, and returned to duty June 28, 1865 

Phe board of examining surgeons, under date of April 8, 1885, report as fol 
lows 

Claimant has left inguinal hernia. The hernia is not down into scrotum 
but has passed out of external ring to nearly size of fi It can be reduced, and 
imight be retained with a pad. 

fenaerness of lumbar region of spine and considerable atrophy of lum 


muscles, slight tenderness of jeft great sciatic nerve. The tympanum is perfo 
















I 















rated, the opening size of a pea; severe deafness of right ear rhe tympanun 
of left ear is also perforated; perforations small; slight deafness. Rating ten- 
eighicenths third grade 

Several comrades testify that they were present and saw claimant injured as 


d, and the records on file in the office of the Adjutant-General, United 
Army, show that claimant was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., since 
March 14, 1865, and returned to company about April 3, 1865; cause for which 
sent to hospital not stated 
Claimant’s neighbors testify that he was a sound, able-bodied man at the 
time of his enlis'ment in the military service of the United States, and that 











on his return home from the service he (claimant) was ruptured, and was con- 
ti illy complaining of his back, and at different times was almost unable to 
get out of his house 








rom the evide presented your committce fully believe that this soldier 
was injured as alleged, and that his deafness was caused by erysipelas while in 
the military service of the United States, therefore report favorably, and recom- 


inend the passage of the accompanying b 
1 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to t 
mendation that it do pass. 


ie House with the recom- 


DAVID A. YEAW. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 9595) grant- 
ing a pension to David A. Yeaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David A. Yeaw, late a private 
in Company D, Eleventh Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows 


David A. Yeaw wasa private in Company D, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Izland 
Volunteers. Heenlisted in said service September 17, 1862,and was discharged 
for ‘‘ hydrocele and general debility’ February 14, 1863 

The soldier’s claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office because t! 
statement appears in the surgeon's certificate of disubility, upon which he was 
discharged, that the disability *‘ existed prior to enlistment. 

No suggestion of such prior disease or disability appears, except as stated 
said surgeon's certificate, and nothing appears to indicate the origin or founda- 
tion of such statement; while, on the other hand, Dr. George H. Taft, who was 
assistant surgeon of the soldier’s regiment, testifies that the soldier was injured 
on the march of the regiment, on orabout October 10, 1862, and that said injury 
resulted in hydrocele and general debility, for which he was discharged in Feb 
ruary following. Lieut. Henry 8. Olney, of the same regiment, and the mother, 
brother, and uncle of the soldier testify from their personal knowledge that 
prior to his enlistmentthe soldier was in sound health and free from the disease 
for which he was discharged the service; and the same fact is corroborated, if 
not directly testified to, by the testimony of Dr. C.G. McKnight and Captain 
Goston of the soldier’s company. 

The examining board of surgeons at Providence, R. I., report a rating for 
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} The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted 


The bill as amended was 


| the recommendation that 
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) pass. 


tAH ANN WATERS 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Icall up the bill (S. 1258 


ing a pension to Sarah Ann Waters. 
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Secretary of tl 
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e Interior be 
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, and report 
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made . SAWY!I 
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Vhis bill i 310 rah 
Waters, Company ni Unite 
shows that |} j Asiatic c! 
was enrolled i 
Pension Office 


Miow tl 


Ann Waters lependent mother of Ge 

i States Colored Tre rhe record evide 
olera at Brownsville, Tex., August 28,1866, Fle 
s record is good, The application was rejected by the 
ithat he lefta minor child. It appears that he left 
dence that he was married. The child was an infant, 
ath ar at of the occurred within a few months of the same 


AS ¢ 


no w 
and its de soldie: 
time 
It also appears that the son before he enlisted was a waiter, and gave his pay 
husband had been dead many years, 
if application had been made promptly after the son's death 
‘ had been produced, as it might have been, the case could have 
been substantiated to the satisfaction of the Pension Office; but this poor old 
colored woman had no one to advise, no one to aid her, and was not probably 
sufficiently intelligent to proceed in obtaining the necessary proofs. It is very 
clear that she was dependent upon him; thatshe is now very needy; that there 
is no minor child; that there has been no minor child to dispute her claim or to 
be wronged by her being allowed a pension, 


bill is with a recommendation tha 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


to his mother, whose 
the « 


1 evidence 


ommittee that 


I hie ¢ 


reported favorably, it do pass.’ 


CAROLINE R. 
Mr. GALLINGER. LIcall up the bill (S. 
to Caroline R. Haseltine. 
The bill was read, 


IASELTINE., 


2585) granting a pension 


as follow 


t enacled, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, : 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions a 
limi the pension laws, the name of Caroline R. Haseltine, mother 
Edward C, Haseltine, late ensign in the United States Navy from New 
and p her at th $15 per month. 


limitations o 


shire rate o 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 

Phe on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 
granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine, beg leave to adopt the Senate re- 
port as a part of their own, as follows: 

“The claimant is the mother of Edward C. Haseltine, late an ensign in the 
United States Navy, who graduated at the Naval Academy in 1861. On Decem- 
ber 27, 1862, he was appointed an ensign, and ordered to duty on the Housatonic, 
a man-of-war, then forming part of the South Atlantic blockading squadron, 
The Hlousatonic was destroyed by a rebel torpedo off Charleston, February 17, 
1864, by which event Ensign Haseltine met his death. The father of this officer 
was a man of small means during his life-time, and died November 16, 1883 
The claimant, his widow, is now destitute, and has no children to aid in her 
support. 

No application bas been made to the Bureau of Pensions in this matter, for 
the reason that at the time of the officer's death his mother was not dependent 
upon him, and under the restrictions of the general law the application would 
certainly be rejected, by reason of the want of power to relieve in such a case, 
however meritorious. 

** Your committee are of the opinion that this is an exceptional case, and that 
this lady is entitled to relief.” 

A member of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions has personal know!]- 
edge as to the present dependence of claimant, and as the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has recommended a change in the general law making present depend- 
ence a sufficient ground for relief, your committee report the bill back favorably, 
and recommend its passage. 


rm 


Comn 


ttec 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 
Mr. LANDES. LIcall up the bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension 
of Washington T. Otey. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Washington T. Otey, late a lieu- 
tenant of Company F, of the Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, 
and to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 a month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1307) to in- 
crease the pension of Washington T. Otey, have examined the same, and re- 
port 

This case was reported adversely on March 20, 1888, on the ground that the 
additional testimony in support of his application for an increase is substan- 
tially the same as that upon which the original pension was granted. 

[Senate Report No. 660, Fiftieth Congress, first session. | 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1307) to in- 

crease the pension of Washington T. Oley, have examined the same, and re- 
ort 

Claimant enlisted in Company F, Sixty-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
December 15, 1861; re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer December 23, 1463, and was 
discharged as a sergeant March 6, 1866. He isnow receivinga pension at $8 per 
month, by special act of Congress approved June 24, 1886. His application for 
increase of pension was filed August 18, 1886, and rejected November 17, 1886, on 
the ground that claimant was pensioned by special act, which fixed the rate 
and prevents increase under the general law. 

In his application for increase of pension claimant states that the injury to 
his back not only totally disables him for the performance of manual labor, but 
also causes much pain and suffering; that at times he is confined to his bed and 


is as follows: 


It is the opinion of | 


| son that he was at seafor seven years prior to his enlistment; that he came 
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ars; trade, but owing to the we 
> family by manual labor. 

lavit executed April 11, 1888, Allen T. Baker, of Robinson, Tl.,t 
has been acquainted with claimant during the last two years, and that 


claimant is crippled in his back, wholly disabling him from manual labor; that 
idequate to his necessities in h 


which he now drawing,is in 
crippled condition, and that he has often to be he i by the Grand Army 
the Republic 

In affidavit executed April 11, 1888, 
fies that he has been personally acquainted with 
that, owing to his weak back, claimant alin disabled for nun 
labor; that he can not follow his trade as a brick-mason, because it hurts ! 
back to stoop; that cla’mant is a poor man, with a large family dependent upe¢ 
him. 

In affidavit executed April 11, 1888, Samuel L. Bennett, of Robinson, M1., test 
fies that he has been personally acquainted with claimant during the last [iy 
years; that claimant is greatly crippled in his back, disabling him for hard 
manual labor, and that he is understood in the neighborhood to be a physix 
wreck 


In aflidavit exec 


atif 8 
that he 
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8 per month is 
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William ¢ ighey, of Robinson, II1., test 
claimant since the year 187 
t wholly 
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vi Goens and John A. Watts, of Rob 


rsconally acquainted with claimant 


uted April 11, 1888, Le 
son, Ill., testify that they have been p 
the last ht years, and know that he has a weak back, which prevents } 
from following his trade as a brick-mason; that he can do but little work atany 
time, and is a poor man, with a large family to support 

The report of March 20, 1888, is hereto appended, whi 
tion with the additional testimony in the claim, warrants favorable actio 
your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill 


h, considered in conne« 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recon 


mendation that it do pass. 
MANUEL GAR( 


H. R. 


IA. 


Mr. GEST. 3521) 
Manuel Garcia. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thor zed and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Manuel Garcia, late of Company | 
Kighth New Jersey Volunteers 


I call up the biil granting a pension to 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia, submit the following report: 

Claimant was a private in Company I, Eizhth New Jersey Volunteers; he 
enlisted August 6, 1864, and was discharged July 2, 1865. 

The reason a pension was not granted by the Department is that there is no 
testimony to show origin in line of duty, or to show condition at discharge, or 
prior to 1870, and no medical testimony. Claimant states that he is unable to 
furnish testimony as to his physical condition prior to enlistment for the rea- 
into 
port on the 5th of August, 1864, and enlisted on the 6th August, 1864; that he 
was examined by Edgar Holden, Government surgeon, and passed into the serv- 
ice of the United States, 

William W. Lamb, of Philadelphia, Pa., a physician in good standing, being 
sworn, says— 

“That he did not know the claimant prior to enlistment; but that he knew 
of his being taken sick while in the intrenchments in front of Petersburgh, Va. 
That he treated him for rheumatism and varicosed condition of limbs. That 
while lying in camp in the rear of Alexandria, Va., the intense heat produced 
inflammation of eyelids. That claimant was then sent to the hospital and he 

w no more of him up to the present time.” 

J. B. Davidson, a physician, testifies— 

* That he examined claimant in 1866; that he found the veins of the legs in a 
| varicose condition; that he found the second toe on the left foot stiff and us 
less.”’ 

Edwin H. Hollister and Reuben G, Hollister, of Coe, Rock Island County, illi- 
nois, being duly sworn, testify— 

‘ Thatthey have known the claimant for five years; that he worked for them 
that his eye-sight was poor and from some cause he was very awkward with his 
legs, and that from their own personal knowledge he could not do more than 
one-half a man’s work.”’ 

As the claimant was examined by Edgar Holden, a Government surgeon, and 
passed as physically sound, and in the absence of testimony tothe contrary,we 
| assume that he wasa sound man when admitted into the service. And the 
other testimony proves that he was taken sick in the service and was treated 
for rheumatism and varicose veins and inflamed eyes, and that from said causes 
he has been continuously disabled ever since. Your committee conciude from 
| these facts that the claimant was disabled in theservice and is entitled toa pen- 
| sion, and therefore respectfully recommend the passage of this bill, 
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rhe claima in this case « : { ren , ur ‘ 
The officer who enlisted hir of eX test 
the time of his enlist: 
in the field for some ti ift 3 ~ J 
began swelling, either by reas f trem oO : 
day,at Peach Tree Creek, ¢ r i vas engaged w s ' 
skirmish, and up to that time ha ena 
After the skirmish wa vel sso la that } 1 
by direction of his « tain, | ( de, who te 3 to 
time hiv leg has been constantl, ed and ] j ipacitate 
from manual labor, by which alone is obliged to support h self B 
of this incapacity he is obliged t epend on pu e charity for his Ipp I v 
leg has shrunk, and hisgreat toe is rrened, and the me il testime . . 
that, while he has suffered from this disab y ever since be left t 
must and will shorten his lif 
There is no doubt as to his health pre and his disease after | 
His claim for pension w rejected on the g ind that the proof wa 
factory as to incurrence of the disability in t line fdu 
The reasons given for this are threefold: First, that oniy two co 
no commissioned officer testify to the receipt of th jury; secor hat « 
ant’s witnesses were doubtful or untruthful it 3,4 claimant has 1 
pital record, The first of these grounds and t) s ynd are virtually 
cause it can not be conceived that the testimony of two honest soldiers is 
equal to that of one commissioned oflicer 
[The examiner alleges that the cross-e ati < of t Ww 3s 
him evinces the doubtful nature of the testimony rhis is a mat ‘ 
ion, and persons used to eliciting and weig! yr evids > W hare : 








with him. The lack of a hospital record is explained by; claimant ont 

ground that he dreaded the hospital and earnestly desired to remain with | 

comrades. He performed duty, so far as he was able, until his dischar, and J : 
the nature of his injury seems to have been progressive, so that his cond 


has grown worse and worse as the yea 


We think this bill ought to be ; 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recon 
mendation that it do pass. 








ELIZABETIL 0’ LAUGHLIN \ 
Mr. MACDONALD. I call up House | 034, to grant a pe 
sion to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the helpless invalid daughter « 
Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of Comp J, Ninth Minnesota | ' : 


Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill is as follows: 



























Be it enacied, etc., That the Secret f the Interior be, and he is her Vo 
rected to place upon the pet 1-7 $18 per month, the name of | ; 
O' Laughlin, the helpless and inva ghter of Dennis O' Laughlin, deceased wase 
>a member of ( ympany I,N bee n t Minnesota Voluntes i ue + 
ject to the provisions and limitations of tl pension laws. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follow 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1H. | ed s 
10334) granting a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, submit the following r« ‘ W. J 
The person for whom this pension is asked is the invalid daughter of De 3 
O' Laughlin, late at ber of Company I, Ninth R ment of Minnesota \ - 
unteer Infantry, who d in said ‘vice and in his line of duty A pens file 
was granted to her m as th low of said soldier, and she continued to | theS 
draw the same until the date of her death, which occurred October 7, 1586 
The evidence is conclusive to our nds that this invalid daughter of said At ¢ 
soldier is afflicted with serious physical and mental disability. Two physicians from s 
resident in the town in which she lives, testify in substance that, although of ( 





1 
mature age, she is but 4 feet 10 i: es ind is suffering from double curva 


M . 
5 Te 
eda 
I ‘ ‘ 
K s 
iys 
ut Ins 
fe says cla 
te 
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and aching from rhe n his room at 
November, 1¥64 from the 


to te bout, ‘ . etailed to act 


Lexington. Ky., about October or 
Saltville raid; that claimant, when 
adjutant-general of second 
was allowed to go home to 
after and he 
lsand aching from rheuma 
him frequently 
savs that he has been ac 
n years,and has been his physician fourteen 
years, except during which claimant lived in Portsmouth, Ohio 
that he be it claimant in 1871 for rheumatism and prog mus 
Jar paralysis, and in 1872 for writer’s cramp; in 1873 claimant had to abandon 
writing with right hand, He has frequently treated claimant for said disabil 
been affected with progres- 


Lie 
ng motion of feet and un 


as assistant 
to perform the duties 
Maysville, Ky 
y from hemorrhage of bowe 
“ri He lived a short di om claimant, and saw 
Dr. W. G. Ma in an affidavit filed May 31, 1884, 
quainted with claimant ninetes 


but, not being able 


that he 


ippucie 


uperat saw claimant at muster out 
Liimmant) was sullerin 


nee it 


three years 


in to tre ressive 


ides since, Durin 
sive 
steadiness, causing h 

Dr. C.M h, Portsmo 
fidavit filed September 
ited upon clalinan 


past tive years claimant ha 
iralysis of the le gs, pre 

fall someti 
ith. Ohio 


muscular p lneing a slid 


m to mes 
late surgeon Ninth Ohio Cavalry, in an af- 
1874 he 


aand prescribed for him a considerable length 


iss4, states that at the above-named place in 
oper t for fistu 
of time 

Dr. A. L. Mahaffey, in aff 


Ohio, in March, 1875, he vis 


lavit filed August 7,1874,says that at 
ted claimant six different times and treated him for 
a severe spell of sm Dr. . E. Hume, Frankfort, Ky.,in an affidavit 
filed October 12, 1585, states that in Julyand August, 18%5,he treated claimant 
for hemorrhage of the bowels, and was also at the same time obliged to relieve 
claimant by drawing the water from his bladder. 

Dr.John P. Phister, in an affidavit dated July 20, 1887, says: 

Jama practicing physician in Maysville, Mason County, : 
been since iSi8. Lhave known Coburn VD. Outten from his earliest childhood 
Iie has been very much disabled ever since his discharge from the Army, and 
for sabilities is now receiving asmall pension. I think he is en- 
titled to an increase by reason of his great trouble with neuraigic affection of 
the heart, and the strong possibility of an organic affection of that organ 

“There is great pericardial derangement, in irregularity of beat and volume in 
his | dyspepsia, that about suffocation, and 
acute pain in the cardiac reg Were he sound and well otherwise, he would 
be almost entirely disabled fr« 


Portsmouth 


rneumati 


Kentucky, and have 


some ol hisad 


alse sometines amounts to 


on 


trom this trouble. Ihave treated him at irregular intervals for twenty 
years, and his disability increases. He had a violent attack in January a 
March of this present year, 18587, in which all the symptoms above given pre- 
sented themselves in aggravated form 
lief, and IT had every opportunity of knowing, none of these conditions existed 
prior to his enlistment in the Army. 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for thirty-nine 
years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution of 
this claim 

fhe proof in this case is conclusive that the claimant is at this time almost to- 
tally disabled. Ile was a good and faithful soldier; is poor, and unable to make 
a living by manual la 
torious case, and they report in favor of the passage of the bill. 


acter 


rhe bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA F. DECK, 


Mr. WALKER. 
Amanda F. 


Ihe bill is as follows: 


Deck. 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda F. Deck, of Putnam County, 
Missouri, widow of William C. Deck, late a private in Company L, First Colo 
rado Cavalry Volunteers, who was a pensioner at the time of his death, under 
pension certificate numbered 113521. 


The report 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 470 
granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck, having had the same under considera- 
tion, adopt the Senate report thereon, which is as follows, and recommend the 
passage of the bill 

‘The claimant is the widow of W. C. Deck, late a private of Company I, First 
Colorado \ He enlisted in October, 1861, served under Colonel Chiv- 
ington, and on Septet 
tle with hostile Indians. During his lifetime he suffered greatly from his 
wound, being unable to use other than partially his right arm and hand. In 
nddition, he was subject to a chronic abscess of the joint. 
claimant's husband drew a pension from the Government. 

Phe three years’ hard frontier service of the soldier whose widow now ap- 
plies for relief, and the serious injuries from which he suffered, which pre- 
vented him from making provision for his family, taken in connection with 
Mrs. Deck’'s needy circumstances, clearly entitle her to relief, 

‘Your committee therefore report the bill favorably, with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass.’ 


by Mr. WALKER) is as follegys: 


olunteers 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CYNTHIA J, CARLTON. 


Mr. CONGER. I call up the bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Cynthia J. Carlton. 

‘The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and di- 
rected to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Cynthia J. Carlton, widow 


of Henry Carlton, late captain in the Twenty-second Regiment of Michigan Vol- | 


unteers, and pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension-laws, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
14) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia J. Carlton, have given the 
same due consideration and beg leave tosubmit the following report : 

Mrs. Cynthia J. Carlton was a pensioner as the widow of Henry Carlton, a 
captain of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment Michigan Volunteers, who 
was killed in service and in line of duty. She continued to draw pension until 
September 20, 1870, when she was married to one William R, Pratt, whereupon 
her pension ceased. 

Her second husband died at Shoreham, Vt., in 1873, and she has remained a 
widow since. By a decree of the circuit court of Johnson County, lowa, her 


m any continuous labor, even of the lighest char- | 


lo the best of my knowledge and be- | 


rhe committee is of the opinion that this is a meri- | 


I call up the bill (S. 470) granting a pension to | 


| entitled to a pension of $25 a month, and who on the bre 


| was for service rendered therein, and was not, 


iber 25, 1864, was wounded in the right shoulder in a bat- | 


For his injuries the | P 
| he was able to ride a horse. 


9 
29, 
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She is now 
She is a woman of 


ame was changed frem Cynthia J. Pratt to Cynthia J. Carlton 
and dependent fora livelihood upon h 

high character and wo 
husband’s service and her loss in his death 

The Government has been relieved {rom the payment of th 
een years, but your committee believe this case a desery 
iowing the precedents of this and former Congress 
i 


stored 


rown labor 
thy the continued recognition given by this bill of h 


for sf 


8 pension ight- 


ing one, and that, fol 


her pension should be re- 


Iience the bill is returned with a recommendation that it do pass. 


rhe bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
nendation that it do pass. 


M’REYNOLI 


1935 


ANDREW T. 


Mr. FORD. 
McReynolds. 
The bill is as follows: 


Whereas Andrew T. McReynolds serve 
Dragoons, United States Army, in Mexico, during 
and while actingin squadron with Capt. (the late Phil. Kearny, the 
usual escortto the general-in-chief, was,on the 20th day of August, A. D. 1847 
disabled by a grape-shot wound in a clmrge at the gates of Mexico, by reason 
whereof he was placed on the pension-rol! atthe rate of $25 per month, which 
pension he continued to receive until the 15th duy of June, A. D. 1861, when he 
was mustered into the v« olonel of the First New York (Lin- 
colin) Cavalry (the first voluntecr cavalry regiment organized for the late civil 
war), and served as such until the 22d of August, A. D. 1364, when he received 
an honorable discharge, during all of which time his said pension was withheld 
from him, amounting all to the sum of $59, no part of which sum has sine 
been received by him: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, 
lirected to pay to the said Andrew T. McReynolds the said sum of $950, taki: 
iis receipt therefor in full discharge of said claim 

Sec. 2, That this act shall take etfect from and after i 


I call up the bill (S. for 


d as acaptain of Company K, Third 
rthe war with that Republic 


General) 


' . oy , 
junteer sery as 


5 passage. 
The report (by Mr. Biss) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 1935) granting 
relief to Andrew T. McReynolds, have considered the same,and report back 
the bill, recommending its passage. 

The statements in the report of the Senate con 
case as follows: 


mittee give the facts in the 


[Senate Report No. 757, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

The preamble of the bill under consideration succinctly states the ground of 
the claim for the restoration of the pension, which was withheld than 
three years, or while the pensioner was commissioned in the service during 
Jate civil war. 

Andrew T. McReynolds was captain of Company K, Third United States Dra- 
goons, during the Mexican war, and while acting in squadron with the late 
Phil. Kearny, in a charge at the gates of Mexico, was wounded by a grape-shot, 
and so disabled that he was pensioned therefor at $25 amonth. This pension he 


more 


the 


| received up to June, 1561, when he took command of the First New York (Lin- 
coln) Cavalry. 


He remained colonel of this regiment until his honorable dis- 
charge in August, 1864, during which period his Mexican pension was stopped, 
The bill is for its restoration 

The man who was so badly wounded in one war that he was considered to be 
cing out of the rebel 
lion showed such alacrity of patriotism that he volunteered and served as col- 


one! of the fir-t cavalry regiment organized for its suppression, should not be 


| forced by the Government to pay a penalty tothe Government for his loyalty 


The pay which he received during the relx« 
and should not 
mutation for wounds and disabilities endured as the heritase of gallautry dis- 
played at the gates ofan enemy’s capital a generation before, 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘That seems to be an unusual bill, to say the least. 
I would like to have some explanation as to why this man should re- 
ceive arrears. 

Mr. FORD. Iwill explain the bill tothe gentleman. General Mc- 
Reynolds was a captain in the Mexican war, acomrade of Grant’s. He 
was wounded by a grape-shot in the shoulder at the gates of Mexico. 
His arm was disabled in such a manner that he was granted a pension 
of $25 a month. In 1861, while he was not able to march as a soldier, 
He organized the First New York Union 
Cavalry and served the Government during the entire time of the civil 
war. During the time he served the Secretary of the Interior stopped 
his pension. At the conclusion of the war the general was a man of 
some wealth. He regarded his pension for service in the Mexican wat 
as a vested right, but at the same time, not being at all in need, hi 
never applied for it and never contested the decision of the Secretary 
of the Interior. ‘Time passed. He is now a poor man. This bill 
passed the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress, but came to the House 
too late to pass. It passed the Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress and 
failed to pass the House. It has again passed the Senate and has been 


and his heroism in its defense. 


Hhlon 


be, held as ecom- 


| reported favorably by the Committee on Pensions of the House. 


That is the entire status of the matter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. At the expiration of service in the late 
war was General McReynolds’s pension restored ? 

Mr. FORD. It was. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And he has been drawing it since ? 

Mr. FORD. Yes. It seemed to me, and it seemed to the Senate 
committee that to withhold his pension because he served the Govern- 
ment in the late war would be putting a premium upon a lack of pa- 
triotism. 

Mr. MATSON. Did he not get the full pay received by all other 
officers during the war? 

Mr. FORD. He did receive pay for his service during the civil war; 
not as commutation for wounds received in Mexico. 

Mr. MATSON. He did recover from his disability ? 














Mr. FORD. Notatall. He was able to ride a horse, although ! 








had the use of only one arm. H eived the iv of a < 
they stopped I S pens l 
Mr. MATSON. I presume t e are many other cases 
Mr. FORD. I never heard ¢« one i1Ke it 
Mr. MATSON. I suppose tl were many officers who served du! 
ing the late wal | vere ( nded in the Me ca war, and who g 
up their pensions. The question vhether ea L pre 
aent to g man arrea Phet is a rule every body | s ( 
es n who come e and asks the grace of Congress for the pa 
of an act, not to expect to have rears given. 
Mr. FORD. I understand the gentleman has re ported a bill 
Mr. MATSON That is toa I oO le it d 
Mr. FORD I do not think that w t 
Mr. MATSON I eras to me it ha 1 
know that I shall object V t committe ( 
FORD Che Comm eon | S | no 
ke it, at least b re th Senate <« mit 
Mr. MATSON, =! not } ‘ pl 
that has been brought to t tt not el ( mit I \ 
no aoudt mal olicers we wounded 1 M iy 1d 
drew pen is served during the e wal 
Mr. MACDONALD. What pension 1 he 
Mr. FORD. Twenty-five dollars a mo 
NI MATSON Niy pres 1) 3 tha t } t rate of | 
paid at tl 1 t] war ended w he th 
Mr. FORD. This man was captain of dragoons in the w 
Mexico. He drew $25 a month. The papers were in the room of t 
Pension Committee and examined by that committee. That was t 
pension he drew and draws now. 
Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the re 
mendation that it do pass. 
NIN H. CLA 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I call up the ll (H . 8150) for the 














> 1.1 ) 
relief of John H. Claus 
The bill is as follows 
é ted, etc That the Secret r be } é \ 
th directed to ] on sior s t pre , 
] the pension laws, tl name ot Jo 1 ne % 1us, late a priv 
( One hundred and eighth Reg to I ntry V 1 
a ite in the Ordna Department of the United Stat \ 
' ‘ , 7 
PHoM} Ot O10) 18 as foliows 
va i I s a, te y m was referre t } | | 
n HH, ¢ “ mit t follow & report 
unt here, hasan | ‘ ary cord « 
i e Al Vv « the U nite Sta S ] fir er 
d ser mattery E, Fo h ( ted States A r 
r¢ ( Feb ary 64, | i i € ate 1 
One hundred and « oO v ote : 
nt i I < 1 y ist ec < tv * 
n enlisted in the regular Ar y for t ee vea 
United States Cavalry t s ut, Ja A 
days ther ter, namely, « Ie >} 1 
Ss, and iis term in Ba 
Art LS 7 
Sue i ed to ord 
‘ arse 1d reported as a first 
class private, and served with ss irs’ term, being 
« ged March 15, 1877 He re in the same dx 
ment,and was discharged to er 1 1 LXSK i 
records of the Adjutant-Gener: resent for duty « 
rolis from March 15, 1872, to date 
On October 31, 1879, his captain, John A. Cress, Ordnance Corps, | ted States 
Army, says of the applicant, in a report concerning him made to the Adjutan 





General of the Arn 3 
‘Private John H 








upI for his f 
the purpose of going t erton. D. ¢ ine se 
faithfully and hone vears « s not disa ' 
but is not an active man, and should hav enlist him on ) 

15, 1877, but for his excellent record 
There are other evidences of superior } w that ¢ 3 
reputable man and entitled to full « s as the basis of } 


claim for pension that he contracted hes 
the United States Army and exposure ) i 
last on January 26, 1880, and made application for pension June 25, | 
Pension Office. There have been several hearings of his case and cor 
testimony taken; a special examiner has reported 
rejection was made by the Pension Office June 30, 1884, because he could 
establish by the testimony of officers or comrades that his disability originated 
in the service and in the line of duty. On appeal to the Secretary of the Inte 
rior, Assistant Secretary Hawk 
There may be technical difficulties in the way of such proofs as would beyond 
a peradventure cover an allowance by the Pension Office in this class of ce: 
But the facts in this case are such that not only is there good proof in law, 
the evidences of moral certainty as tothe justice of this man’s claim are many 
and convincing. Evidently when he first entered the regular Army in 185s he 
was a young and sound farmer, and was critically examined by the army sur 
geon; hence it may be taken as proven that he wasthen sound. His next term 
is as a volunteer in the One hundred and eighth Ohio. Afterthis, and after the 
war, and with but short periods between his several discharges and re-enlist- 
ments, he again enters army service, and in each instance, with the exception 
of his last enlistment,enters an entirely different arm of the service, in their or- 
derthus: First, artillery; second, infantry; third, cavalry; fourth, artillery 
fifth, ordnance; sixth, ordnance. So that it is buta fair presumption that at 
each enlistment he was subjected to the medical examination usual for recruits 
in each arm of the service. 
It is also fair to presume from the statement of Captain Kress heretofore 














1€ testimony, ana the 











is sustained the action of the Pension Bureau 
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et That the Secretary of tl 
ted to place o the pen 
1 D. Smith, late first lieuten 


diana Volunteers, and grant 
ons of the pension laws 
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vor of claimant, and the general sentiment of ] lked with, concern- 
x the case,is strongly in its favor m the ec ‘ re me Il am of the 
that the claim is meritorious, and fre he at i i ible that 
ther evidence as to origin ¢ l bls é l } riher examination 
] and present whereabouts of the regim l rgeon can be 
recommend that © piv i ie beneli of ] 
nce submitt 
iminatk 
was reacnhe 


The short servi 
rds or medical evidence of treatment 
} stifiable grounds for e Commissioner's 
in Vv fthe undis , rnished by the claimant 
las the special examiner, ( iitt ire of inion that the service i 


ition, as shown by th 


ilory al KSI \ ’ 

unding ve ave lanced these abs t fut 

erent tin I o severe and e , 

had the inflamma ) 10f. Spiculsw of bone 

th pus; that it 1¢ pain in arm when he hs 
; rphine o1 


i 


ic Wwoun 


! , bout 9o’olk 
r,and t cup, stating at the time that he w 
it for his suffering the asthma, and dire 
g from his wounded ar 
1 did not come d 
: pecting he was i 
ards force 1 He was then lying p 
must get out of that condition, he remar! 
r to do what is rig Some coffee was given him 
hour after the d r s forced open. He see 
rom his arm all the time he was in our presence, d t Pea ana aire ted to increase 
until his death Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Volunte 
he was called see soldier at the hotel, and four | fixed by law for cases of total disal 
ery hard to arouse, Gave him sor 
medici: took lily and willingly. After taking medicine sai 
felt sick } : wa iff ‘ rom asthma. He died about half an nn 
after the doctor ri he coroner testifies that there was no call for ani | wunting ¢ increa , nsion to John F 
quest, and not hel | and adopt and submit the Senate report 
’ ft l sidering the evidence in all its bearings, d John F. Ballier, the petitioner, wasa Ger Lin 


1 I nt,a ileutena 
ras taken with suicidal intent, but for the pur- | merican Army ie Mexican w colonel of the Twenty-first 


Pennsy 
d by his wounded arm. | ntry and Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Infantry during the late war 
me cs when narcotics were self-administe: > | brevetted brigadier-general for meritorious service. His regiment parti 
il of the Chief Executive, but we think the ey n t in nearly all the engagements of the Army of the Potomac and his p 
the remedy used to relieve the pain from the wound | career was distinguished for gallantry. 
»hysician, and was probably applied for the purpose At Salem He its, in May, 1863, he received a g 
ve submit a favorable report, and 1 nmend the | and was shot through the right thigh, in 1864, Fort Steve 
»f Early’s attempt upon the defenses of this « 


laid aside to be reported ; B. a 


> he was allowed ision of $22.50 per month o1 

In 1871 his pension was increased to $30 per month. 
3S. In 1884 he petitioned Congress for ‘ther increas 

sions reported adversely for w 
> jnerease, li p I ild be 

General Ba 
on the Private Calendar called up for con fre noe mice caudineia Ors Gt 
ER) was the bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of | in his thigh and defective vision 
Eldredge Russell. **A board of examiners reported his disability 
- he constant attendance of another was n 
sion at $50 per month, stating in their re} i 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby.a | bilities, any one of which entitled him to $30 per 

» the name of Eliza Russell, wi y of Eldredge 21 ‘His claim was rejected January 10,1887, becaus ere was no evidence 

mand, war of 1836, showthat the hernia and impaired vision were « rgeable to his military serv 
e, the Commissioner of Pensions, however, declaring that on account of 
a and good military record the case « f Ballier was a proper « 
nsions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 24) grant the interposition of Congress 
I I Russell, have ynsidered the same, and report as follows “He is now seventy-three years of : ge, is, accordin } petition 
ishat f t ! t enlisted in Capt. Joseph Martin’s company, of | and his present pension is insuflicient f ort ippor In view of these 
a Milit ru 7, 1836, and discharged May , 1836. and was en- | stances, of his good military record, and ‘ rdan with the 
tq | the Commissioner of Pensions, your committee r umend the pas 


llier thereupon 


t 
| 
i 


as follows 


was read, as follows: 


im the : rin he Seminole Indians in Florida. He was alloweda 


t 

; t 

land warrant. His widow, the claimant, is now in her seventy-eighth year, | bi!l placing him upon the pension-roll at t te fixed for ca ‘ 
. bility.’ 


and in needy circumstances ving been dependent on the county in which she 
resides for her sup} t married to the soldier in 1831, and lived with | There being no objection, the bill wa 
him until his death in 1S¢ ; 

our cominittee re t the p age of the bill, with the following ame 


it added ther ! 3 n tl *nsion-roll at the rate of $12 per mont 


the House with the recommendation tha 


rhe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
bjection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called u 
sideration (by Mr. THoMAS, of Wisconsin) was the bill (H. 
granting an increase of pension to William M. Whaley. 

GEORGE W. FLOWERS. The bill was read, as follows: 
. } : . alti << paee F i . Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 1 
pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- thorised and directed to place the name of William M. Whaley, late of Con 
29 se : ai Raia : he bil LR BSE, eee : |} thorized an } » the nm: > illiam: M ! » is f Com 
Bideration by Ir. HIRES) was the bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pen- | pany C,. Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, and of Company C, Forty 
sion to George W. Flowers. eighth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, on the pe on-? and cause to 

ny ' . dto him : ensiot f $40 ri n | 

The bill was read, as follows: paid to him a pension o 10 per mo 
by him. 

Be it enacted, et “hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby oan 

y . . —— “ + vy 2 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of George W rhe report by Mr. 
Flowers, late a private in Company C, Fifty-second Pennsylvania Militia Vo! The Committee on Inval 
unteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. granting an increase of pension to Will 

my . , » , iz na T aa tn) ° ort: 

he report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: I , : a ia ale : 

I . : . ; | William Whaley, the soldier referred to in this bill, enlisted and was 
he Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | into the service of the United States as a private in Company C of 
anting a pension to George W. Flowers, have had the same und n- Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers on the 16th day of July, 1861, and 

ation, and beg leave to submit the following report: first principal musician of said regiment. That while so in the service, at 
beneficiary named in the bill served as private of Company E, Fifty-se ton Heights, Virginia, he was taken very sick withintermittent fever, cau 
ond Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, from July 5, 1863, to September 2, | exposure while in the Jine of duty,and wasconfined in hospital with sucl 
1863. He alleges that while in said service he contracted rheumatism, affecting | for a long time. 
his hands, feet, and general system. His claim for pension has been rejected He was, before said sickness, a very active, energetic, and + 
on the ground that the Commissioner of Pensions, after a personal examina- | perfectly sound physical health and condition. By reason of said sic 
tion of the evidence, does not deem the same sutlicient to connect the disability | became very feeble and debilitated, and the disease settled in his bacl 
with the service a degree that he could not bear a belt round his body, and when the reg 
rhe merits of the claim have been very thoroughly looked into by a special | was on the march he was per! ed, when it was p yle, to ride in an ¢ 
examiner, who, in submitting the case, says lance 
rhe witnesses whom I have examined all testify, without apparent bias. in His sickness finally terminated in a dise f the spinal column and @i 
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ne very nearly a duplicate of what I wrote you. At his 
me here me, bringing with him letters of the very 
J ence he and a re-examination of my journal enable 
peak of him more in detail than before; and, at the risk of being some- 
prolix, I will thatin the summer of 1839 he, with his company, un 
der command of Captain Russell, went into Florida and down the coast in the 
neighborhood of K Biscayne and the mouth of the Miami River, where the 
captain was soon after killed, and the company left in command of a young 
licutenant recently appointed from civil life. 
When I reached there, in December following, I found that the compan 
+ for quite a time without shelter, sleeping in the open air, suffering much 
ithe climate generally. A numl sof moon blind 
ok the , some of the n being unable to per- 
on that account 
ect anything in particular of ti 
k him with me a tr 
blistment, but, 
irging dut 
March following 
attacked 


to sce 
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I find him one of the picked men 
by Ind in which he behaved ren 
ed to have done once before I took the company. 
of Ju following I 
arrying a rifle 
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ing with 
the 
who 
ans irkably 
Between 
him with me 
piece, because, as he 
ould when he first came 


asionally took 
and he a fowling 
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ng unable 
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illed to my recollection 
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til being told by tho-e 


as to join me has been at 


i ! and his be lo see me un 
i him that I 


On one oc 


wit ry or 
wi aiin 


ular be was for a time 


shooting 


artic very much troubled at a rep- 
at an object which I pointed out, until he 
ould see but a short distance I find from a refer- 
it on the 24th of July I placed him in charge of certain 
iilding a post, and in tion with the fall ofa 
g the question of his defective eyesight again came up 
From my knowledge of the man up to the time of his discharge in February, 
I feel very conlident, amounting to almost certainty, that his disability 
mencedin the summer of 1839, while serving in the neighborhood of Ke y 
ayne, involving a large amount of boat service among the keys, bays 
mi River, open-water everglades, and water service generally (the sun shin- 
ingg upon the water with great brilliancy), sleeping in open air at night during 
that summer, and that it became intensified by continuous service through the 
summer of 1540in the sands of the Touhlacooche and Ochlawaha districts. when 
troops, in that country, were usually at rest. On this subject I 
of five yes continuous service in Florida 


vad again in 1842, | was myself laid up with | 


nand I gay not 


ain rem that he « 


igh carper in b connec 


*ntina large build 


speak from an 


exper irs’ 


In 1837 rain fever from these 
BaAme ca 

I have asked C¢ 
the ablest of our 


and himself to examine h 


uscs 
mel Thomas (treasurer of the Home), recognized as among 
en, to be present during my examination of the man, 
n professionally with a view to giving his opinion in 
ihe case, Through sources than the letter I have received, I hear the 
very best chara le given him as to perfect truthfulness and honesty, 
these accord with the record in my journal of the trusts with which he was 
ed when with me Ido not know whether this statement can be of any 
in forwarding his claim, but so far as it goes I can swear to it. 
‘Very respectfully, 
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1883, the widow of Mr. Barnes filed an application for pen 
nd therefor the death of her 
head and eyes. Her applicat 

the reason that the soldier's death from insanity, forty-one years after service 
had no connect ervice, She is now seventy-two years of age and 
in dependent circumsta and in the judgment of your committee the bill 


should pass 


all husband 


from disease ol 


from insanity, 


8 rejected April 2 


ion ¥ 


on with the 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA MATHEWS, 

The next pension business on the Private Caiendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. REED) was the bill (H. R. 8953) granting a 
to Eliza Mathews. 

rhe bill was read, 

acted, ¢€ That 
land directed to place on the pensio: to the provisions and 

n ons of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Mathews, dependent mother 
f John Mathews, late a private in Company F, Thirty-second Maine Volun 
eer 


pension 


as follows: 


the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
} 
i 


1-roll, subject 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
Committee on 
for the 
follows 
john Matthews 
teers lie 
under this bill was large« 
applied for pen 


Phe 
6519 


Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 
relief of Kliza Matthews, having coi sidered the same, report as 


private in Company F, Thirty-second Maine Volun- 
dier and died in Andersonville prison. The claimant 
ly dependent upon soldier for support; but when she 
lependent mother it was properly denied on the ground 
that the soldier left a dow and minor children, who were pensioned, 
that time the widow has remarried, and the children have passed the pension- 
able awe, so that no pension is being paid in consequence of soldier's death 

Claimant is eighty-seven years of age, entirely unable todo manual labor. and 
is supported by charity. The case is an exceptionally strong one of its class, 
and as there are numerous precedents your committee report back a substitute 
bill with the recommendation that itdo pass, and also recommend that the orig- 
inal bill lie on the table 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Was a 


w Since 


MRS. CAROLINE G. SCYFFORTH. 

Mr. CASWELL. I call up the bill (H. 9126) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Caroline G. Scyfforth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of Caroline G. Scyfforth, widow of the late Edmund 
Scyfforth, a contract surgeon in the United States Army, 


| terior portion of orbit. 


JUNE 2%, 





The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

Claimant is the widow of Edmund Seyfforth, who was a contract surgeon at 
Lawrence, Mass., from April 12, 1862, to August 17, 1865, at which time his ser 
vices were no longer needed. The claimant alleged in her declaration for pen 
sion that her husband while engaged in said hospital service at Portsmouth 
Grove Hospital, in Rhode Island, in the month of January, 1863, while dressing 
the wounds of a certain patient in said hospital was poisoned by certain poison- 
ous matter from said patient, whereby he was seriously injured by blood poison- 
ing, which caused his death July 21,1874. The claim was rejected on the ground 
that the death resulted from congestion of liver, not due to cut of finger. It 
admitted that the deceased was free from blood poisoning prior to his engage- 


ment as surgeon. 


1s 


Ivis also admitted that claimant has never married since the 
date of her husband's death. 

Dr. Joseph W. Cushing, acting assistant 
fies 

hat the said Dr. Edmund Seyflorth, while in the discharge of his duty as 
mm as above stated, became disabled: that he was daily and intimately 
associated with him from October, 1862, to March, 1865, and that he was knowing 
to Dr. Seyfforth receiving a wound while operating on a patient (a soldier), 
which wound was followed by severe iliness and blood poisoning, and com- 
pelled the amputation of his finger, and that in consequence of the injury his 
nervous system and general health was greatly injured, and that he never re- 
covered his full vigor.”’ 

David Dana, late surgeon First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery,in an affida- 
vit, March 30, 1885, testifies— 

“That he has been acquainted with said surgeon twenty years, and that he 
practiced medicine with him in the same city and saw him frequently; that he 
was stationed at the Portsmouth Grove Hospital, and while operating onsome 
of the soldiers he injured his hand by poison from the wounds, and was suffer- 
ing from blood poison, so that he was obliged to lose several fingers and part of 
his hand, deforming him for life,and,in his opinion, it was one of the causes of 
his death. He was with him a day or two before his death, and he seemed to 
be a complete wreck.” 

Andrew C, Stone, a memberof Company A, Thirty-third Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, was taken tothe hospital at Portsmouth for treatment in 1463, and there 
met Dr. Seyfforth. He had just had his forefinger amputated. He had punct- 
ured it during an operation, and it had been inoculated with gangrenous matter, 
which caused the loss of the jointand necessitated amputation. Stone remained 
in the hospital until 1865; saw Dr. Seyfforth almost every day. He was very 
much emaciated after the loss of the finger, and he continued in substantially 
that condition up to the time of death. 

Dr. J.Q. Adams testifies in substance 
return from the Army, and adds: 

“It is my undoubted opinion that he died of blood poison; knows these facts 
from being well acquainted with him and boarding in his family and being in 
his oftice more than three years.”’ 

‘There is no medical hospital evidence for the reason that the deceased treated 
himself while in the service and up to the time of hts death. The evidence 
seems to be abundant that the deceased surgeon incurred blood poison as stated, 
and that said blood poison was the cause of his death. We therefore submit a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendments: In the name ‘Seyfforth’’ wherever it occurs in the bill insert 

Seyfforth.” 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
were read, and agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELNATHAN MEADE, 


Mr. PEEL. I eall up the bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of 
pension to Elnathan Meade. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject (o the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elnathan Meade, late of Company 
(, Forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, at the rate of $45 a month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LyNcH) is as follows: 


The beneficiary namedin the bill enlisted in Company C, Forty-fourth New 
York Volunteers, August 20, 1862. He was wounded in left hand at the battle 
of Fredericksburgh, December 13, 1862, and in head, severe, at the battle of the 
Wilderness, and was discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability. 

In addition to these wounds he contracted disease of heart and lungs. The 
combined disabilities are rated at the Pension Office at $24 per month. Several 
efforts to have his pension increased have failed, because he can perform some 
manual labor. It appears from the medical evidence that the wound of the 
head, the greater of the disabilities, alone is of such a character as to entitle Mr 
Meade to a higher pension than that now allowed for the combined disabilities. 

Dr. William V. Marmion, of Washington, D.C., and an oculist of national 
reputation, in 1882 described the disability resulting from the gunshot wound of 
head as follows: 

**Lefteye: vision, perception of light of left side of visual field, central as well 
general vision in all other respects lost. Ophthalmoscopic examination reveals 
atrophy of optic nerve, with a well-marked and almost vertical fissure of the 
retina, caused by the concussion of the bullet as it traversed the posterior and 
inferior portion of the orbit; the tension of both eyes about normal; globe of 
left some what sunken, owing to the partial destruction of fatty cushion in pos- 
Right eye: vision nine-tenths emmetropic. There are 
some traces of slight neuro-retenitis remaining, most likely resulting from sym- 
pathetic irritation. Patient suffers from asthenopia, which no glass relieves ; 
close application of eye might produce serious symptoms and threaten the 
health of the eye. Left eye deviates outward. Projection of right eye good.”’ 

The general effect of the wound of the head upon the system is described in 


United States Army, testi- 


surgeon, 


surge 


that he was a physical wreck after his 


| the certiticate of T. B. Hood, late brevet colonel United States volunteers and 


medical examiner of the Pension Office, under date of January 6, 1886, as fol- 
lows: 
‘*T certify that I have intimately known Mr. Elnathan Meade, and that at in- 


| tervals for several years past he has been in my professional care for the results 
| of a gunshot wound of his head and face. 


The missile, a large musket-ball, 
struck him alittle above the external canthus of the left eye and, passing some- 
what downward, emerged just in front of the ear upon the right side of the face. 
In its track the ball fractured the malar or cheek-bone (its zygomatic process), 
passed through the floor of the orbit of the left eye, fracturing the orbital plate 


| of the upper jaw-bone (superior maxillary), injuring the globe of the eye, passed 


the nasal fosse, fracturing the bones there, and passing through the right upper 
jaw-bone emerged through the ramus of the lower jaw-bone (inferior maxillary), 
fracturing it. 

“Thus the ball passed through the face from left to right. The statement 
that Mr. Meade was thought to have been killed outright at first, and thatwhen 
it was apparent that that was not true it was believed scarcely worth while to 
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The wound has also destroyed the power to masticate solid food 

Your committee fully appreciate the severity of the wound of head and its 
effects upon the eyes as well as upon the general system, and the conse t 
necessity of quiet and abstention from any business rhis alor ito 
justify an increase of the pension now received by Mr. Meat ere 
fore stated, there are other disabilities recognized by the 1 
not included in the present rating, wh t be ig 
eration of his request for increase 

After a careful examination of all the evidence, part of which only ha 
referred to in this report, your committee a convincingly ipressed with the 
merits of the ec: and therefore report favorably on the accompa billand 





ask that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CHARLES JEWETT. 
Mr. GROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Jewett. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Charles Jewett, late a private i 
Company I, Third New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension 


at the rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 
The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


Claimant was a private in Company I, Third New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, enlisting August 21, 1861,and being discharged August 25, 1864, making a 
full three years’ service. He was pensioned at the rate of 8 per month for 
rheumatism, and applied for an increase on the ground of rheumatic disease of 
the eyes, causing blindness, which application was rejected by the Pension Offic 
Had that application been allowed claimant would have received $72 per month 
and this bill proposes to give him $40 per month, which is in the line of numer- 
ous precedents established by Congres 

The merits of this case must necessarily be determined by medical testimony 
on which point the following is submitted 

Dr. John H. Cutler, of Peterborough, N. H., a distinguished physician and 
late a surgeon in the Union Army, under date February 11, 1886, says 

‘IT was called to attend Charles Jewett professionally during the year 1867 
said Jewett being personally known to me as the same man who served as a 
private in Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers; that the 
disease for which I first treated him was a rheumatic weakness of the back, and 

have treated him for the same trouble, from time to time, down to date The 
disease bas gradually increased upon him, and in April, 1884, it became so severe 
that he was compelled to give up the job at which he was employed, and has 
since been unable to perform manual labor to any considerable extent; in fact 
has been able to do littleof anything. He has had asevere trouble in the back, 
which has been abated since last August to some extent, and the disease seems 
to have gone to his eyes. He has a rheumatic inflammation of the eyes, which 
has destroyed the sight of the right eye, and the left eye is badly diseased from 
the same cause.”’ 

One medical board gave the opinion that the blindness was not due to the 
service, while another admitted that it was impossible to determine whether 
or not such was the fact. 

On the 9th day of December, 1887, soldier was sent for examination to Dr. H. 
D. W.Carvelle, of Manchester, N.H., a specialist in diseases of the eye. Dr 
Carvelle found almost total blindness, and gave an elaborate statement of the 
case, concluding in these words 

‘Do not know whether rheumatism could cause these changes. Can scarcely 
accept rheumatism as a cause of the blindness, but it might be possible 

Since that time, on April 16, 1888, Dr, Cutler the attending physician, has filed 
with your committee the following additional affidavit 

‘I, John H, Cutler, of Peterborough, in the county of Hillsborough and State 
of New Hampshire, on oath depose that I am and have been since November 
1865, a practicing physician and surgeon atsaid Peterborough; that I have known 
Charles Jewett, late a private in Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteers, and have lived buta short distance from him during all of that tim« 
that I was called to prescribe for him very early in my practice in Peterborough 
for rheumatism when he had been but a short time out of the Army, and have 
treated him occasionally ever since for that disease and related ailments, which 
were apparently the result and effects of his military service in a southern cli 
mate ; that this disability has increased in severity from year to year ever since 
I first found it in the lumbar regions, when it gradually encroached upon the 
dorsal and cervical regions, and later upon the base of the brain, the result of 
which is blindness and total disability to perform manual labor, the result of 
which is permanent. 

‘**T further depose that I have no interest in the prosecution or result of any 
claim for pension on behalf of said Jewett, 








JOHN H. CUTLER, M. D 
** PETERBOROUGH, N. H., April 16, 1888. 


“STaTe or New Hampsurre, Hillsborough, s:: 


‘Personally appearing the above-named John H. Cutler on the 16th day of 
April, 1888, subscribed and made oath to the foregoing affidavit before me, and 
I certify that he is personally known to me asthe person he represents himself 
to be, and is reputable and entitled to credit, and that I have no interest in any 
claim for pension by or in behalf of Charles Jewett named in the above affidavit 

* (SEAL. ] R. B. HATCH, Notary Public.” 

A summary of the medical testimony is as follows: One board thinks the 
blindness is not due to rheumatism, and another admits that it is impossible to 
determine that point; an oculist finds blindness, but can not say positively as 
to whether rheumatism did or did not cause it; while the attending surgeon, 
who has treated soldier continuously for more than twenty years, swears posi- 
tively that the blindness is the direct result of rheumatic trouble, 
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eveni! he was severely injured, December 12,188. He cz 
ber-shop, located upstairs, to get shaved, Saturday evening, 
He sat down to wait his turn, being crowd 
that he (soldier) seemed quite uneasy, and seem 
ro out of the shop, and said that he would come 
Lhe ned the door and started down the s 
and went to the door at once, and he was lying 
dier died the following day 

P. R. Whitesell, captain of the soldier's company, 
fies that he was personally acquainted with the sai 
sound, able-bodied man, free from prior 
scribed for him frequently for dises of the th 
returning from the Army he ec 
throat in October, 1855, and was his physician up to 1866, ase continued 
to take on a 1ore gravated form It affected his voix sand degluti 
tion. Dr. W. B. Graham, he says, treated the soldier the greater part of the 
time after the e date, and he (Dr. Whitesell) examined him frequently 
while Dr. Graham was treating him, and advised with the doctor in the treat 
ment, 

Dr. Graham testifies that he treated the soldier for disease of throat, and that 
it gradually grew worse, and that while under his treatment from about Sep- 
tember, 1866, to 1870, was so as to disable him from manual labor fnlly half the 
time. 

Dr. Tucker testifies that he treated the said Heiny for disease of throat and 
vocal organs during the summer and winter of 1871-’72 until he removed to No- 
blesville. He says he suffered a great deal during deglutition from severe pain 
in throat and he gradually grew worse ; the treatment merely allayed the pain, 
but he did not make any improvement in his condition. He says he does not 
know the origin only from hearsay, but it was understood that it originated in 
the A He saw him frequently after he ceased to treat him until about the 
date of his death, and his condition was growing gradually worse to the extent 
that he was unable to perform manual labor more than half the time, and that 
his habits were good. 

Austin Lenner testifies that he was a member of the same company with 
Heiny, and has been acquainted with him all his life; that they enlisted t 
gether, and he knows that Heiny was a stout, active young man and not af- 
flicted with any kind of disease; that after the war they returned to their homes, 
near Noblesville, Ind., where they lived and saw each other more or less every 
month from the date of his discharge to the date of his death, and he knows of 
his own personal knowledge that he was greatly afflicted with some kind of 
throat troubleand unable to perform manual labor in consequence thereof; that 
he was treated by physicians; that his disability continued to grow worse all 
the time up to the date of his death, and knowing what he does of the soldier's 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the 

orized and directed to place on the pensi 
tations of the pe the name of 

nth lowa ¢ 


Interior be 


} 
nec 


and he is hereby, au- 
n-rol! 


nsion laws Emil Schattle, 


late of Company I 
ivalrs 


The report 
the Rrecorp, is as follows 


ad 


by Mr. SPOONER), which was ordered to be printed in 


That they 
of the 


pt the commend the passage 


ompanying Senatereport,andr 
bill 


een 


ite Report No. 539, Fiftieth Congress 


The claimant was a private in Company F, Ninth IowaCavalry. He enlisted 
July 22, 1 was discharged August 11, 1865, filed his laration for invalid 
pension July 11, 1879, claiming disability on account of varicose veins and ulcers, 
resulting from exposure in the service. 

The decision of the Pension Office is adverse, and is approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior; and it takes the very common form of asserting that the disa- 
bility existed be enlistment. There is no denial or question of the exist- 
ence of the infirmity, even to the degree of disqualification for manual exertion. 
Decisions of this kind by the Pension Office are so numerous as to suggest one 
of three things: That they are inaccurate; that the surgeons making the exam- 
inations and the officers accepting recruits were careless or incompetent; or 
that the Union forces were largely composed of physically disqualified soldiers, 

This is another of the many similar cases in which the committee are 
pelled to conclude that t + is no justification for the rejection. 

The discharge is signed by the acting assistant surgeon, who thus states the 
cause: 

** Varicose veins of legs of such size as to render him unfit for military duty in 
any capacity 
line of duty.”’ 

it is asserted in the discharge also that the soldier admitted the previous ex- 
istence of varicose veins, to which he makes answer in an affidavit that if the 
discharge contains this statement it is erroneous and was a misapprehension of 
the surgeons, who could have had no knowledge of affiant before he was sent 
to the hospital. He says further: 

“As to the statement of affiant referred to, he stated that the veins of the leg 
were always enlarged from childhood, but that no disability from that cause 
existed until by exposure and hard service the ulcerations appeared, and this 
after a long time and hard service. 
charged him made such an assertion it should not be recognized, as he was ex- 
amined by Dr. Jesse Warren at enlistment and mustered into service.”’ 

The man was accepted as sound; there is reason to conclude that he wasable 
to perform the duties of a soldier, otherwise the recruiting surgeon and oflicer 
would not have certified **on honor” that he was capable of bearing arms. In 
any case he did serve, and it is admitted that he was disabled in consequence. 
Moreover, there is no evidence of the prior existence of disability except that 
contained in the discharge, which is answered by the soldier himself, and whose 
statement is quite as consistent as the other. The bill is reported favorably, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


first ssion 


R63 dec 


fore 


com- 


JAMES E. GOTT. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James E. Gott, late a private in Company A, Fourteenth 
Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the present pension 
which he now receives, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER), which was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, is as follows: 

The facts in this case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which report your committee adopt as their own, and recommend 
the passage of the bill. The Senate report is as follows: 

“The claimant was pensioned at the rate of $24a month for abscess in left 
maxillary bone. He applied for increase, which was rejected October 21, 1887, 
as the Commissioner states in his letter of transmission, * because the disability 
resulting from the pensioned cause did not incapacitate him forthe performance 
of any manual labor whatever.’ 

‘*The examining surgeon says that his disability is the result of gangrene 
from the effects of scurvy. Another surgeon, designated by the Pension Office, 
says; ‘He is sustained by the removal of two incisors, and draws fluid food 
through the aperture. It takes him a long time to eat; is poorly nourished. 
His condition is not the result of bad habits.’ 

‘The board of examining surgeons who examined him in 1885 report that 
‘his jaws are firmly bound together by a cicatrix; he is unable to perform any 
manual labor.’ 

‘The claimant was a private in Company A, Fourteenth Maine Volunteers. 
A petition to Congress praying for the increase, signed by 120 citizens of the 
town of Deer Isle, the home of the soldier, states on their personal knowledge 
that, in consequence of the flesh on the inside of his mouth adhering or growing 
to the jaw, he is unable to open his mouth or to take any solid food; that he is 
a great sufferer, unable to labor, and requires the attendance of another person. 

‘It is apparent to the committee, after a careful investigation of the case, that 
he is not only utterly incapacitated to perform any kind of labor, but that his 
emaciated condition,and the peculiarities of his case not only require the at- 
tendance of a person to take care of him, but make the occupation of his nurse 
a very unpleasant duty. 

“The committee do not undertake to reconcile the conclusions of the Pen- 
sion Office with the very positive existence of the facts as shown by the surgeons 
appointed to examine him,as well as by his neighbors, who have daily oppor- 
tunities to know whereof they testify. 

‘* With the evidence before us we have no doubt that this soldier is entirely 
disabled, and that his condition is such as to justify and demand a special act 
for his relief. 

“The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE W. PITNER. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (H. R. 940) granting a pension to George W. Pitner. 


ttothe provisionsand | 





E-xisted prior to enlistment, but aggravated in the service in the | 


And he claims that ifthe surgeons who dis- | 


JUNE 29, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 
thor 


iim 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-ro}l, subject to'the provisions and 
tations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Pitner, late of Com- 


pany E, Seventy-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
! 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio), which was ordered to be 


| printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


1 Ohio Volunteer In 
s he states that whil 
obile to Nana Hubba Bluff, on the Tom 
May, 1865, he had a sun-stroke, from 
that he was mustered out of the service on the 
that on the 2d day of June, 1831, while under the influ- 
of vertigo, caused by sun-stroke, he fell into a well and was so injured 
that his right leg had to be amputated below the knee and the left leg was s« 
injured that it is substantially useless, the ankle joint being destroyed, and that 
he is now utterly helpless. 

The testimony of George W. Williams, who was with him on this march at 
the time of the sun-stroke, is that Pitner wentaway at the time of this sun-strok« 


George W. Pitner was a member of the Seventy-sevent! 
fantry, and served about three years, and in his aflida 
in the service and on a march from M 
bigbee River, on or about the 28th of 
which he has never retovered; 
Sth day of March, 1866; 


} in an ambulance; that he was too weak to march; that he was so light-headed 


that he was apt to stagger around and fall; that he did no more duty there, but 
was under the care of the surgeon, and did only light duty from thisinjury until 
he quit the service; was subject to fainting spells and tomplained of his head. 

Dr. Cook, a prominent physician in Bridgeport, Ohio, the present postmaster 


f 


of that place, states that he has known Pitner and treated him more or less ever 
since he came out of the service; treated him at times for sun-stroke or vertigo; 
that when he was treating him in July, 1867, for sun-stroke, he told him of the 
attack of sun-stroke he had in the Army and gave him the full particulars of 
the same. Dr. Cook says that he believed then and still believes that the attack 
he had in July, 1867, was superinduced by the former attack in the Army, and 
that these attacks of vertigo are so severe as to incapacitate the claimant for 
any kind of daily labor. Dr. Cook also testifies that it was during one of these 
attacks that he fell in the well and was dreadfully injured. 

The testimony shows conclusively that Pitner is a man of good character, 
worthy of credit and belief, and free from all bad habits, but very poor, entircly 
without any means of support. 

Your committee therefore recommends the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this 
bill, to strike out the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ at the rate 
of $30 a month;’’ and I wish briefly to explain the object of this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisis not a committee amendment? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No, sir;this amendment I offer myself. 

The reason I desire to offer the amendment is this: Under the pro- 
visions of this bill—and it is a matter that did not occur to me until 
quite recently—he would be pensioned merely for the sunstroke, from 
which, as is shown by the testimony in the report, he has been suffer- 
ing, and which occurred during his service in the Army, which pension 
would probably be quite a small one in comparison to the disability 
from which he is suffering. 

But while under the influence of this vertigo, the result of the sun- 
stroke, and after coming from the Army, while standing near a well, 
he fell into it during an attack of vertigo, and was so seriously injured, 
as shown by the report, that his right leg had to be amputated below 
the knee, and the left leg is comparatively useless, the ankle-joint 
being destroyed, and he is now rendered utterly helpless. 

This man was a good soldier, who served for three years in the Army, 
made a very creditable record for himself, and is a most respectable 
man. In view of the condition in which he is placed by the disability 
incurred during the service, and this accident, the direct result of that 
disability, I think the pension should be increased as I have suggested. 
Because, Mr. Chairman, we should take into account somewhat the mis- 
fortune of falling into the well, and that though it is nota direct injury 
received in the service it is the indirect result of that injury for the 
reason stated. He has lost, as I have said, one leg and the other is 
broken at the ankle-joint so that its use is destroyed. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the amount of the pension proposed ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Thathe be pensioned at the rate of $30 
per month. 

Mr. MATSON. This bill is in the precise form of all other bills of 
this class, and we have not yet entered upon the proposition of pen- 
sioning men for disabilities incurred out of the service. It seems to 
be very unfair to all the rest of the pensioners to pension this man for 
some disability which occurred since he lefttheservice. Besides, if he 
had sun-stroke so severe that he is in the disabled condition the gentle- 
man suggests he will get a pretty good pension anyway, and I see no 
reason whatever for selecting him out and establishing a rate different 
from that fixed by Congress in all other classes of a similar character 
which are submitted for a rating by a board of examiningsurgeons. My 
own opinion is, I repeat, that if the disability issuch as tomake him so 
helpless as described by the gentleman from Ohio he will get a fair 
pensionanyway. Then it seems to me that this matter ought to have 
been investigated, and the proposition should have been made in the 
first place and submitted to the committee. There does not seem to 
have been any attempt of that kind made, and I think it ought not to 
pass, and I shall resist it as far as I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let mestate, Mr. Chairman, that this 
is an exceptional case. At the time that I introduced the bill it did 
not occur to me that it should be introduced in the form I propose to 
amend it. Other bills have been introduced here for exceptional cases 
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and have been passed. The amount of $24 was granted in the last bil 
but one passed this evening. This is a most worthy manand it woul 
be a very rigorous treatment indeed to allow this case to be rejected be- 
cause of the harsh rules that prevail in the Pension Department 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Was this brought before the Pension Committee ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Was what brought before the Pension 
Committee 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This vertigo. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The report shows that he had it in the 


Army, and that he never did any service after he had received the sun 
stroke. He came home suffering from the vertigo, and after his return 
he had the attack from which he fell into the well and received the 


injuries I have stated. 


I have recommendations here signed by the business men of the city 
where he lived, by the man who was president of the medical associa 
tion of the county, by the present postmaster at Bridgeport, and they 
all agree in saying that something of this kind ought to be done 
this man. My attention has been recently called to the particulars o 
the case. I introduced the bill without much consideration, but from 
recent information I am satisfied that it would be great injustice and 
wrong to this claimant to give him a pension of less than $30 a month, 
and I am assured that if the case goes to the Department in this way 
he will be pensioned only for the sunstroke, because his misfortune in 
falling into the well will not and can not be taken into consideration 
by the Pension Bureau 

It seems to me, sir, that the very object of passing these special bill 
is to reach out and give relief beyond the point which the general law 
covers. I have waited a good many weeks to have this case consid 
ered; I have not called it up now until we have reached about its reg 
ular place on the Calendar, and Iam satistied the House ought to grant 
the pension I have proposed. This man has a family, and he is ut- 
terly helpless. He has been receiving support from the trustees of th« 
township for a long time, and from the citizens of the county, and I 
do not know of a case pensioned at this rate that is more meritoriou 
than this one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If this claimant is totally disabled by reason ot! 
the injury received from sunstroke, what would he be rated at unde 
the law? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. He would be rated for sunstroke. They 
can not take into account the fuct that he fell into the well and broke 
his leg. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But my question is this: Total disability is total 
disability, whether resulting from blindness or any other cause, and if 
he is totally disabled what would he be rated at under the law ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Therating would be much higher I think 
than $30 a month. 

Mr. HUNTER. Seventy-two dollars a month. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I believe it would be $72, but I am 
not asking that. Iam asking a compromise amount; I am asking only 
$30. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think he would fare better without the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. No; he will fare better with the amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The bill would be of no value without 
the amendment. I would not care about passing it. 

Mr. MATSON, If the gentleman prefers to have the bill recom 
mitted I have no objection to that. Let it be recommitted and | 
the case be investigated. The bill certainly ought not to pass in 
this way. But aside from the merits of this particular case, it is not 
the policy of Congress to pension men for disabilities incurred since the 
war. It seems that this claimant could not get a pension through the 
Pension Office. I suppose he has applied there. If not he ought not 
to come here. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. He applied, but he could not get 
pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Then he has to come here and ask grace, even for 
the original disability, and if we give him a pension for that I think 
we treat him pretty liberally. If he was so disabled by this accident 
as is represented he will certainly get a pretty fair rating, and he has 
to come here to get it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But the Pension Bureau can not take 
into consideration the injury from falling into the well. 

Mr. MATSON, I do not say that they can, but I do insist that if he 
is suffering from the effects of the sunstroke to the degree that is 
claimed he will be pensioned ata fair rate, and we have never adopted 
the policy of granting pensions for injuries received by men after leav- 
ing the Army and returning to civil life. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Oh, we have pensioned people who 
never were soldiers at all. 

Mr. MATSON. Nobody doubts that; but although they may not 
have been soldiers they were acting as soldiers. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Well, this man served three years in 
the Army and was a good soldier. 
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There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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Mr. BRUMM. I call up the bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to 
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RIDDLE, 
Mr. YARDLEY. ll up the bill (H.R 
to William IP. Ridd 
Che bill was read, ; 
Be it enacied, el That the Secretary of 
authorized directed to pla 
Riddle private of Company E, 
Cavalry, at the rate of 
pension laws 


3 follows 

the Interior be, and he is h 

on the pension-roll the name of Willia ° 
Regim Kentucky Volunteer 


Fifth ent of 
th, subject to the provisions and limit 


and 
late 


mo 


» report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 
Ita 


ant was 
of O« 


ppears from the proofon file inthe Pension Bureau in this case, that claim- 
enrolled at Burkesville, Cumberland County, Kentucky, on the 4th day 
tober, 1561, as a corporal in Company E, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Vo! 
r Cavalry, and mustered into the United States service at Gallatin, Tenn., 

sist day of March, 1862, for three years, and was discharged on accoun! 

ibility at Chattan lenn., on the 17th day of May, 1863. 

It is shown that claimant contracted pneumonia from exposure in camp at 
Columbia, Ky., on or about the lst day of February, 1862, and was sent to regi 
mental hospital near that place, where he remained under treatment for that 
trouble until the Ist day of March, 1862, when he was sent home by the surgeon 
in charge, and where he remained some time under the medical care of Dr. T. 
 ] son,of bBurkesville, Ky. 

The proof is conclusive that claimant has never recovered from the effects of 
this attack of pneumonia, and that he is in destitute circumstances, rendered so 
by his total inability to perform manual labor consequent on his lung trouble. 

ile filed an application for pension on the 20th day of March, 1579, but it was 
re ted because of the charge of desertion standing against his military record, 

hich seems to have been erroneously entered while he was absent sick, and 
h the Adjutant-General of the Army declines to remove. 
iew of the above your committee believe this to be a meritorious claim, 
recommend the passage of the bill. 
mend by striking out all after the word 
add the words “ 


OLA, 


‘**Cavalry,’’ in the sixth line, and 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 
‘The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was read and agreed to. 
‘The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH PEVE. 


Mr. POST. a ie 
sepl Peve. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


I call up the bill 


ror 
fol 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Peve, late a private in Com- 


pany H, Fifty-first Regiment illinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

Joseph Peve was a private, and belonged to Company H, Fifty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, He enlisted January 29, 1562,and was discharged April 7, 
1862. While in line of duty at New Madrid, Mo., March, 1862, he contracted 
rheumatic disease of the spine and kidneys and derangement of the liver. The 
reason said pension was not granted by the Department is * that his disability 
was contracted prior to the date of his enlistment.” 

It appears in evidence that Peter Lane and Ezekiel A. Trimmer, both of Wy- 
oming, Stark County. Illinois, after being duly sworn, testify— 

“That they were intimately acquainted with said Joseph Peve for over twenty 
years prior to his enlistment; that they knew him to be a strong, healthy man, 
and never knew him to be sick or complain of any inability.” 

Perry H. Smith and James P. Emery, alsoof Wyoming, Stark County, Ilinois, 
after being duly sworn, testify— 

“That they were acquainted with said Joseph Peve fortwenty-five years b 


fore the war; that they associated with him and knew him to be a healthy, able- | 


bodied man, always able to perform manual labor.” 
Dr. Robert W. King,a physician in good standing, residing in Wyomin 
Stark County, Illinois, after being duly sworn, testifies— 

Chat prior toand at the time of his enlistment said Joseph Peve was a sound, 
healthy man, especially free from rheumatic disease of the spine and kidneys 
and derangement of the liver; he also testifies that when said Joseph Peve 
came home from the Army he was suffering with derangement of the liver and 
rheumatic disease of the spine and kidneys; that he treated him for said disa- 
bilities, and that he has been so afflicted continuously ever since.,”’ 

Your committee think that the facts in this case warrant us in coming to the 
conclusion that said disabilities were contracted while in the service, and that 
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The committee accordingly »; and Mr. MATSON having taken th 

pore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had under consideration bills, 
had directed him to report back sundry bills with various recommenda- 
tions, 


ATSON., 
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chair as Speaker pro fe) 


pension 


HOUSE BILI PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles re porte | from the Committee o! 
the Whole House amendment were severally ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being srossed, they were 
ingly read the third time, and passed 

A bill (H. R. ! granting a pension to James C. White; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to 

A bill (H. 

A. bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (A, 

A bill (H 

A bill (H. 
J. Carlton; 

A bill (H. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 

A bill (H. 2140) granting a.pension to Eliza Smith; 

A bill (H. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 

A bill (H. R. 621) granting an incre on to William M 
Whaley; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Meade; 

A bill 

A bill (H. 

yension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; and 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve. 

House bills with the following titles, reported from the Committee 
cen up, the amendments 
agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 
and passed: 

A bill (H. I. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 


without 


accord- 


Moses T. Colley . 
. 9505) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 
. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 
. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 
713) granting a pension to James McIntyre; 
for the relief of Coburn D. Outten 
restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynt 


hia 


Wse Ol 


1el Burnes; 
granting a pension to Kiiza Mathews; 


granting an nsion to Elnathan 


ranting a pension to 
increase of pt 


ion Charles Jewett 
name ot Irederic Ronicke on the 


an 1ncres 


the 


to place 


H. R. 9: granting 


sion-roll; 
) granting a pension to Jo- | 
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A bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 
A bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 
A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. $523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teacharet (title 
amended to read ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Myron Teachont’’); 
and 

A bill (H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth 
(title amended so as to read ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Caro- 
line G. Seyfforth). 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendmént, were severally ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 

A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (8. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck; 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; 

898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 
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The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr HOPKINS: Of 32 citizens of 


, y 
County, York. 


S. 'T f Masonville, Delaware 
New 


The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

by Mr. LAIDLAW: Of the Agricultural Society, 
tauqua, New York. 

Mr. YARDLEY: 
Montgomery County, 
sylvania. 


means otf 
of northern Chau- 


Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Montgomery County, Penn- 


Of Grange No. 606, 
and of farmers of 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common se hools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were s¢ verally referred to the Committee on Education: 

by Mr. C, R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of 36 citizens of White County, 
Arkansas 

ky Mr. 

by Mr. 
nia. 


BREWER: 
PATTON: 


Michigar 
Pennsy cons 


Of 240 citizens of Genesee County, 
Of 112 citizens of Clearfield County, 


SATURDAY, June 30, 1888. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLEer, D. D. 


The Journal of vesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


SENATE. 7 
A mes from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 
A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 
bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 
bill 470) granting a pension to Amanda F.. Deck; 
bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 
bill (S. 1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
bill 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 
bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 
bill (S. 121) granting a penson to Tobias Baney; 
bill (S. 341) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, 
John Whollam; 
bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Caroline Ruppert; 
bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 
bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. 
bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks. 


sage 


~ 


Ballier; 


S 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 


Gott; and 


ENROLLED BILL 
_ The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
yned the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide tempo- 
rarily for the expenditures of the Government; and it was thereupon | 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


SIGNED. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of H. H. Spencer and 70 other 
citizens of Macomb County, Michigan, and the petition of Duncan 
Buchanan and 111 other citizens of Huron County, Michigan, praying 
that certain amendments be made to the interstate-commerce law, to 
prevent existing evils vitally affecting public interests; which were re- 
ierred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Fraser, of Algonac, Mich., 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 

Pensions. 
He also presented the petition of Orville Ball and 104 other ex-Union 
soldiers and sailors, citizens of Mecosta County, Michigan, praying for | 
the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a copy of a memorial of the Jacksonville 
(Fla.) Board of Trade, remonstrating against the proposition to consoli- 
date the internal-revenue districts of Florida and Georgia. I have 
lately received a memorial of the same body, setting out their views at 
length on the question, and stating their ground of opposition to be 
that the proposed consolidation would be injurious to the cigar-manu- 
facturing interests of Florida. I move that the memorial and the copy 
be referred—one to the Committee on Appropriations and the other to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


on 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. MITCHELL to 


and 
Appropriations and 


the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPiE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 
Clary; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


love. 


re- 
I 


4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 
7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; and 
9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3245) for 
of James W. Knaggs; which was read twice by its title, and, 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


the relief 
with the 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. MANDERSON submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE., 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passcd the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 

A bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 

A bill (H. R. 9544) granting a pension to James C. White; 

A bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey; 

A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 

A bill (HH. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; 

A bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 

. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H.R. 
Whaley; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Meade; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member oi 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 

A bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (H. = 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

A bill (H. E 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 


8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 

214U) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 

621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 


R. 


R. 
Rt. 


149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 
8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews; 
4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 


9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles Jewett: 
© . . . . . 
3923) to place the name of Frederic Ronicke on the 


9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; 
737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 
10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 


10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood, 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no resolutions, concur- 
rent or other, the morning business is closed, and the Secretary will 
report the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate resume the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate resume the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 


The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, lin 136, befo 1 
indred,’’ to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘one;’’ so as : 
cla ise Tre ud 
proving Mississippi River from Des M es Rapidstothe mouth of I i \T -ADDOCK 
R r, $150,000, including the removal of bat it the mouth of Cedar Cree 601 — ie 
Quincy Bay, dredging in said bay y W w Slough, and ret ing : oa i . 
bars at the mouth of Whipple Cr k and Hian g Bay finthe opinion of t! i hie RESIDEN'I ] ne 
Secretary of War the same is deemed advisal n the interest of commer ; the Iment b ” ‘ 
navigation. Af mM) \ ‘ + , + : 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1442, to insert Mr. FRYE If the Senator irom Neb 
Improving and strengthening Sny Island levee where it crosses Snicar est as to the amendment I l <t a 
Slough and other sloughs, $50,000 » t 
a . ' PPPAINLN] a r 1, ‘ } 
The amendment was agreed to. The PRESIDENT pro te The amendment will be 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1452, after the words | } laily, 1f there be no objection. ihe reading of t! 
Missouri River,’’ to insert ‘‘ and the improvement of St. Louis Har- 
bor; ’’ so as to make the clause read: i amendment of the Committe 1 Comm Ww 
Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois Rivertothe | tion 1, to strike out the clauses 1 1608 to line 1654, in A 
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, at | follows 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illi: ss r } . AI ' ( 
posite the mouth of the Missouri River, and the improvement of St. L« Har ¥ nee , : ; — 
bor: Continuing improvement, $300,000 ca ak fi MM = ; aa ; tinu ents, $550.- 
The amendment was agreed to. ( ind, at the discret f the commissi 80 1 f i sum a y be 
The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 1457, after the words ‘‘two Pee ene. See Sor ee ecoe eta — a 
wi: ? . éé + + 9 I ed a t = i ea i 
million,’’ to insert ‘‘ tive hundred thousand;’’ so as to read t 2 S ae . I 
Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the O t j i“ of the c« Lission it id 
River: Continuing improvement, $2,500,000; which 1 shall be expens | i roy x M River f 2. § x City to Fort I] 
the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans, spe« itions 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Com sion t ve ( 
Mr. GIBSON. [ shall have to object to this amendment and all th | 1 obstruct 3 t M 
amendments incorporated in the bill from line 1455 to line 1502 by tl ex ition and survey of } enn ss 
Senate Committee on Commerce. I wish the bill to stand as it y ae €£15.000 1 ae for 
adopted by the House of Representatives, and I suppose if we reject of the Missouri Rive é Miss iton 
the amendments that will be the effect. eby made available for the gene s 
Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator’s objection would extend all the hea nendment Ww is agreed t 
way through to line 1552 on page 64? Che next amendment vas, tion 1, line 1643 fo t vord 


Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. ousand,’’ to strike out ‘* twenty-five and twent yas 
Mr. FRYE. If serious objec tion is to be made to the amendments, ¢ ike the clause read 
I ask that page 60, from line 1455, and pages 61, 62, and 63, down to ving San Joaquin Ri ‘ Co ’ rove t, $20 
line 1553, on page 64, be passed over for the present. We shall hav yy ' , L mn ye used, in t h® Giseretion OF t g 
more Senators present when the matter comes up foi oe ™ P 


tion. 


i A ‘ 
Mr. GIBSON. Of course the reservation includes also the amend ri} : : 
+. 1s ~~ . . . he amendment was agreed t 

ment in line 1457, where an increase is proposed from $2,000,000 to my : “ee pane rs ' - 1 
$2. 500,000 ea oe : 
—- ate . | tion 1, as follows 

Mr. FRYE. My request covers the whole of the amendments 1 ; 

proving Petalu a Core Ca { 4 


lating to the Mississippi River. I ask unanimous consent to pass ove! — 

the amendments from line 1455, on page 60, to the end of line 1552 in I he amendment was agreed a: 

clusive, on page 64, for the present. rhe ne ct nent was, In set tion 1, line 16 0, before the word 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no hundred, one’’ and insert *‘ three;’’ and in the same 





objection ne. before I hou 1 to st out ‘‘ and seventy-five 
; : > . os . section a tn make e clause read 
The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at line 1553, on page ) as to make the clause read 
64, Improv yr canal at the Cascades, Oregon: Continuing improvement SH 100), 


y 


he amendment was agreed to. 
‘he next amendment was, in section 1, line 1656, before the word 


The Committee on Commerce proposed an amendment, in section 1, 


T 
before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 1560, to strike out ‘“‘three’’ and| 1 


XI X———362 








CCU LO 


ful consideration 


amendment 
‘amendment : 


» reading of the 


BROWN. 
ndment which is desi y th »presentative of the Albany d 
in Geor 


gia. In li » WO f’’? occurs; he desires that 
he section will reefs, 


E. There is no objection to that amendment. 
‘ SIDENT pro tempore. e an 1t will be stated. 
1e Corer CLERK. In line62strik ’? and insert “‘ reefs 
so as to read— 
Flint River, rock reefs at Albany and above. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
ppropriated for improvements of riversand harbors, other | The reading of the bill was resumed. amendment of the 


ar. ” 


tands 


* ay 
follows: | 


duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money | 
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than the above or 
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for overcoming said obstructions at 
nay be removed, which 
more ce rable 


1dCongress, 


igatlion may 
re deemec : 
and sha 
oposed Linprovemen 
and usefulness to navy 

3 j } 


sid repe 


; COI 


nend mei 
CO 


amendment 


HLAMI 


iso requeste e to offer an- 


oo) tO Insert 


\ 
e, 6milesdown 


g obstructions and shoals caused by sun! 


south Edisto Rivers by St. Pierre River and Sout} 


he amendment rreed to. 
MPTO? 

ist Cree} 
castec 


AT, tr 4 
wil, Di 


) insert after the preceding amendment 
nto Waccamaw River to the bridge at So- 

The amendme agreed to 

Mr. HAMPTON. Following that I have another amendment for a 

rvey. After line 364, in section 11, 1 move to add: 

il Examine whether the breaking of Bull River 

head of Bull River, will injure the navigation of Combahee 

plan for obstructing said breaks, and the cost thereof, 


4 


» ft 
It Was 
ro? wl 


su 


Con 
hee Ri 
River, ar 


mhee River 
r the 


ria 


into Comba- 
ve! 


d rep 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 11, atter line 353, to insert: 


‘ 


Savannah River, as to whether the damage to the Vernezobie Breshet Bank 
in 1887 was caused by the work at cross-tides, and whether the maintenance of 
said bank is essential to the success of the work at cross-tides, and what will be 
the cost of nstructing said bank as to confine the water of said river to its 
bed, 

Owendaw and Wando Rivers and other waters and water routes connecting 


Bull’s Bay and the harbor of Charleston. 


BO ¢ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 373 of section 11. 
Mr. FRYE. After line 373 I move to insert: 


For at Narrangansett Bay, atthe mouth of Narrow River, with the 
view of establishing a breakwater 


Mr. CHACE. Instead of the word ‘‘ establishing ’’ I would use the 
word ‘‘ constructing.’’ 

Mr. FRYE I have no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, after line 385, to insert: 


survey 


VERMONT. 
Swanton Harbor, as to what changes are necessary in present improvements, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of “ Vir- 
ginia,’’ after line 403, to insert: 
Hunting Creek 


at its mouth 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. After line 404 L move to insert the following surveys in 
the State of Virginia 

Harbor of Cape Charles City and approaches by Chenton Inlet. 

Chincoteague Inlet, for the purposes of a break water. 

Machadoc River 

Nassawadox River ; 

The channel crossing the Potomac from Alexandria, Va., to the Maryland 
side. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ West | 
Virginia,’’ after line 411, to insert: 

South Branch of the Potomac River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| Senate to non-concur in the proposed amendment striking out 


JUNE 30, 


The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ Wash- 
after line 
orth Palouse Rivet 


The 


ington T rritory,’’ 415, to insert: 
amendment was agreed to. 
amendment was, i 


as follow 


> next 


. le ts 
in section 11, to strike out lines 


k, Manitowoc County 
> amendment was agreed to. 
<t amendment in sec 


? after line 419, to insert: 


was, tion 11, 


\f 


le Creek, Manitowoe County. 


ie amendment was agreed to. 
ie next amendment was, in section 
isin,’’ after line 422, to insert: 


‘1 
i 
| 
i 


Hiarbor at mouth of Fond du Lac Riy 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 427, to insert: 
a survey of Minnesota Point, at Su 


For iperior, at west end of I e 
rior, and an examination and report by the Secretary of War upon thee 


and probable cost of acquiring the same by purchase 
held by the United States as a res 
for other purposes 
TI 
} 
i 


ii 


Supe- 
rpediency 
condemnation, to |} 

-rve for the purpose of harbor protection, and 


or 


1e amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, in section 11, after line 


’ 409 . 
40, tO insert 
waters of Green Bay to N.L 


feet deep and 200 feet wide, 


Menomonee Harbor, from the uding ( 


ill, Wisconsin, for 


1a 


a channel 16 
he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 

to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and 


so as to read: 


3, after the word ** har- 
bors, ’’ insert ‘‘one hundred and 
fifty; ”? 

For examinations, surveys, and 
which there is no special appropriation, 


denial repairs, fox 


$150,000, 


iti neies, and for ine 
for and harbors, 


cor 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine desire 
to have the reserved amendments acted on at this time ? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. The first is on page 30, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendments 
reported in their order. 

The Chief Clerk read the first reserved amendment, which was, 


will be 


in 


| section 1, on page 30, line 714, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike 
| out ‘‘ fifty’? and insert 


sé 


twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Improving, by dredging and otherwise,the inland water way, from Chinco- 
teague Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay,at or near Lewes, Del.,to be used from 
Chincoteague Bay to Indian River Bay: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 
Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce instruct me to ask the 
** fifty’? 


and inserting ‘‘twenty-five.”’ 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. FRYE. And they instract me further to move to add to the 


clause these words: 


No part of which shall be expended until the right of way is secured free of 
cost to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Commerce was 
stated to be, insection 1, line 1201, after the word ‘‘ Zanesville,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams on said river;’’ so 


| as to read: 


Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of a lock at Tay- 
lorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and other necessary 
repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuantto the report of the engineers, 

2,000; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to grant 
leases or licenses for tne use of the water-powers on the Muskingum Liver at 


such rate and on such conditions and for such periods of time as may seem to 


| him just, equitable, and expedient. 


Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That was disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be disagreed to, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. It was disagreed to. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, 
in section 1, at the end of the clause appropriating #°90,000 ‘‘for im- 
proving Illinois River, Illinois,’’ in line 1322, to insert: 


322, 

And for the purpose of securing a continuous navigable water way between 
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, having capacity and facilities ade 
quate for the passage of the largest Mississippi River steam-boats, and of raval 
vessels suitable for defense in time of war, the Secretary of War is authorized 
and directed to cause to be made the proper surveys, plans, and estimates fora 
channe! improvement and locks and dams in the beds of the Illinois and Des- 
plaines Rivers from La Salle to Lockport, so as to provide a navigable water 
way, not less than 160 feet wide, and not less than 14 feet deep, and to have sur- 
veyed and located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michigan, at or near the 
city of Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes aforesaid, and ca- 
pable of carrying not less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, flowing 
at the rate of 2 miles per hour; the necessary expenses of such surveys, esti- 
mates, plans, and location to be paid out of the sum herein appropriated for 
the improvement of the Illinois River. 

The Secretary of War is further authorized and directed to cause to be located, 
on such line as he may approve, a canal from the Illinois River at or near the 
town of Hennepin tothe Mississippi River at or above the mouth of Rock River, 
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miles per hour.’ 
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a shi 
carry achannel of water 14 feet de nd 150 t wide ata flow of 6 n need « l t era ud 
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y running through the whole of the State of I] a t 1 é ( 3 made |} the great 





OO cubic feet of water every nut I » not think it would be nd t { Maa wal 


ec atl 
“ ] 1 ‘ ] writ } ; if 
for usto load downthis bill with a proposition like this, so 1 } fiere I 





. rm} 2 } ‘ ’ 
Lakes. The most careful examina 





t could ha 
consulted by the Senator if he had taken pains to inform himself on thout stint as to number whil 

the question as he usually does on questions coming before the Senate. | a get t timber together that w 
it has been thoroughly examined, and it is clear that there will be no | you had a connection between the 


by the enginecrs, and their reports 








< Of this kind 


to make a canal 
people of the 


the | 


ry laborer 


Northwe 
in that 
it is without merit, 


vernment, 


country has 
and then it i 
inan 

i ident I did 
had prepared themselves for this amen 
if I had I could lay fore th 


i be 1lcve 


the Gov 
know that the 

lment ld not be } 
information on tl 
the 


not 
wou 
penate iS St 
enator 
upon thi body. Ii 
thing that would « 
> proposition to open a ship- canal from 
h the Mlinois River and thence s the coun- 
rdate the } * the I 
t. All Illinois, all Iowa, all Minnesota, all Colorado, 
interested in this water way. It is not 
not for the benefit of Illinois alone, but it is for 
portion of the United States—a portion 
Treasury than any other portion of 
son to its interests and to its importance. 


ident, that th 


would re 
Ohio on this | have any eifect 
thing in the bill, if t 


} 


it impossible for sneers of the 
there 1 
merivoriou ere 18 one ommen 


the bill to my support, it is t 
Lake Michigan throug 


try to accomm<¢ 


acros 
eople of 
extreme W< 
braska, and Dakota are 
althing. Iti 

fit of a large and growing 
that has had | 
the country in 


money out of the 

compari 

I insist, Mr. Pre is is a meritorious enterprise 
we have a right to have put into this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the merits 
of this proposed improvement to any extert. Iam not prepared to say 
how I shall stand in regard to the improvement after the survey and 
report shall been made. Of course if this improvement would 
lower the level of the Great Lakes and destroy the harbors upon those 
Jakes and render useless the improvements which 
made by Congress, no Sen So far as I have 
any information on this point, it is that it will not matez 
with the water-level of the Lakes. 

But this proposition is simply for a survey, for an examination and 
report as to what the expense will be, and I suppose what the effect 
will be, not only upon the navigation of the Illinois River and its com- 
merce, but upon the navigation of the Great Lakes. We have not been 


have 


had 
ially interfere 


itor would flavor if. 


in the habit of objecting seriously to proposed surveys when they have | 


been asked for in a river and harbor improvement bill, especially one 
so important as this The project is important—important to the 
commerce of the great West, important also perhaps w.th a view of se- 
curing a better disposition for the sewerage of Chicago, and important 
in 2 national point of view, with reference to the national defense. 

» time since in a speech on the subject of fortifications 
to the agreement between the United States and Great Britain under 
the treaty of 1814 by which both countries had agreed that the arma- 
ment of the Great Lakes should consist of one vessel on Lake Cham- 
plain with one 14-pound gun, the same character of 
Ontario, and two vessels of the same character upon the Upper Lakes. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in a recent speech in the Senate 
upon the fisheries ~—— claimed that there had been a violation by 
Great Britain either of the letter or the spirit of the treaty by provid- 
ing fortified naval aan at Halifax and Bermuda and by the improve- 
ment of the Rapids of the St. Lawrence and the construction of the 
Welland Canal, by which a fleet of gunboats could at a few hours’ 
notice be plac a up yn the Great Lakes. As I understand, if we had 
the x ts we have no place where they could be rendezvoused within 
reach of the s, 80. as to be placed upon the Lakes to meet any 
which might be put there by Great Britain. This improvement, 
if itshould be undertaken by the United States and completed, would 
furnish us a means by which naval vessels of 14 feet draught could be 
placed upon the Great Lakes. 
portant not only in a¢ 
the 1 


il alluded some 


unboa 
Great Lak: 


for e 


itional defense. 

1m not prepared now to say that I believe it to be practicable or 
wise; but I am willing that a portion of the money which is appro- 
priated by this bill as it came from the House for improving the Illi- 
nois River shall be « a nded for the purpose of a thorough survey and 
report in regard to this improvement. 

There was a re a. sentative body of the great interests of Chicago be- 
fore the Committee on Commerce to pressthis measure. The y certainly 
made a very good ig for thisimprovement. They desired ample 


} ‘ 
snowill 


pper Mississippi River and of 


the 
| trans 
and one 


able, and that will bring ‘the 
tem of internal improvement 


| friends 
| ation made, 
have already been | 


| the river and harbor bill in future 


vessel upon Lake | 


So, then, I say the improvement is im- | 
ymmercial point of view but with reference to | 


affair. 
| now pending would cost many times more than the Hennepin Car 


r the 
Mr 
by the 
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I want to call 
thing, that 
ire nr b een penn , and |] 
Whi h lmprovel 
“The Hennepin Car 


I Was speal 


whole 


I wa 
river and harbor } 
the construction of the 

‘rs, on the route whi 
point was 
entary rule in alludi 
1imself. It is not 
bill they will 
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is not m y purpose to di 
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distinctly made in committee 


and the Senator 1 


‘ chlaiiion to putting 

It is not the place for them. 
an passage fox 
portation. yarious « 
Senate of the United 
put them in the river 
it to an amount year by 


cuts open 


ana projects i 
tate amounting 
an d harbor bill, 
increase 
bill 

s will 

linois, if Colorado 

and I am not its enemy—want this appropri 
let them bring it ll, let them have 
matter fairly then ng in a bill provid 

these great canals Soames the country, many of which 
merit in them. 

subsequent river and harbor bills of ne 
say is beyond all question wrong. 

Sir, I only want to emphasize this fact. There are a number of small 
canals in this bill. Iopposed the wiations for them in committes 
I have opposed them at every session of Congress; but they were forced 
upon us,and now we are reachinga culminati the canal legislation 
we had in former river and harbor bills. ‘hese great monstrous canal 
projects are thrust here upon the Congress United States, so that 
will become a great mus bil 
public sentiment of the United St will n 


If the Senators from I) 
of this measure ] 
here 
discussed, « let 


have great 
But to commit the Government to the expenditure in 


arly $6,000,000 for this work 


appro 
ono 


of the 
monstt 


of appropriation and the ates 


| tolerate it. 


Ir.SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado ¢ 
cussed this measure as if it was a single proposition. There > are two 
propositions here, entirely distinct, so distinct that the member who rep 
resents one of these canal projects came and called my attention to if 
saying that they were not the same propositions,but were rivals. As 
a matter of course those who do not know the geography of the country 
as well as the Senator from Colorado might suppose that these worl 
from their location were necessarily connected, but the first item he: 
is altogether different from the Hennepin Canal. Itis for a water wa 
from Chicago to the Illinois River and thence ac: 
River. 

Mr. TELLER. eae go together to a certain extent. 

Mr. SHERMA From Chicago to the beginning of the Hennepi: 
Canal the re is he Illinois River. There is no necessity for a s urvey 
there if that is all that is desired, because that has been already had 
The Illinois River has been surveyed time and again, and it has been 
improved. Large sums of money have been voted forit. I have my- 
self, in connection with the Hennepin Canal project, voted for an ¢ 
mate for a ship-canal from Chicago to the headwaters of the Llin 
River and thence down. 

This bill provides for locks and dams of a different character 
those used now in the improvement of the Illinois River, and co 
templates a great ship-canal of immense extent, with a large traflic 
comparison with which the Henne pin Canal is a mere minnow, asma 
The construction of the ship-canal proposed in the first cl 


aft . 
JLISSISSID 


oss to the 


‘ 
ilV 


ause 


in all probability; I can not say how many times. The one is a canal 


| from the Illinois River across to the Mississippi River, near Rock Is!- 


and. Ido not know the length of it, but I have heard that discussed 








rous. 














in favor of internal improv« and pretty large ex 
for such purposes; but if we are to « i to the + of g ore 
magnificent project from Chi » to the th of t Illinois Riv 
and then another similar project from the | is River across t 
Mississippi River, let us do it with our: sopenand atte 
tion and upon a se ite b 
Mr. TELLER Presid I treat t 0 prop ( 
because the two are so connected it is almost impossible to discuss t 
separately. 
I wish to say a word further, b u the suggestion 
tor from Ohio that the proposed Illinois River improvement had 
merit, or, as he said, its demerit was greater than that of the orig 
Hennepin Canal scheme. The Illinois Riv cheme now propos 
nothing more nor | than an enlarged part of the original ] I 
Canal The plan was to build from Chicago to La Salle a cana 
locks for 102 miles, as I recollect, a ¢ f GB ¢ ial with a ! 
depth of vy ter That is not large eno ifor tl! purpose s y 
by the Senator from Orego it this might It is 2 t 
enough for Government war-vessels to co through. Since “that 
proposition has been enlarged to take that part « he He vin ¢ 
and to make it 14 feet deep (which is not as deep as it to b 
and thus by the great flow of water make the Illinois Ri 
Salle to its junction with the Mississippi River, which is 
miles, as I recollect navigable stream at all seasons of the ye 
So I discuss them together because the two go together; that 
say, all the money expended on the Illinois River between ¢ 
and La »( e utilized for the Hennepin scheme and 
duce the expense of the Hennepin scheme a considerable de 
least. 
Mr. VEST. The report of the engineer shows that it is 5 mil >| t 
Bridgeport and 97.24 miles from Bridgeport to the mouth of t 
nois River, making 102.24 miles for the whole length of the can 
Mr. TELLER. Then I was not far out of the way [ t 
was in the neighborhood of 100 miles. 
Mr. President, this first proposition does not commit the G 
ment to anything at all. The Senator from Missouri says th: 
been a survey. There never has been a survey and an estin i 
of the expense of this canal. ' 
Mr. VEST. I spoke of the Hennepin Canal. I supposed t! pu 
under discussion. the r: 
Mr. TELLER. For so much of this canal as goes from Chicago to |} him 
La Salle there has been an estimate made a number of times, but neve1 If 


of the size now proposed. There has been an estimate made at variou 


times for a small canal. Now the proposition is to make a large canal, | to ¢ 
a ship-canal across, and for that the proposition is that there shall bi 


taken from this bill a part of the money appropriated to the Lino from 
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I refer now to the freights that went on railroads 

: river and to aconsiderable distance from the river. 

tion for Chicago, but itis a question for all 

who reside on the Great Lakes and who re 
Ow and above 
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ple of this country 
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VEST. Mr 
ing the Henney 


President, I had the impression that we were dis- 
in Canal, 
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on the amendment 
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5 question 1 


3s River improve 


e any serious objection to the first clause. 
in regard to the Illinois and Michigan 
{ y, which we made for the Hennepin 
rand harbor bill of 1886. I have not the slighest 
and hat ] if we make the survey, will put 
yn in regard to this canal that we have in the 
1 it is to locate it and commit the 


pre eT bk | or H 1} pur 5 Aba 

Go nstru ! ‘his is simply the first step. The 
»t 
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1 survey, 


11 
lil, 


ernmic 
pin Canal, for which thi 

yt i survey. 
the Illinois and Michigan Canal, b 


is only for 


cause the 
a preliminary survey and involves 
As to the Hennepin 
3, because that is the com- 
If the Illinois and 
, of course the survey will be reported 
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» most decided objection 
vernment tt ne Vv 
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’ appropriated 1,800,000 acres of land to the State 
of Illinois for truction of this canal. Afterwards 
ken off the grant, and Illinois was permitted to use the pro- 
of those lands in the construction of railroads. The city of Chi- 
cago advanced a large sem of money to aid in the construction of the 
canal, After the great fire in Chicago the Legislature of Illinois passe: 
an act repaying the money, with interest, which the city of Chicago hac 
advanced. <A portion of the canal is constructed. I have fought at 
every step the idea of putting it in the hands of the United States. 
The State of Illinois, with a credit as good as that of the United States 
Government, with an immense area, with an industrious, aggressive, 

eful peop! the United States: ‘‘ Take 
t internal improvement that we have commenced, though 
1,800,000 acres of land to build it; take it off our hands 
United ; complete it.”? Accord 
it will cost over $5,000,000. I want to consider 
discussed I want the I anal and 
no sectional feeling 
into this wholesale 
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ceeds 
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e, says to the Government of 


» Government of the State 


Ww? 


t 3 lorida c 
hen it i llorida ¢ 


in, so that there can be 
in reg >the matter, and if we 
he cons throughout the country let us do it openly 

wlinanfully, without committing the river and harbor bill to the con- 
struction of these great work It is not fair to us to do that. We 
hould not commit the Government now to this project and to the Hen- 
nepin Canal project, the two involving probably $15,000,000 at the low- 
est estimate in the river and harbor bill. 

{am not here as the enemy of this project, but I will not vote for it, 
tion of this Hennepin Canal and of this improve- 
1 add to the commerce of the Mississippi River, in which my 

it [do not want to be committed indi- 
on a river and harbor bill. 
e it to be very clear that the appropriations of 
construction of works of internal improvement 
made on well considered and established principles of pub- 
and whatever sums are needed to construct such works ought 
Upon what bill it 

nother question, whether by a separate bill in 
neral bill,as in this case,must be decided by the con- 
venience of legislation and the opportunity the different methods may 
atfYord for deliberation and dis 

! fail to see the difference in the benefits to be derived in the inter- 

rce in improving ariver and in making an avenue or 

by an excavation in the earthoracanal. Log- 

it if you can carry a larger amount of produc- 

excavation, whether there was water before or not makes 

nee, and therefore the question of whether it is a canal or 
\dmitting the fact that the distribution of the 
productions of the country is a national object and a necessary public 
and that there should be means of transportation created or en- 
by the National Government, and that being settled, the 
nex iestion is, what is the most feasible, most economical, and most 
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policy, 


couraged 


heneticial method of accomplishing that object ? Whatever that method | 


may be is the proper object of national aid and appropriation, whether 

an ocean or a lake, whether the amount re- 
or small. 

i take it that we have been led to the improvement of the water 

ways of the country by its natural condition and its development 


along the lines of the natural water ways, and that this accounts for 


hea canal or a river, 


quired be large 
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the confinement of the appropriations by the General Government 
largely to the natural water ways of the country. But if it bi 
ble to make a water way, if it be economical and a cheap method of 
transportation, as it is conceded to be in our present experience and 
our present knowledge, whatever it may be in the future, I gravely 
doubt whether or not in the future some method of controlling th 
great avenues of land transportation will not be found, so as to mak 
them as cheap if not cheaper than the water ways; but we have not 
reached that pointat the present time. We have adopted, and I think 
wisely, the policy of improving the harbors of the country, that 
may exchange the productions of this country for those of foreign c 
tries, and that we may thus give the interior of the country the ben 

of exchange with other countries and other localities. This is the only 
object and the only effect sought to be obtained by this policy of im 
proving harbors and protecting coasts with light-houses and life-savi 
appliances. 

Now, when we have once done that and can obtain the same o 
yreater benefit by a canal than by the improvement of a water way 
that is strictly within the principles which we have recognized and 
established as a possible policy, yet we hesitate at the 
the creation of a water way. If there be by nature a water way we 
think it is sound publie policy toimprove it. If there be not, and it 
be necessary to make it by the connection of two streams, we conside: 
ind doubt whether we are not adopting a new and dangerous policy. 

But the river and harbor bill, if justified by principle, demands thai 
wherever it is practicable and necessary and within the reasonable 
means of the Government to establish a water way by which the pro- 
ductions of a locality, if it be of sufficient importance, may be brought 
into the common exchanges of the country, it shall be done, and it is 
simply a question of the amount of benefit to be derived from the im- 
provement. 

Che Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], with whom I agree in 
much that he has said, has stated that there are improvements in this 
river and harbor bill which are local. What is a local improvement? 
Suppose it to be but one man and one bag of cotton. It goes to New 
York and to Liverpool, and it enters into the common exchanges of 
the country. It ceases to be local and becomes national as soon as it 
becomes a subject of commerce just as much as if it was a million of 


JOSS!I- 


question of 


| bags of cotton produced by a million of men. 
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Of course no improvement can be made for one man or one bale of 
cotton or one hundred, but there is some proportion in the magnitud: 


| of the commerce and of the production to the extent of the benefit 


which it will confer. But all commerce is national, all exchange is 
national, and there is no difference between foreign commerce and do 
mestic commerce in the character of the benefit which it confers upon 
the people. Foreign commerce is of no benefit, except as it 
the producer wherever he may be, whether in the valleys of the Rocky 
Mountains, on the Pacific coast, in the interior of the Middle States, 
or on the South coast or the North, an opportunity to dispose of his 
product. It has no value except as it gives to the producer material 
and exchange and a value for his productions. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that we can dig a canal 
anywhere if the magnitude of the interest of production and distribu- 
tion connected with it be so great as to justify the expenditure. If i! 
be practicable and within the reasonable means of the Government, it 
should be just as properly an object of improvement and of aid by th 
National Government as the rivers and the harbors; and in that point 
of view I am prepared at all times, when there is a fair distribution of 
the benefits of the national aid, to vote for any well-devised and nee 
essary measure of that description. We have reached a period in the 
history of this country when the question of cheap transportation and 
a fair distribution of the products of labor is the most important of all 
publicquestions. When it is aquestion of abundance or starvation to 
the millions of our wage-workers—to the great mass of our people 
this question, as well as that of reasonable compensation to labor, de- 
pends on the avenues of transportation, and not on the fact whether it 
is a natural or an artificial water way. 

I think there is some force in the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] that this question ought to be carefully consid- 
ered, that it ought to be made a special object of consideration, and 
that the canal improvements which are demanded by the commerce of 
the country, the improvement in Maryland, the improvement in IIli- 
nois or in Ohio, the improvements in the State of Florida, which have 
been examined and are entirely practicable, and good and safe meth 
ods of transportation—that all these ought to receive consideration 
and I am of the opinion that it ought to be given at an early day; that 
the interests of cheap transportation demand that the Congress of the 
United States should give immediate consideration to this great ques- 
tion, which so nearly concerns the prosperity of the producers and the 
consumers of the country. 

The inland coast line of communication on the coast of Florida to 
Key West, where steam-vessels of great speed and great comfort can go 
without exposure to severe storms, a ship-canal across the peninsula of 
Florida, inland canals connecting the Mississippi and the Great Lakes, 


gives t 


| the inland coast communication from Maine to Florida, which is prac- 


ticable with but few breaks in its continuity, these are the measures 
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of public policy which will cheapen everything 
pay the laborer and the producer a better profit 
But, Mr. President, if this prov in this b 
as not to commit the Government ( to a 
can be added to it a proposition isurvey of t 
ects of improvement of a character, I ould entil 
to give to it my vote 
I ask of the enate to-d upon what ground can we st 
thé appropriatio in th l and refus appropriat 
irvey and even for the construction of a ¢ alon he t 
ida, connecting the it line of coastwise transportation for ¢ 
of vessels, so that they may tected from the outer 
from New York, and p ips above w Y to Key e 
but little outside ex] ire? Upon wha 1 can we 
an appropriation if it be practicable to t ’ 
cost across the peninsula ¢ ) ) it ‘ 
the Mississippi River, the Mexican Gulf, and 
States may i ly Pp S l ng ou 
I say it be possible ‘ ( t 
ground can 1 e 1 I to ) hen t V rt 
be expedited and be 1 i t cost « a 
Gulfand At e coa la and the United States | 
the count nd to the world ? 
hese great work e em it to lal 1 so lor 
ben ul in the ( { len in tu 
tax-payer, fort! ) ba ore t 1 they cost \ 
built with labor which may o ~ n t 
be fed and clothed It would make t earth a Garden of 
unemployed labor of the country and the men in arms 
world could be employed in ma g the earth more product 
distributing at little cost its productio1 
It seems to me that these are the considerations which sh 
mine our action, and if we are to maintain t 3 pol ey of in 
provements let us do it on a broad and wise and just bas 
that other works of Sreat national importance, of importa 
commerce of the world, shall be ineluded 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not given that att 
ips to the debate on this subject which the importance of 
tion demands because of my other ¢ ement I have 
attention to the subject-matt« 
The first amendment, the one which I b ve is immedi 
t ssion, isan ame ment provid rvey of the Il] 
and the region of country now covered by the Illinois 1 
Canal, so called 
ihis is nonew qu st eiti i pet pro} tious I 
iwveys. lremember perfectly well in 1 that this wl 
ef a ship-canal connecting the Nort ) es with the M 
River was presented by military men and by « 1 tl 
fth most imp nee; and t project i am 
not mista of both H Cony t that time as p 
a military wa cting the lak 1 t lississippi | 
S that ( ha v on ve y year and have ay 
? i i tile lmpre iit ‘ I | i yh na int 
1 appropriation o 00,000 for the I 10is Rive What 
r the purpose ecuring a low-water navigation t 
41 in that 3 r; and with this expenditure, and prob 
1) diture of a like amount for a es or two longer, th 
navig ‘ way on the Illinois River from the mouth ¢ 
to La Salle of 7 feet Between La Salle and the city of ¢ 
canal that was constructed by the State of Illinois many ye 
st i that tin ), AS Was supposed, to be am 
( ut pe 1; and it is in operation to-da; It 
canal 
Chis 7] s l Michigan Canal, so called, ought to be e1 
to mal { re with the navigation of the Illinois Ri 
im-boats navigating that river from its mouth to La Salle 
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that is the most imp 


Itruns through a d 
and with commerce; and are we to stand here and appropriate 
000,000 to rivers and harbors and higgle about a proposition which is 
intended to connect the great system of water ways on the Northern 
lakes with the Mississippi River? 


yrtant water way project in it 
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ind Michigan Canal will not exceed two or three million d 
a water way extending between the Miss 
River and the Great Lakes and all of them, and also from Buffalo c! 
h of the Dlinois River and so on to St. Louis 

If this river and harbor bill is worth the paper on which it is printed 
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‘anal across the Maryland and Delaware 
eighborhood. 1 eady to vote f 
important national work. Although it is 
that canal is constructed it 
» products that are prod 
i all the are consumed in if. 
we have now reached an important point in this bill. 
I have a deep interest and in which my const 
a deep interest, and I do not propose for one that the amend- 
of the bill withouta full and fre ission and with- 
vote of the Senate. 
In the 
1e provision was inserted 
I voted fo 
it 11 


rovision Com 


am I 


hat when 
upon all t 


products that 
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it shall go out » dise 
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ATA 
GORMAN. 


outa 
Mr 

th 

canal 


yea 
river and harbor bill of last year practi 
for the survey and location of 
and did so because I believed that 1 
one of the re: nprovements that ought tobe made. I do not 

this } its the solutely to the construction 
of this canal any more than was done by the final survey and location 
of the proposed canal between the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays. 
But there is one provision in the amendment to which I desire to eal] 
the especial the Senator from lowa. It will be found on 
page 55, beginning at the word ‘‘ and’ in line 1334, and going down to 
and including the word ‘‘ hour’ in line 1339, in these words: 

land lo from Lockport to Lake M 

of Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the 
of earrying not less than 600,000 cubic ; 


2 miles per hour. 


} 
then, i 

thinl 
toInK 


Government al 


attention ol 


da channel 
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If stricken out of the amendment, it leaves a 


and location for the improvement of the Illinois 


these yrds are rovis- 


for the survey 
River and the construction of the canal from Hennepin as a great water 
way between the lakes and the Mississippi River. Of that Iam heart- 
but the clause I have read has been inserted for the first 
rted for the purpose of making a better sewerage for 
the rest to my friend from Iowa that this is the 
first time that such a project ] ever appeared in a river and harbor 
bill amendment to the great work of connecting 
the waters of the lakes with those of the Mississippi, Ithink there can 
be really no substantial objection to it, for I do not believe that the 
language is different from that by which the surveys of the other great 
improvements were directed to be made. Itdoes not commit the Gov 
ernment to the absolute construction of the work. The question of 
appropriating money hereafter for the work is another matter, when 
a}l these great works will come up together. 

I will say to the Senator from Iowa that while in the committee 
and on the re anxious to have the work to which he referred, 
the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, and the whole country is inter- 
ested in it, 1 do not believe that this is the time to make the appro- 
priations. If the Senator will strike out the words beginning with 
the word ‘‘and”’ in line 1334, down to and including the word ‘*hour’’ 
in line 1339, leaving this a clear-cut proposition for the survey and lo- 
cation of this great national work, I shall with pleasure vote with him. 
Therefore I move to strike out those words. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the phraseology of this amendment is not 
of my making. 

Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
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time, and it is inst 
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understand that. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘ 
ment proposed by the Ser or from Ma y) nd { Mr. GORMAN 
The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ deep,’’ in the amendment of 
committee, in line 1334, it is proposed to strike out the words: 
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Mr. ALLISON. I under 
Maryland to be to strike out al ‘aforesaid ’’ in line 
1336. I hope he will m ; hat way 
the other portion of the amendm is a part of the n ary 
it seems to me, 

Mr. GORMAN. 
in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. » Senator from Maryland m 
his proposed amendment to the amendment of the 

As modified I have no objection to it. 
jection to the other clause being stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro te nepore, lhe part propose dto be 
of the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “‘aforesaid,’’ in the amend: 
of the committee, in line 1336, it is proposed to strike 
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flowing at the rate of 2 miles per hour. 
Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that cl 
The amendment to the amendment was agret 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T! 
the amendment proposed by the committee, : 
of the Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. CALL. Iaskifit would be 
the following words: 
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Mr. VEST. Let us have a division. of the Mis 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators in favor of agreeing tot] ( 2 
amendment will rise and stand until they are counted. The amendment was i to 
Mr. VEST. I should like to ask for the yeas and nays. I sho The next amend wa ’ l 
like to goon record myself against fhe amendment. 1 ) to line 1521 i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Missouri ask the ; 
on agreeing to the amen of the com yeas and na ‘ . 
may be entered on the J ; o!”? I iment was a 1 to 
The 1d nays were ordered. | : $ - nd ni is. in section 1. to 
TI DENT pro tem} Tl cretar} ill call the rol 2 tn ii 1552 sive ' 
Mr ithdraw the den r the yeas and n . 
The i ah p t 01 i me tor from Miss \ ; ( 
draw é as and nay c us, K é 
| } ‘ 
Mi anim 3 con he can do so Gh ’ ‘ 
r Pp o tempor i By unanime ; consent the « \ ; ' 
the lays is withdrawn. The Chair hears no object New Orleans, J ( 
th ly for the question upon agreeing to the amend: a 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment w 
passed ovei will be stated. 


The Cutzr CLERK. On page 60, the amendment relating to th 1 its 
i i : 
improvement of the Mississippi River, in the paragraph beginning : 


line 1455 and the amendments following t ling to line 1552, o 
page 64. e7 ! 

Mr. GIBSON. I find that in this bill very liberal appropriatior Mit $10,000, 
have been made for all the rivers in the Mississippi Valley, but that th rhe amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 66 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one further amendment of 
tle committee that was passed over which the Chair asks the indulg- 
ence of the Senator from Colorado to submit. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill reserve my amendment. I! 
through with the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro te npore, next 
niittee will be read. 

The Cutrr CLERK 
Ce 
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The amendment of the com- 
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on, and defining its powers and me i 
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I asked to have thi 
the consideration of 
I do not 

to the matter, but I wish to state 
provement of the Mississippi River 
Missouri is one time an inquiry as 
the plan, system, and method of improvement, and the practical w 
ing of the commission with respect to the improvement of the Mi 
sippi River, with the view ol ng that inquir irds the 
Missouri River. While that inquiry is in process of consideration, | 
thought that it would | this 
, and not to make any radical change as to the plan of conducting 
the improvement upon the Mississippi Kiver and its tributaries until 


am 
the 
to make 
that the 
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the committee shall have concluded its inquiry and shall be ready to 


re port as to the advisability of contin ing the c yMMission or of adopt- 


ing some other system or plan in respect to conducting the improve- 
nts. 

On behalf of the committee, which has given this subject a good 

deal of attention during the past month and is still in the midst of its 

investigation, I ask the Senate to let this matter rest for the present 

until we shall have had an opportunity to fully conclude our investi- 

gations and make a report in pursuance thereotr. 

Mr. VEST. I drew the amendment to the river and harbor bill o1 
1886, which created the Missouri River Commission. I drew this 
amendment to this bill which abolishes that commission. I did itde 
liberately and after full investigation and a knowledge of all the facts. 

| believe that the Missouri River Commission honestly endeavored 
to do their duty, and I believe that the system which they endeavored 
to enforce was the correct system, and that is, to improve the river, if 
it is to be improved at all, by reaches of 10 miles at a time witha view 
to the navigation of the stream. ‘That system has been deliberately 
ignored by Congress. I have defended it. I have done all I could 
my penator tl the Seuate and House of Rem 
sentatives to coincide with the it, at « 


commi 
recurring session, both on the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, ap; 


hhh 


capacity as a y induce 
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1On. Instead of th 


ro- 


priations for local improvements have been carried until it is useless to | 


disguise the fact that any other system is impossible with the present 


constitution of this and the other branch of Congress. 
Che Missouri River Commission, in port 
me—and I shall not exhaust 


ate by reading it 


I have before 


their re 


which 
my strength nor the patien 
emphatically and distinctly protest against these 

local improvements, the improvement of harbors which have nothing | 


the 


whatever to do with navigation of the river. They say that it is 


money thrown 
if the appropriations 


improvement ol the 


are a 
stream, to local improvements at towns and har- 
bors. 
me downalmost unanimously. 
who voted against it. 
agreed to appropriate several hundred thousand dollars to different lo- 
calities, The same thing was done on the Mississippi River. 

I say that the logical result is, when we create a commission and re 
fuse to pay the slightest respect to its recommendations, abolish it. 


The commission come here, honest and reputable men (one of them is | 
| tention. 


one of the best friends I have in the world, a gentleman from my State, 
a civilian engineer), and in their deliberate conviction, based upon 


personal observation, based upon their expert knowledge as hydraulic 


engineers, they say to us: ‘‘ We recommend so much money for the 
general improvement and nothing for these local improvements.’’ 
Congress says: ‘‘ We know better; we have no confidence in your rec- 
ommendation; we wipe out your report.’’ 
clusion, and as an honest representative I can come to no other, that 
the money, $50,000 a year, spent for this commission is absolutely 


thrown away, because no matter what they may report we pay no at- | 


tention to it. The Senator from Nebraska represents one of the States 
upon the upper portion of the river. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri if that is not measurably true of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion and its recommendations? 

Mr. VEST. So I say; but the items for the Mississippi River have 
been passed and I do not care to discuss them, although I am prepared 
te doit. I think that is the logical result of our action in regard to 


( d we were | 


sndment passed over when | 


| can do is to keep these rivers for barge transportation. 


| his stock in the company was not paying him a dollar. 


| does not want to wait for a steam-boat. 


ce of the Sen- | 


away; that they can do nothing with the Missouri River | 
iverted from the main object, the systematic | 


With that report before them the Committee on Commerce voted | 


[ think I was the only, solitary Senator | 
‘They iguored the report of the commission and | 


I have come to the con- | 


| not ignore it, and it is a fact that is immutable and unanswerable, 


| the investment or a quarter of a cent, and the whole of it comes from 
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the Mississippi. We have taken $970,000, against the protest of the 
Mississippi River Commission, and put it on local improvements in this 
very bill. I was opposed to it, but I was overwhelmingly defeated. 

When Captain Eads was living (who in my judgment knew more 
about hydraulic engineering than all the rest of the engineers in this 
country put together, and 1 can say that safely now, because 
| you l the reach of censure or praise) he told me over and over again 
| that every dollar which was put on ments on the Missis- 

ippi River was thrown away. He said it 

with the improvementof the stream. So it is upon the 

I do not believe that it has come to be a matter of a great deal of im- 
portance to the part of the Missouri in which I am particularly inter- 

| ested. It is a lamental fact, but it is a fact, that we have not on 
single steam-boat running from Kansas City, where I live, to St. Louis. 
The last boat was taken off the river whilst I was in attendance on the 
| St. Louis convention. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. VEST. There was notrade. 

gation, just as much as civi 
iutonomy in this country. *The poor stragglings 

I see around this Capitol now remind me of the 
| tinct race, the melancholy historical remains of a 
| inevitable and you can not help it. 
| All that we can do now, in my jud Iam as much it 

ested in it as any man living, is to keep the rivers in such a condition 
of repair as to be a perpetually recurring check upon the railroad 
That is the whole situation almost completely. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
| whether, if the recommendations made b: Missouri River Com 
| mission as to appropriations had been adopted by Congress, and if their 
| theory of the improvement of the river could have been carried out, 

having suflicient money to do it, the result would have been to make 

a navigable river between Kansas City and St. Louis. 

Mr. VEST. That is a matter simply of conjecture. They use this 
guarded language in their report, and [ have read every word of both 
reports and I believe most of the schedules: ‘* We have seen nothing 
yet which causes us to doubt the feasibility ’’—they do not say it can 
be done—'‘ of so improving that river by reaches as to make it an en 
tirely navigable stream.’’ Nobody is more interested in it than Iam. 
I live upon its banks. I have lived there forty years. The fact re- 
mains that the railroads have exterminated the steam-boats. All we 

There is o1 
line on the Mississippi, the Anchor Line, and the principal owner ot 
that line told me only a few weeks ago when I was in St. Louis that 
The railroads 
built along the banks of the river have absolutely annihilated the rivei 
commerce; I mean to say except as to the very heavy articles, and thos« 
| only to a limited extent. 

I do not want to go into a general discussion, but the fact is that 
time is the great element in commerce with the American people 
The man who wants merchandise to sell wants it at once I 
If a man goes for pleasure and 
to travel he can take a steam-boat, baht where one American travels 
upon a river with a view to pleasure, there are thousands whogo upon 
business, and they want to be immediately at their destination. 
But I do not propose to go into any essay upon commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator how it 
Kansas City? Is there business on the river there? 

Mr. VEST. On the Upper Missouri, above Kansas City, there ar 
several boats. I do not know exactly how many, but a considerable 
number. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
City to St. Louis on the river. 
ing a part of the year. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Thatis true. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The trouble about it has been that all the money 
which has been appropriated has been limited in the application of the 
appropriations so that the Missouri River has never really had any at- 
That is what is the matter with it, and that is why the rail- 
roads monopolize the business. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the case in this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is the first time the Missouri has recéived at- 
tention. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody can be more friendly to the steam-boats or rivers 
than myself. I live in a country that is full of them, and I have as 
much interest in them as anybody; but the fact remains, and you can 
ihat 
the commerce of this country is conducted on railroads and not on 
steam-boats,, and so it is about canals. You have your Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal here and the grass is growing along its tow-path. There 
is not a canal in the United States to-day that is paying one cent upon 
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There has been continuous navigation from Sioux 
The river is navigable 3,000 miles dur- 


| something that is beyond the control of Congress, great as its powers 
are; and that is that time is the essence of commerce in this era of civ- 
ilization, and the railroads furnish quickness of transportation while 
other modes of communication do not. That is all of it. 
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men who compose it. My action upon t Committee on Com 
was dictated solely with the view to save some $60,000, the exp 
of this commission, which, in my judgment to no ut 
The recommenda oO > commission are absolutely ignored 
appropriations they ask are not given to them, and I do not t 
is any further necessity for continuing the commission. 
ir. BECK. Are the amendments of the committee thro \ 
Mr. FRYE. This amendment bas not been acted upon ) 
Mr. BECK. Iwish to offer an amend t when tl has bee ted 
upon. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER all If the 
be no objection, the amendment v 
Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the a: agreed to 
Mr. FRYE. TheSenator irom on the amend 





ment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to t 
amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was as 
Mr. FRYE. That completes the committee’ 
Mr. BECK. I desire to offer an amendment which I had referred to 
the Committee on Commerce on the 28th of last May. Itis as follows 
After line 1139, on page 47, I move to insert 


ed to. 





; amendments 





is the Green and Barren River 


For the purchase of the improvements known 
improvements, $150,000: Pre ed, That no part of said sum shall be expend: 
until a full and absolute conveyance of said improvements, together with rights 
of way, easem ks, and appurtenances of every nature belon 
to or connected with said improvements, by the owner or owners thereof, and 
the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the Secr 








nts, piers, do 





title is perfect. 


of War that th 

Mr. FRYE. lIask the Senator if that amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. BECK, It was referred on the 28th day of May, as is shown |} 
the printed amendment whick I have sent to the desk. It is a liter 
copy of a provision contained in the river and harbor bill passed last 
year, which failed It passed both Houses of Congres 
just as I offer it to-day, with the exception that I propose to make the 
instead of $150,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
if there be no objection. 


Mr. BECK. I pre pose to reduce the 


to become a law. 


sum $135,000 


The amendment will be so modified 


mount because the time of the 
lease has shortened since the provision was inserted on the former bil 
The committee agree to it. I desire to say that I hold in my hand a 
number of copies of the report of the Committee on Commerce of last 
year. I would be glad if Senators would readit. I ask tohave a copy 
of the report inserted in the RrcorD without taking time to read it. 
It contains a full history of this matter, and it was so satisfactory to 
both Houses of Congress that the provision was passed and made a part 
of the bill, which, as I said, did not become a law simply because it 
was not signed by the President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
RECORD if there be no objection. 
The report is as follows: 





The report will be printed in the 


GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, 
COMMERCE, SE 


KENTUCKY.—REPORT OF SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
OND SESSION, FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, 

The Senate committee, after having fully considered and investigated the 
proposed purchase of the franchise of the Green and Barren River Navigation 
Company by the General Government, reported favorably thereon, with an 
amendment to the river and harbor bill appropriating $150,000 for that purpose 
Following is the report of the committee, embraced in Senate Report No. 1884, 
Forty-ninth Congress, second session: 

The Green and Barren Rivers lie wholly within the State of Kentucky, and, 
with their tributaries, drain en area of about 10,000 square miles, nearly all of 
which is contained within the State. Their general direction is northwest, and 
the Green, after receiving the waters of the Barren River, empties into the Ohio 
about 8 miles above Evansville, Ind, 
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2. By condemna . wpensa 1, as determined prope 
legal tribunal. This method is also contemplated by the act of the Kentucky 
Legislature, which concedes the works to the United States on condition that 


the claims of the company are extinguished by purchase or otherwise 


3. By accepting the works and assuming control of the improvements of the 
Green and Barren Rivers, on the condition that the State of Kentucky will first 
extinguish the franchise, as suggested by the State courtof appeals. Onsucha 
msis the board is of the opinion that the interests involved are sufficient tojus- 
fy the General Government in reimbursing the State in an amount pot ex- 
ceeding $350,000, the estimated present intrinsic value of the works, 








SSS 


hio River 


into Green River. 


ll known, was the scene of the operati 
3; Senators know, remained 


I belie 


almost usels 
In 1868 the 


g advanced }: ums i Federal »vernment, 


unexpired. The lease expires in 
to those work Ol years to come, 
; 
as she did in 1868 
works were » out of 
sed. The Government 


ite over a milli 


T 
in ora 
being absolute ly destroy d, although the State 


yn it, she made a lease for thirty years to this 


pany got possession of these works, of course they 
ich a way as best to promote their own inter 

could be carried on by other people without pay- 
rheref he commerce of that river was seriously 
into competition with like commerce 
canal at Louisville heavy tolls were ex- 
es bought it and controlled it. While the 
lvania and from the Upper Ohio in com- 
arren * commerce had to pay tolls 
to pay there was some chance for com- 
l But five or six years ago 

+ comparatively, 

lumber, and everything else, down the Ohi 
i through the Louisville and 
and own, almost free, while the 
are kept up by the company that 
as to make it almost impossible to 
ympetition with the goods shipped from 
mopoly that is held by the company. People 
ay the tolls and compete with the small tolls that the United 

w exacts by making the Portland Canal comparatively free. 
not go into detail, as I hold in my hand a very full statement 
J. Proctor Knott, the former governor of Kentucky, now 
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he executive committee of the industrial conference of 


rth all the f It is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 23, 1888. 
pardon me for suggesting certain reasons why 
i States sheuld assume control of the navigation 
t Rivers, upon the terms proposed by the State of Ken- 
tucky, and thus re ve the commerce of those important channels of traffic from 
the oppressive burden by which it is at present incumbered. 
These rivers, with their tr utaries, drain an area of over 10,000 square miles 
the largest water-shed perhaps in the State—much the greater portion of which 
is extremely rich in every variety of agricultural product known to the latitude. 
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plied, but it is one of the peculiar characteristics of Green River that its water 
furnished as they are from vast subterranean sources, are rarely, if ever, froze 
but open to constant and convenient navigation, while those of the Upper Obio 
are frequently gorged with ice, or too low for the passage of any but sma) boats 
of the lightest draught, thus causing the disastrous ‘coal famines”’ so often ex- 


modities requ 


it also abounds in valuable hard-wood timbers of various kinds, and in almost | perienced by those dependent upon that region for fuel, 











cr I LHat |] 


ti 
th 
is 


) 
latu eh i ’ 
ALL ila ho po 





quired 1a 

We then applied 
out the company. 
favoring it as a ps 


and its tributaries, 








i l 
D 
‘ { 
‘TF 
( 
rto 
S 
j rt 
oI tl 


as being 





— I 
aw) 
ua ‘ 
> 
1 
ied ft { 
sv 
. 
ed 
sion of it and 


Monongahela, as 





41 
val 





Pie 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 30, 
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Mountain district of Missouri would cost less delivered to furnaces on this riv 
than to furnaces in the Upper Ohio vz y, where much of this ore is now used 
‘Thus it will be seen that cbeap and pu along Green River 
and that with the combination of coals, ores, and very pure limestone there 
should be a large development of iron manufacturing in this valley. Connect 
ing, as this river does, with the great system of water ways of the Mississippi 
Valley, the production of cheap iron ore will be of great benefit to the consumers 
of iron in the entire valley. The extensive forests of valuable timber along the 
river, the quarries of fine building-stone, the clays and other resources to be de- 
veloped, together with the fertility of the soil, give assurance that the opening 
of this river to free navigation will bring about an industrial activity wide 
spread in its quickening results on thecommerce and trade ofthe entire country.” 
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IMPROVEMENTS BY THE STATE OF KENTUCKY. 

From the eding extracts and other sources it appears 

That the Green and Barren Rivers form an important line of navigation 
through a country rich in mineral and agricultural products. In a state of nat 
ure these streams were at certain stages obstructed by rapids, which boats could 
not pass. About fifty years ago the State of Kentucky most wisely improved 
these rivers by constructing five locks and dams, giving continuous slackwate1 
navigation throughout the year from the Ohio River to Bowling Green, a distance 
of 175 miles 

The locks and dams w« 
but the work was well don: 
wide, giving a capacity which was 
navigation 

For a number of years after completion the locks were operated and tolls 
were collected by the State of Kentucky; but in 1868, by an act of the Legis- 
lature, the Green and Barren River line of navigation was leased for a period of 
thirty years to the Green and Barren River Navigation Company,with power 
to collect tolls, operate mines, run steam-boats, and conduct a general business. 
The pract 7 ‘this lease has been to give the exclusive right of free 
transportat ‘ompany and render competition impracticable. This 
condition of irs will continue till March 9, 1898, unless the rights of the com- 
pany are extinguished by purchase or other legal means. 

Anact of the Kentucky Legislature, approved April 5, 1880, repealed the act 
of March ®, 1568, a: ted the commissioners of the sinking fund “for and 
on behalf and in the name of the Commonwealth of Kentucky to take posses- 
sion ofthe Green and Barren River Line of Navigation, together with all houses, 
grounds, water-power, works, tools,implements, and machinery belonging there- 
to, on the Ist day of June, 1880, or as soon thereafter as practicable.” 

The Green and Barren River Navigation Company declined to surrender the 
property, and suit was brought by the State in the Franklin circuit court and 
decided in favor of the company. An appeal was taken to the court of appeals, 
the supreme court of the State of Kentucky. The decision of the court was as 
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Case 16. Appeal from Frank- 


Court of Kentucky. Equity. 
Green and Barren River Navigation Company. 
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OCTOBER 29, 1880. 


1. The State has the same power to improve her navigable streams as to im- | 
I | 


prove her highways; and, when it is necessary to develop the resources of the 
Commonwealth and facilitate commerce, contracts may be made with individ- 
uals or corporations, and, as a consideration for such improvements, the tolls | 
arising from the use of the rivers may be transferred by the State. 
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SecTION 1. That whenever the United States shall, by purchase or o 
extinguish the claim of the Green and rren River Navigation Compatiy to 
take tolls and to exercise control over said rivers the consent of the State of 
Kentucky is hereby given to the acquisition by the United States, by purchase 
or condemnation, of any lands, buildings, or other property necessary for the 
purpose of erecting dams, abutments, locks, lock-keepers’ dwellings, chutes, and 
other necessary structures for the construction and maintenance of slackwater 
navigation on said rivers or for the purpose of constructing canals on the sam« 
and the United States Governmentshall have title to the ground and sitesthus 
acquired, and all power, authority, and jurisdiction over the same which th¢ 
Government of the United States may, under the Constitution of the United 
States and laws made in pursuance thereof, acquire fover lands in the State 
right 
to execute processes lawfully issued under its authority within and upon said 
grounds, sites, rivers, and canals. 

c. 2. Thatin case of failure of the United States to agree with the owner or 

ners of any such lands as the United States deem necessary for the pur- 
pose named in the first section of this act it shall be lawful for the United States 
to apply for condemnation of such land by petition to any judge of a court of 
record in or nearest to the county where the land may be situated, either in 
term time or in vacation, notice of the time and place of such application havy- 
ing been first duly given, by publication for thirty days prior to the day of such 
application, in some newspaper of general circulation published in the county 
where the land lies, or, if the owner or owners reside in the State of Kentucky, 
by personal service upon the owner or owners of such land at least twenty 
days prior to such application; and thereupon it shall be lawful for such judge 
to appoint three disinterested freeholders of the county where such land lies as 
commissioners, who, having been first duly sworn to well and duly appraise 
the damages due the owner or owners of said land proposed to be taken, shall 
report, in writing, tothe said judge the amount of damages to be paid to the 
owner or owners of such land, which report, upon confirmation by said judge, 
shall be held as final and binding upon said owner or owners of said land, and 
upon the amount of such damages being paid to the owner or owners of said 
land the title of such land shall vest in the United States, and said land shall b« 
exempt from all taxes and assessments so long as it shall remain the property 
of the United States. 

Sec. 3. Thatif any person or persons shall willfully or maliciously injure any 
of the lands, buildings, or other property acquired or held under the provisions 
of this act, such person or persons shall be liable to a fine of not less than $20 
and to imprisonment not exceeding six months. or both or either, at the discre 
tion of the court; said offense to be prosecuted in any court of competent juris- 
diction. 

Sec, 4. That for the purposes contemplated by this act the State of Kentucky 
hereby transfers and cedes to the United States the five locks and dams hereto 
fore constructed by the State on said rivers, together with allthe grounds and 
appurtenances belonging to the same; this grant to become effectual upon the 
extinguishment of the claim of the Green and Barren River Navigation Com- 
pany, as provided in the first section of this act,and when the Government of 
the United States shall by law assume control of the improvement and naviga- 
tion of said rivers. 

Sec. 5. This act to take effect from its passage. 

CHAS. OFFUTT, 
Speaker of the Hovse of Representatives. 
JAMES R. HINDMAN, 
Speaker of the Senate. 


yen tth 


Approved February 20, 1886, 
J. PROCTOR KNOTT. 
By the governor: 
J. A. MCKENZIE, 
Secretary of State. 


COMMERCIAL IMPORTANCE. 


The Green River and its tributary, the Big Barren. are streams most favora- 
bly adapted to purposes of navigation, and they, with their branches, are the 
natural outlet for a country rich in mineral and agricultural wealth, and by 
eonnecting this tributary country, through the Ohio, with the markets of the 
Mississippi Valley are capable of being made important navigable waters of 
the United States. 

These rivers are atthe present time, by reason of the charter granted a pri- 
vate corporation by the State of Kentucky, virtually closed to general com- 
merce, and the country tributary tothe rivers is placed at a great disadvantage. 
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the investment of capital which is necessary for a full development of t 
country 

Considering the :elative advantages of this line of navigation and the natural 
resources of the country, as compared with ot! streams and territory, it ap 
pears mk st probable that the improvement of the Green River and its tri 
taries would have been undertaken by the Unit ates long ag 








conditions been such as to withdraw these rivers from the 
General Government. 
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President Smallhouse, of » Green and Barren River Navigat i ¢ pa 
writing to United States engineers on the commercial importance of the rivers 
savs 

As to the value of commerce on these rivers I can only mate 
based upon the business of this company During the year I was re 
ceived in tolls $11,955.21, and for the first nine months in 1584, $7, for ve 
sels other than those belonging to this company We estimate the siness 


done by this company to be about four-fifths of the commerce of the rivers. Ou 
boats carry in the neighborhood of 50,000 tons of frei 
output will aggregate 70,000 tons, and the lumber 


200,000,000 feet, counting the sawed lumber and logs rafted « 






“It is estimated that 6,000 hogsheads of tobacco are ship; » market from 
counties adjacent to the rivers, and depending upon them fortransportation fa 
cilities. With a large trade in staves, hoop-poles, tan-bark, and stone added to 


the figures I have given, I would estimate the total value of the commerce of 
Green and Barren Rivers per annum at about $6,000,000; more probably above 


than below that amount. This does not represent the resources of the section 
of country to be benefited. The one item of coal, with a present output of 70,000 
tons could be increased sevenfold, and the timber product is inexhaustible 

In the counties adjacent to this line of navigation, it is safe to assert, 50,000,000 


pounds of tobacco are annually grown, and fully one-half of that amount we 
go to market by way of these rivers were they made free and thusafford cheaper 
transportation. Estimating our receipts from tolls at $10,000 annually, and sup 
posing that to represent one-fifth of the tonnage passing through the locks, o 
own vessels constituting four-fifths, it will be seen that lockage fees alone co 
stitute a tax ot $50,000 per annum upon the commerce of the rivers. 

Indeed, upon a careful estimate, the lockage upon our own boats and barges 
last year, if compelled to pay at schedule rates, would amount to $51,000, Of 
course there is agreat deal of stuff passes our locks over the damsin high water 
upon which we collect no tolls, and is not included in the estimate I have given 
you. This estimate is based upon such dataas I have at command, and wh 
possibly not accurate, yet may serve to afford you an idea of the value of these 
rivers as navigable waters. If you should desire more specific information I 
do not know from whatsource it can be procured. Ibelieve my figures will ap- 
proximate the true values,” 

This estimate does not apparently include the local trafficon the rivers, The 
value of existing commerce was in 1885, estimated at $6,000,000. 





AS COMPARED WITH OTHER RIVERS, 


The commercial statistics of Kentucky River, as published in reports of the 


Chief of Engineers, show a volume of business amounting in 1883 to about $3,937 
000, in 1884 to $5,013,000, and in 1885 to $5,358,000. The increase is attributed to the 
improvements made by the United States. The Government has already appro- 
priated for the improvement of the Kentucky and the consequent development 
of its resources nearly $1,000,000. The great natural'advantages ofthe Green and 
Barren Rivers as navigable streams and the relative importance of the tribu- 
tary country would appear to entitle these streams to at least as much consid- 
eration as has been given to the Kentucky and other streams emptying intothe 
Ohio. 

In regard to the Great Kanawha, in the improvement of which the Govern- 
ment has already expended nearly $2,000,000, Colonel Craighill in his report for 
1855 says: 

As the improvement of the river has progressed the commerce on it, notably 
the shipment of coal, has greatly increased. * * * The full advantage of the 
improvement can not be realized until it is complete.”’ 

For the improvement of the Cumberland, the reported river commerce of 
which is no greater than that of the Green and Barren, there has been appro- 
priated by the General Government about $800,000, 

rhe amount of the future increase of commerce of the Green and Barrer 
which would doubtless follow the removal! of the existing obstructive tax and 
the extension of the system of improvement as far as justified by the interests 
involved, can not be definitely given, but the resources of the country are very 
great, and their full development would seem wise and desirable. The natural 
products, which can be obtained in almost unlimited quantities from the Green 
and Barren River district, such as coal, iron, hardwood, lumber, etc., are needed 
and would find ready markets in the Mississippi Valley; and, owing to location 
and surrounding circumstances, would, it is claimed, reach their markets at 
much less cost and with less interruption from ice, low water, etc., than thos« 
from other sections of the country upon which dependence is now placed. 
Such conditions must result in reduction of cost to the consumer and conse- 
quent benefit to the general public, 








VALUE OF EXISTING WORKS OF IMPROVEMENT. 


These works, which are the property of the State of Kentucky, consists of five 
locks and dams. The present intrinsic value of the works is placed by th« 
board at $350,000,and the money value of benefits which would accrue to gen 
eral commerce from a release from the control exercised by the Green and Bar- 
ren River Navigation Company is considered to be not less than $30,000 per 
annum, which yearly saving would amount, during the remaining life of the 
company’s lease,to an amount equal, at least,to the present intrinsic value of 
works. 

CONDITION NECESSARY FOR FREE COMMERCE. 

As these rivers are controlled by the Green and Barren River Navi n 
Company, whose charter extends to March 9, 1898, a little more than ten years 
from the present time, it was necessary to ascertain if the company would re- 
lease its control of these rivers and upon what terms it could be effected Ac- 
cordingly, a letter to that effect for this purpose was addressed to the president 
of the company. 

In reply he stated that for the sum of $135,000 the company will transferto the 
Government its rights and privileges to collect tolls, and will convey what- 
ever claims it may have in the property acquired by its charter from the State 
of Kentucky, giving the United States free and unrestricted control of all the 
locks aud dams upon the Green and Barren Rivers. The company claims to 
have expended at least $300,000 in making the necessary repairs to the locks 
and dams to put them in working order and to preserve them in their present 
condition. 

It is also stated that the company’s boats, which are the only ones plying these 
rivers regularly, carry yearly about 50,000 tons of freight, which is estimated to 
be four-fifths of the commerce upon the rivers. According to the statement 
made, the company receives about $10,000 annually for tolls upon the remaining 
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ment of the United States should have control of the navigable waters 
country, passed an act ceding to >» General Government the prope S, 
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From the foregoing extracts, and recognizing the importance for pr tand 
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I have only to add that I hope the Senate will agree to the d- 
ment I have offered, and carry out the policy that Congress wa r- 
ous enough to adopt last year. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. question is on agreeing to the 
amendment off by the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. ] 

The amenc was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to state that I expect to leave, perhay 
for the remainder of the session, the early partof the next wee Th 
Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. HoAr] has kind] nsented that |] 
shall precede him in making some remarks on Monday morning re 
lation to the steam-railroads in this District. In order not to tre 
upon the time of the Senator from Massachusetts, I move that 
the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock on Monday 


morning 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3246) to increase 
the pension of Michael A. Dillon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) for the print- 
ing of the reportof the Newburgh (N. Y.) centennial celebration; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
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sum of $100,000. In the report he states that a uniform depth, with 
a smail expenditure on that river, can be obtained of 5 feet water at the 
lowest water mark during the year. 

Mr. FRYE. How much? 

Mr. BERRY. Five feet at low-water mark on the lower section of 
the river from Newport to the mouth at the Mississippi. 

White River is one of the most important streams in the southern 
section of country. 
a much deeper stream in the lower part of White River, and can be 
made navigable at all times of the year as far as Newport. 

T! 
feet can be obtained at low-water mark it is in consequence of the 
spre id of the 
fining the water, a uniform channel can be made of 5 feet depth from 
Newport down to the mouth of the river. 
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settled than along White River. Some of the finest farming lands in 
the South lie wpon the lower banksof White River. In the upper por- 
tion, the middle section that the engineer recommends be improved, 
they have no other means of transportation whatever. They have no 
railroads in that section of the country. The river furnishes the only 
mode of getting the cotton raised there to the Mississippi River and 
getting it to market, unless they haul it by wagons a distance of some 
85 or 90 miles, or in some cases more than 100 miles, to Springfield in 
the State of Missouri. 

These are the facts in regard tethe river. 
that $105,000, or something more than that, be appropriated for the 
lower and middle sections of the stream. 
be utilized in the coming year, and thfit not less than $50,000 should 
be appropriated. 
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Now, take the White River. The committee had the reports bet 
| them, and it was estimated that a yearly sum of $8,000 would | 
| quired for snagging and repairs of dams, etc., until a plan for perm 
nent improvement could be adopted. The committee adopted 
recommendation, appropriating $8,000 to take care of the river. W1 
River can be taken care of for a year for the $8,000. 
| Since then, as the Senator says, a report of the local engineers has 
| been made touching a plan for the permanent improvement of the river. 
That report has not been submitted to the chief engineer, has not been 
| approved by him, has not been submitted to the committee of the 
House, has not been approved by them, has not been submitted to the 
committee of the Senate, has not been approved by them. Under those 
circumstances it seems to me it would be much more sensible for the 
Senate to accept the action of the committees of the two Houses and 
| let this go for one year longer. 

The Senator from Arkansas says that the local engineer recom- 
mends the expenditure of $108,000, and hence he asks for $50,000. 
In ninety-nine cases out of one hundred if that had been submitted to 
the Chief Engineer, and he had approved of it, he would have said 

| that $50,000 could be profitably used during the coming year, and the 
| two committees would have cut that down one-half, which would be 
$25,000. 
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I will take $25,000 if I can not do any better. | 
| will state to the Senator that this is a peculiar case from the fact that 
we did not know that this report was here. It was not in the printed 
reports; it is a written report. If my colleague and myself had known 
that there was such a report here on file we should have presented it 
to the committee and urged it, but it did not come to our knowledge 
until after the bill was reported back to the Senate. 

In view of that fact I do insist and hope that the chairman of the 
committee will allow the amount which he says would probably have 
| been recommended by the committee at $25,000 to beinserted. 1 will 
modify the amendment so as to make the amount $25,000, with the 
consent of the Senate, and ask that it be reduced to $25,000, inasmuch 
as the chairman of the committee objects to $50,000. 

I think in view of the fact that we had no knowledge that there was 
such a report it ought not to have been expected that we should go be- 
fore the committee, because we cou!d not have done anything without 

| the report. It came toour knowledge after the bill was reported, and 
| I repeat to the chairman of the committee that after the bill goes toa 
| conference committee, if there is any objection on the part of the House, 
or if the Senate conferees can find any well-founded objection to it, no 
complaint will be made if the increase #8 stricken out. I hope the 
Senator will allow the amendment at $25,000 to be adopted. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tlic 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas as modified. The 
| amendment will be stated. 
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before three or four other appropriations had been voted in I should 
consider myself on the same basis. I do not feel willing now to defer 
it until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator in charge of this bill will demand a sep- 
arate vote on those which have been inserted. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me suggest that this be inserted now, anda 
separate vote can be had on it afterward in the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. All I ask is the same treatment that has been con- 
ceded to others. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan. [Putting the qflestion. ] 
The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. PALMER. Task for a division. 

Mr. FRYE. That will end the case. I hope the Senator will not 
ask a division. ‘The Senator will have an opportunity to offer the 
amendment in the Senate. A division simply stops all progress with 
the bill. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator insist on his de- 
mand for a division? 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call fora division is withdrawn. 
The amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to give notice that I shall ask a separate vote | 


in the Senate on the Hennepin Canal amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call for reservations 
when the bill is reported to the Senate. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] will be read. 

The Cuter CLerRK. The proposed amendment is, in section 1, page 
28, at the end of line 675, to add: 

lo be expended above the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad 
bridge. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: Continuing im- 
a $10,000, to be expended above the Philadelphia, Wilmington and 

saltimore railroad bridge. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not suppose there will be any objection to the 
amendment, The same provision was in the bill of last year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL. On line 971, section 1, page 40, I move to strike 
out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement ,$32,000; of 
which $10,000 shall be used in repairing snag-boat Meigs and $8,000 for construct- 
ing a pumping dredge-boat. 

| suppose there will be no objection to the amendment as it does 
not increase the appropriation, but merely affects the apportionment. 

Mr. FRYE. What reason is there for the change? 

Mr. WALTHALL. The reason is that since this bill was printed 
the engineer in charge of this work has stated that at the present 
prices of material the dredge boat can not be constructed for $7,000. 
~ Mr. FRYE. Thatis a good reason, There is no objection to the 
a:nendment, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK. On page 80, in section 11, after line 106, I desire to | 


add an amendment for a survey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

ihe Cuter CLERK. On page 80, section 11, after line 106 it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

r Sandy River, from Catlettsburgh to Pikeville, on Louisa Fork, and the 
mouth of Pond Creek on Tug Fork. ° 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move, on page 38, section 1, line 916, before the word 
‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: 

Improving St. John’s River, Florida, from Jacksonville to the ocean, $250,000. 

| have a letter from the engineer in charge saying that this amount 
is necessary for the St. John’s River. I presume that we are to rely 
on the reports of the engineers. This amount will be necessary to make 
the great river accessible. He writes as follows: 

Since sending my report concerning the present condition of the work at the 
mouth of the St. John’s River, as called for by your resolution, the annual sur- 
vey of the work has been completed, This shows a most gratifying increase of 
depth in the bar, but also shows an increased shoaling in the “middle ground ” 
near the mouth of the river, predicted in my annual report for 1887. (Report of 
Chief of Engineers, part 2, page 1213.) This will make more necessary than ever 
the expenditure of the largest sum possible at the mouth of the river in order 
to hold what we haye and to prevent the formation of a bad bar here before 
the north channel has broken through, The $300,000 I asked for was limited 
to the barest necessities for good work at this point. Only one-half of it was 
given, and it is proposed to expend a portion of this elsewhere, 

Since the annual report some of the work has been destroyed by the 
cutting down of the appropriation and the consequent inability to pro- 
tect it. The engineer reports in this letter that the bars of the river 
before the artificial channel made by the jetties had been cut through 
will imperil the existence of the jetties, destroy the work which has 
already been done, and the millions of dollars expended there will 
have to be reappropriated unless thisamount of money is given to en- 
able him to remove the obstructions and straighten the jetties at that 
point. 





I submit, therefore, that a clear case is made for this increase of ap- 
propriation, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. FRYE. There is $150,000 appropriated here to the St. John’s 
River, and in order that the engineers might have the opportunity if, 
as they say, it may become necessary to use it on the channel at the 
mouth of the river, we made the appropriation to cover down to and 
including the mouth of the river. 

The State of Florida has been treated with very remarkable generosity 
by the Senate Committee on Commerce and by the House committee, 
too, and I think the Senator is asking altogether too much when he asks 
the Senate to almost double this large appropriation of $150,000. | 
hope he will not-ask it, and if he does, I hope the Senate will vote it 
down. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for this increase on the strength of this letter. 

Mr. FRYE. I read the letter. 

Mr. CALL. The letter states an absolute necessity for the increase 
of this amount, for the expenditure of $250,000. I am not making an 
appeal to the generosity of the Senate. There is every reason to sup- 


| pose that not only $250,000 will be needed next year, but more for the 


continuation of this work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. PASCO. I trust this amendment will be agreed to. The ne- 
cessity of it is absolutely shown by the letter of the engineer. The 
improvement is of great importance, and the work is very necessary to 
the commerce of the country. I have seen the improvement myself, 
and from my knowledge of it I am satisfied this increase is necessary. 
The engineer has made an estimate for the improvement of the river, 
and he tells you that this sum is needed to continue and preserve the 
work already done. I trust the amendment offered by my colleague 
will be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know the importance of this river in Florida, but 
it is not so important to Florida as it is to the people of the United 
States generally. 

The question is whether we shall adhere to an iron rule, which I 
understand the Committee on Commerce has adopted, of allowing a 
certain proportion of the estimates made by the engineers. They will 
so far adhere to it as to imperil works which bave already been under- 
taken, whereby, if weare to make the improvements, as I hope we are, 
there will be required a larger appropriation at some future time. We 
might postpone appropriations in some cases to a future time if there 
was a financial pressure, but the Treasury is overflowing, there is more 
money in the Treasury than is necessary for the uses of the Govern- 
ment, and where an improvement can be made which is of real benefit 
to the country and where the money can be profitably expended, it oc- 
curs to me that we ought not to be guided as to the amount by any 
idea that we will at some future time make an additional appropriation 
to complete the improvement. It seems to me that this is the appro 
priate time to make the necessary and proper appropriation. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam in favor of the appropriation. I believe it 
is needed and that it will be highly beneficial. I have been quite re- 
cently over the place where the money is to be expended. 

In regard to all these appropriations I would say that the work can 
be done this year 28 per cent. cheaper than in ordinary times. We are 
giving to bondholders that much premium because we want to get the 
money out of the Treasury, and now is the time to do the work when 
we can do it cheap. We can do it cheaper than at any other time. | 
would rather the 27 or 28 per cent. should be spent in Florida in im 
proving that beautiful harbor and in making it advantageous to com- 
merce than in having it thrown away on the bondholders. 

Mr. BECK. I have been in Florida, and have gone to the mouth ot 
the St. John’s River and consulted with the engineer in charge, who 
knew all about it, and I examined that bar withas much care as I was 
able to do, not being an engineer, and it is apparent to my mind that 
there is danger of destroying the work already done at the mouth ot! 
the St. John’s River, so that we shall have hereafter to repeat w hat 
we have already done. We had better appropriate a suflicient sum 
to make the work good and secure. 

At that time the commerce of the St. John’s River was being car- 
ried on in boats of not over 300 tons. That was about all that could 
then pass the bar. We were assured that if the improvement was 
made which is now going on, vessels of 3,000 tons could pass over the 
bar, and, as has been very well said to us, the difference between car- 
rying our freights, lumber, cotton, and other things on vessels of 300 
tons and 3,000 tons is equal to a profit of 10 per cent. 

I never saw anything so important to the commerce of the whole 
country, not only to the St. John’s River, not only to Florida, but to 
the people as far north as Boston. Baltimore, Philadelphia, Savannah, 
and all the great lines are competing for jhe commerce of that country. 
The commerce of the United States and the commerce of the world 
would be benefited by this improvement. The improvement of the 
St. John’s River, one of the most magnificent streams in the country, 
would build up and establish commerce for miles up that river that its 
present magnitude can furnish no idea of. 
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not straining a point. I think the better policyw 





rease the appropriation I spent a day es pec v3 the pu 
of examin ng the river. [ had no idea of the nature of it ort 

tude of it until I made that examination 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is an appropriation of $150,000 already in t 
for the St. John’s. If it is to be increased, others will ask for in 


on the same ground. I will not go into the argumentation as t 


orm of these bills, but the allowance already in t 5 lor 

s sufficient in proportion to the amounts allowed othe! By 

to all these items we are in danger of swamping the river and 

bill and havinga repetition of what occurred in the last Congres 

reports show an amount of money still on hand absolutely unuse 
[say to my friend from Florida that if he were on the cor 

he would hear the same sort of argument in regard to almost « 

case. There isnothing toequal the amount of eloquence that isexpen 

to secure increased appropriations; but it is simply a question 





hat we are todo as legislators. If the ideasofthe Senator from Ne 


should obtain, you may throw aside all limitations and appropriate 
vhole revenue in the Treasury. The estimates of the Bureau ot 
ineers, though, are two and a half times what this bill appropriates 

Mr. STEWART. I distinctly said that I would rather spend t 
surplus money that is in the Treasury for making necessary im 
ments when the work can be donecheaply. ‘Three-fourths or one 
| suppose, of aJl the money expended on rivers and harbors 0 
commencing work and letting it go to decay. Nature will r 
itself, and much that you have expended is lost by dribbling expend 
tures for purely national work, when we can do it 27 per cent. che 
now thanat any other time. I say I would be willing to let e 
merce have the beneiit of the surplus rather than the bondholders 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it not be better to spend the money now 
this way? 

Mr. VEST. I see no connection between bond purchases and t] 
river and harbor bill. I decline to accept any challenge to go into 
discussion of that sort. Wein the Committee on Commerce have d 
the best we could. All my elfiort has been to get this bill to a] 
where it can become a law. We can not spend $100,000,000 on 
bill. There is a limit; and yet we are appealed to now to add $1' 
000 to another item, and so on, because we have plenty of money in t 
Treasury. 

We must have some sort of rule in regard to these appropriations and 
we mustadhere to it. The appropriation for Baltimore Harbor was 


down, and surely that is very important to commerce. My friend t 
Oregon wanted a large sum for the improvement of the Columbia 
River, and so it goes. Every one wants something for his own State 
1 am informed that the rule laid down has been observed on the whole. 


[ do not object to Florida, but I appeal to the Senate to stand by thx 


work of its committee. 
Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, in repiy to what has been said by the 
Senator from Missouri, J] wish to give a special reason for making this 
rease at the present time 
I do not find that any such rule as he has stated has been carried 
out This estimate is designed to preserve the work already accor 
shed The rule is very well, but there are exceptions always. 
here are a great many works where the rule may be applied, but here 
;a large, important, and expensive work that is in danger if it is not 
ported and continued. On the St. John’s River jetties have be 
mstructed and they are in danger of being swept away by any storm 
iless they are completed and perfected. When the work was 





pended the engineer was afraid the jetties would be swept away, which 
uld require the expenditure of additional money. It is false econ- 
omy not to preserve work already accomplished. So I urge that th 


is an exception to the rule laid down by the committee, which may do 
very well in other cases, but there must be some exceptions to it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that this bill—and I do not complain of it— increases 
quite largely the plan of improvement for the harbor at Savannah. 
Toshow the superior merit of this case, the engineer alludes to th 
and points out the fact that the plan of improvement at the expense of 
$580,000 has deepened this bar until vessels drawing 12 feet of water 
pass over it,and the whole of this work is now liable to be destroyed 
by the storms and the accumulation of water likely to arise, and he 
points out to Congress that this fact has been developed since his an- 
nual report, and hence the necessity of this appropriation, 600 feet of 
the jetties having been swept away a year or two since by a similar 
failure to make the appropgiation estimated for. He calls attention to 
the fact that this great work, which has accomplished so much, is to- 
day about to be destroyed for the want of an adequate appropriation 
to strengthen it, which he says will take $250,000 

The argument of the Senator from Missouri does not apply to this 
case atall. This is a case of the improvement of the harbor. It isa 
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rhe Secretary will note that. 
amendments made as in Committee of 

| mn of those reserved specially e 

not reserved were concurred in. 

DENT pro ter The Secretary will report 
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‘The amendment 


‘The PRES! 
rved amendmen 
Mr. HARRIS. 

ecutive busin 


PADDOCK. I hope the Senator 


pore. 
re 


the proceed to the consi 
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] move that Senate 


o! ¢ 


will all nendmen 


PRESIDI ‘pro tempore. The question is en the motion of the 


snator from e that the Senate proceed to the consideration o1 

‘xecutive business. 
Mr. SHERMAN. ! 
as Id sire to make a report 


Lhe PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
report. 


isk that that motion be withdrawn for a mo 
from a committee of conference. 


If there be no objection, the Chair 


ment 


will receive the conference 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Itso happens that two of the conferees appointed 
by the Chair yesterday are necessarily absent, and, therefore, I ask that 
the from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] be put in place of the Senator 
from Maine {Mr. HALE] as chairman of the committee of conferen 
on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It wiil be so ordered if there 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be 
tut the managers on the part of the Senate for the Senator 
from Maine [| Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. SHERMA? It is not necessary to make the report just now. 
It has not been sig 


Senatol 


be no 


objection, and the substi- 


d as on 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, j 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the | 


ned yet. } 
. Te 
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JUNE 30, 


rt olution of the 


the Commis 


>a Te 
o. 339 of 
information relative to the 


June, in regard 


yension Jos 


7) granting a] ph Peve; 


79) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the p 


H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 
H. R. 103 to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, th¢ 
| and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, la 
pany I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 
bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken 
H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 
H. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
H. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. C 
(H. 8523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 
H. Rt. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 
H. it. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 
Hy. BR. 


9126) granting a pension Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth 


oa) 


te a member 


sess 
i 


yi yrson: 
A bill 
A bill 
A -bill 


ension to Mrs. Betsey Lockwood. 


AND HARBOR BILL. 


Che Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) mak 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of ce1 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to appeal to the Senator from Ten 
iessee to allow a vote on the first reserved amendment. There will 
no time consumed with it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it involves no division of the Senate, I certainly 
shall not object to letting the question be determined. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think there is lisposition on the part of tl 
committee to press 16. 

Mr. HARRIS. But ifit involves, as I suppose it must involve, as 
the amendment was reserved, a division of the Senate, the Senator had 
better wait until another cay. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If it requires a division I will not press it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion for 


ho als} 


an executive session for 


1 


the purpose suggested by the Senator from Nebraska. 
TI 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think there will be no opposition on the part of 
the committee to what I desire. 

The SECRETARY. After line 1600 o 
Whole inserted: 

That so m an act entitled “An act m 
struction, repai nd preservation of certain 
bors, and fe ther purposes,’ approved J 
River Comm and defining its powers and duties, be 
hereby, repealed. 

r. PADDOCK. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. 1 
do not eare to take up the time of the Senate in making any further 


statement about it. I simply ask that the amendment be rejected. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HARRIS. There is no quorum here, I fear, and I move 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
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BRIDGE AT 


the « ol conterence. 


rhe re port wa 


RAILROAD FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

of Order of 

building of 2 railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark. 

and the bill (H. R. 9816 

lding of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark., 
the Whole. 

Phe bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend 


t 


to authorize 
was considered 


‘ 
\ ‘ . as 
Ane MOLOW Wi agreed vO. 


the bu 


as in Con » Ol 


Phe after the words ‘‘ when- 


and insert ‘‘ Secretary 


first amendment was in section 6, line 4, 
ver the,’’ to strike out the word *‘Congress”’ 
of War so that the section will read: 


Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby express!y 


reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire 


removal at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War | 


bhall decide tl! 


T 
‘I 


at the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 


he amendmeut was agreed to. 
he next amendinent was, in section 7, line 5, after the word ‘‘ bridge.’ 
under the provisions of this act; ’’ so that the sec- 


to insert the words °° 


tion will read 
Si 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
crein awthorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
ve fy he date hereof, And if any litigation shal! rise in regard to 
under the provisions of this act, the same shall be had in the circuit 

the United States in whose jurisdiction the bridge or any part thereof 


‘ndment was agreed to. 
was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
} 


rred in, 


1iments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


was read the third time, and passed. 
FLINT RIVER BRIDGE, GEORGIA. 
Mr. \WN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1678, being House bill 5096. 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across Flint River, in the State of Georgia. 
‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments 
The first amendment was, in section 4, line 12, after the word ‘‘ War,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ the construction of;’’ and in the same line, after the words 
‘not be,’’ to strike out *‘ built’ and insert ‘ 
make the section read: 


Sr i. That said bridge shall be built and located under and subject to such 
regulations f 


prescribe il 


shall and to secure that object said company or corporation shiz 
submit to the Secretary of War a design and drawings of said bridge, for hi 
examination and approval, and a map of its location, and sliall furnish such 
other information as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding 
and in all things shall be subject to such rules and regulat 
as may be ibed by the Secretary of War; and until said plan and location 
of said bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the construction of said 
brid -e shall not be commenced; and should any change be made in the plan of 
said bridge, during the progress of the work of construction, such change shall 
be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word ‘*‘ when- 
ever,’’ to strike out ‘* Congress’’ and insert ‘‘the Secretary of War;’’ 
so 1s to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its removal, 
at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall de- 


cide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 


of the subject, 


preset 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments | 


were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PROMOTION OF ARMY ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 
Mr. STEWART. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 358, Senate bill 35. 


Business 1680, being the bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the | 


| ago I reported, by direction of the Committee on Comm¢ 


| the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATR], who 
| ate to adjourn, they went over 


| strike out the word ‘‘department,”’ 
| and insert 


‘commenced; ’’ so as to } 


| which accompanied this, and is under the same re 


r the securily of navigation of said rivers as the Secretary of War | taken up. 


| eration of Senate bill 59, for the relief of George FE. W. 
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LIGHT 
Mr. DOLPH. It will be 
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amendment was agreet ‘ 
senate as amended 
engrossed for a third readin 


SITE FOR HOUSE AT ASTORIA, OREGON, 


recollected by the Senate that ye days 
rece, bills fora 
light-house and wharf at Astoria, Oregon, and under the objection of 
wanted thesen- 


the Senate now to take them 
ith others before the 


I ask 
up in order that these bills may be put on a pas 
Committee on Appropriations. I move that Order 

Senate bill 707, be first considered. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 707) providing for the put 
chase of a site and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Ore 
the use of the Light-House Department. 

The bill was reported from the Committee « 
amendment, in line 3, before the word *‘ thousan 
and insert ‘*‘fifteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $1 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
used under the direction of the Sect 
site and the construction of a suitable 

Light-House Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOLPH. That is the only committee amendment. I move 
in line &, word in the bill 
establishment;’’ so as to read: the Light- 
House Establishment;’’ because I think that would be better lan; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill providing for the pur- 
chase ofa site and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, f 
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of Business 1653, 


fon, tor 


n Commerce \ 


to strike out 


5,000 be, and the same is hereby, : 

not otherwise appropriatec 

tary ofthe Treasury in the purch 
wharf at toria, Oregon, for 
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t} 
tie 


the last 


oc" ‘forthe use of 


and t! 


as amended, 


third reading, 


| the use of the Light-House Establishment. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT MOUTH OF UMPQUA 
Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the next Order of Business 


RIVER, OREGON. 
Senate bill 2778, 


mmendation, be 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
dD oo , 


yroceeded to consider the bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for 
_ t 


| the purchase of a site and the construction of a light-house on the head- 
| lands near the mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon. 


It appropriates $80,000 for the purchase of a site and the construction 
of a first-order coast light-house on the headlands near the mouth of 
the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to take up the private pension 
bills on the Calendar favorably reported. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that is done I should like to ask for the consid- 
Sharretts. 


Mr. SAWYER. I will yield for that, but after that I must insist on 


| my motion. 


1 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 59) for the relief of George E. W. 


| Sharretts. 


The Committee on Claims reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the words ‘‘ the sum,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen thousand ’’ and insert 
‘*twelve hundred;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to George E. W. Sharretts the sum $1,200, in full compensation for 
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it l was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am 
I 
‘ co red ili { i] c t 
l was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | eonsidered as in Committee of the W 
{ dt ind passed nen »-roll ¢ I Crd oO 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILI ce eal \ ed States A y i 
: : 4X > : : 1 1 t 185 i to I 1 of > 
: Mr. SAWYER I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid ; 
. ‘% . i i ‘ , ‘ 
& eration of private pension bills favorably reported. . ‘ ; ; 
rey ' > r * STAIN rr ‘ i 4 eu t I it l 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of private pension b . oy NaS 
ably reported he bill (H. R. 8924 t b pel G vold I 
The ion was agreed to s in Committee of t Whole 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The first private pension bill on thi n-roll the name of Griswold Rogers, late a privat 
( ( rw be stated. Us y Third Reg nt ¢ it M i ‘ 
: he bill was reported to the S« wit to 
MARGARET LAHEY. - 
; 7 ss A eves : 1 third reading, read the time, and 
Che | (H.R. 9523 for the relief of Margaret Lahey was announced wivom rai 
is first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, p bill (H. R. 9649) crantine a aoa sn 
« led to sider 1t. It proposes to piace on the pension-roll Lhe a , 7 ——— oo I — 
‘ ‘ | ila : a. Bd f a sidered as in Co 1ittee of the Whole It pro 3 to 
1e of Margaret Lahey, widow of James Lahey, late private of Com- ered 
. } Do, ‘  inelien Ei eel pension-roll the name of Milton Me 1, the dot Mor 
A, Forty-third Regiment New York Volunteers. ; : 
. ‘ te y ‘1 V ( é t “ 
hill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | “" e ny | , on . , 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ma ; 
rh ll was reported to the Senate w 100 rd i to 
HIRAM BATEMAN, a third reading, read the third time, and passe 
=“~< 
The bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman was con RUTH CLARK 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the Che b H. R. 2495 wr the 1 fof Ruth Clar vas « 1 
pension-roll the name of Hiram Bateman, late a private in Company | in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the p 
Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers, at $36 a month, in lieu of the | the name of Ruth Clark. surviving widow of Bardon Cl who was 
pension now received by him. ; » soldier of the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $12 a ni 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment { 1 to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. a third reading. read the third 1 


WILLIAM WINANS. HN G. MITTA 
Che bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William ung : 











Winans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | 5'Ce™ Las “~ Comunittes aa : ~ It | ; 
pla usion-roll the name of William Winans, late corpor pension-roii the nameol John F. G I xy O1 cast ri 
of C irst Regiment New York Cavalry, at $30 per month, | ©@Tolina, Jate a soldier in t Beh ae SEES 23 ee 
im is per month heretofore allowed him. pay au of S12 pe _ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a ry hpArcetpremmaggie a ; 

1 : + j hird ¢ j j 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. e wale ad the t ; : 

t < “I 
WOODFORD M. HOUCHIN. The bill (H. R. 6273) f ; : ar eS 

Phe bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin | ., jy Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on | ;5}) the name of Hiram Chilson. a soldier of t Wal 
the pension-roll the name of Woodford M. Houchin, late captain ot Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. » third reading seni the third time, and passed 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to| = ‘ 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. = 

The ill (H .. S950) lor ft relief of J. H. Corn was } l j 
JENNIE D. RICE. n Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the ] on-ro 

The bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice was considered as | the name of J. H. Corn, late a member of Company A, Fort 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jennie D. Rice, sol t Illinois Volunteers 
surviving daughter of Richard T. Lurvey, late a private in Company lhe bill was reported to the Senate without a dment red to 
K, Thirteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteer Infantry, the amount of | a third reading, read the third time, and passe 
pension which had accrued to Lurvey at the time of his death, Decem EDMUND A rl 
ber 30, 1882, subject to deduction for any amount that may have bee: The bill (H. R. 231) to increase t ’ n of imund Ash i 
paid for reimbursement of the expenses of the last sickness and burial | wae eansidered Committes the Whol , t 
of the deceased, Jennie D. Rice having had the care and contributed | ¢},6 pension of Edmund Ashworth. late a private in Co . ith 
to the support of her father, Richard T. Lurvey, who was totally blind | [-pited States Infantry in th , M to $25 p 
from July 1, 1877, to the time of his death, December 30, 1882. Che | was reported to the § te w ta nent 1 to 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | . third reading. read the third t d na 

| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. * : g TELY 
ELIZABETH TERRALLS. The bill (Hf. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telvyea 

The bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls was con- | sidered as in Committee of the Whole if proposes to p 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the | pensiou-roll the name of Lewis Telyea, late of Co 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Terralls, widow of Thomas T: ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infant 1 the w f the re- 
ralls, late sergeant Company H, First Regiment United States In- | bellion, now residing at Appleton, M 
fantry. The bill was reported to the Senate witho imendment, ordered to 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | a third reading, read the third time, and ! 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. EMILY I ‘ 
JAMES TURNER. The bill (S. 29-4! rranting | 

The bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner was con- | was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the nam« ry Li n P amendm 
of James Turner, late a private in Company A, Fourteenth Regiment | the words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ $2,000 per annum | insert 
United States Infantry, on the pension-roll, at such rate as his present | ‘‘$100 per month ;’’ and after the word ‘‘laws,’’ in line 10, to insert 
disabilities may show him to be entitled to receive ‘*the same to be in lieu of any pension she now receive 0 as to 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | make the bill read: 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he er au- 
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General Orders No 
Lira RTERS Corrs OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., August 9, 1882. 
It has becor the painful duty of the brigadier-general commanding to an- 
nounce to the ¢ ps of Engineers the death of a brother officer, Lieut. Co! 
Gouverneur K. Warren, brevet major-general, United States Army, who died 
at Newport, R. L, yesterday. 
General Warren was graduated from the Military Academy and promoted to 





the rank of bre ond lieutenant in the Corps of Topographical Engineers 
July 1, 1850. He served as assistant engineer on the topographical and hydro- 








graphical survey of the delta of the Mississippi, 1850 2, and to the board for 
tl improvement of canal around the falls of the Ohio, 1852-53; in charge of 
irveys for t improvement of Rock Island and Des Moines Rapids, Missis- 
sippi River, 1853-'54; in compiling the general map and reports (conjointly with 
aptain, now general, A. A. Humphreys) of Pacific Railroad explorations, 1854 
ief topographical engineer on Sioux expedition, 1855, being er ed in the 
tion of Biue Water, September 1855; in charge of reconnaissances in Da 
kota Territory, and making map and report of same, 1855 ; and in Nebraska 





id preparing maps and reports thereof, 1857-’59. 


Territory, 1556-'07, a 
lic was assistant professor of mathematics at the Military Academy, 1859, and 
principal a stant professor, 1859-61. 


iguished service in the late civil war (1861-66) in 
lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth New York Vol 
Big Bethel Church, June 10,1861, He 
was engaged on the defenses of Baltimore, and constructing fort on Federal 
Hill, 1861-'62, being temporarily detached on expedition to Northampton and 
Accomac Counties, Virginia, 1861; inthe Virginia Peninsula campaign (Army of 
the Potomac), 1862, being engaged in the siege of Yorktown, April 11-May 4, 


Ile entered upon his distir 
the Department of Virginia, : 
unteers, being engaged in the action at 

















18 ind in command of brigade, May 24, 1862; skirmish on Pamunkey River, 
May 26, 1862; capture of Hanover Court-House, May 27, 1862; battle of Gaines’s 
Mill, June 27, 1862, where he was wounded; repulse of Wise’s division at Mal 
vern Hill (command), June 29, 1862; battle of Malvern Hill, July 1, 1862, and 
skirmish at Harrison’s Landing, July 2, 1862 
In the Northern Virginia campaign, 1862, he was engaged in the battle of Ma- | 

nass August 30, 1862, and skirmish near Centreville, September 1, 1862. He 
was in command of brigade (Army of the Potomac) in the Maryland campaign, 
1862, being engaged in skirmishes and battle of Antictam, September 15-17, 1862; 
skirmish with the enemy’s rear-guard on the Potomac, September 19, 1862; and 
march to Falmouth, Va., 1862. In the Rappahannock campaign, 1862-'63, he was 
in command brigade till February 4,1863. He then became chie f topographi 


\rmy of the Potomac,and he was engaged in the battle of 
Fre December 13-16, 1863; making reconnaissances, 1862-'63; ac- 
tion on Orange Pike, May 1, 1863; storming of Marye Heights, May 3, 1863, and 
battle of Salem, May 3-4, 1863, and as chief engineerof the Army of the Potomac, 
June 8-August 12, 1863 

In the Pennsylva: 


cal engineer of the 


cdericksburgh, 


ia campaign he was engaged in charge of the re-embarka- 





tion of stores at Acquia Creek, 1863; reconnaissance and battie of Gettysburgh, 
July 1-3, 1 where he was wounded; and construction of bridges, and mak- 
ii econna ances while pursuing the enemy, July-August, 1863. 

was in command of Second Corps (Army of the Potomac) from August 12, 





1864 


3, to March 24, 
In the operations in Central Virginia he was engaged in movement to Cul- 


peper and the Rapidan, September 15-16, 1863; combat at Auburn and Bristoe 
Station (in command), October 14, 1865; skirmish at Bull Run, October 15, 1863, 
and at Kelly's Ford, November 1S¢ mo nent to Mine Run, with heavy 
skirmishing, November 26 3, al i deyp stration upon the enemy across 





Morton's Ford, February 6, | 
He was in campaign of Fifth Corps 
1864, to April Ist 
In the Rie! paign was eng din the battle of the Wilderness, 
May i864; battles about Spottsylvania, 20, 1864; battlesof North Anna, 
May 23-25, 1864 ish on Tolopotomy Creek, May 29, 1864; battle of Be- 


Army of the Potomac) from March 21, 


} 


nond « he 





JAVS 


skKirm 








ONAL RECO 


thesda ¢ May 30,1864; battle of Cold Harbor, June 1-4, 1864; skirmish on 
White Oak vamp, June 13, IS64; assaults on Petersburgh, June 17-18, 1864 
siege of Pe burgh, June 18, 1864-April 2, 1865; Petersburgh Mine assault, July 
30, 1864; act 13s for the occupation of the Weldon Railroad, August 18-25, 1864 
combat of I le’s Farm, Se mber 30,1864; action at Chapel House, October | 
1. 1864: skiy shes n Ha Run, October 27-28, 1864: destruction of Wel 
don Rail to Meherrin River, December 7-10, 1864; combat near Dabney’s 
Mil ‘ 1), February 1865 tions and movement to White Oak 
Ridge, M Ll, 1 >»: battle of Five Forks, April 1. 1865. 
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lie was in command of the def es of Petersburgh and Southside Railr l 
4 to May 1, 1565; in commar the Department of Mississippi, May 14-30 
1* nd is at New York city pre] maps and reports of his campa 
j 1865, to July 31, 186¢ 
( Wat 1 Was promoted successively fi 1 tl grade of lieut int to 
iant-colonel, Corps of } ers, and ma eneral, United St 4 
enant-colonel, ( ted States Ar 
4 of Gaines’s Mill , 1862 
‘ i meritorious services atthe batt! 
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vey < a ca l 
1 3 rtain operations in 1862-'65 of 1 nac in Virginia, 

Hie was appointed a men rof the advisory council of the harbor commis- 
sions of the State of Rhode Island, 1878 

In 1870 General Warren was assigned tot irge of the sur v 
provements of various rivers and harbors Southeastern Massachus 
in Rhode Island and Connecticut, on w! i d e supery on of : 
construction and repair of the fortificat be , Mass., of Narra- 
gansett Bay and of Newport, R. L., be remained til the time of his death 

In scientific investigations General rren had few superiors, and his elab- 


Wa 


confided 











orate reports on some of the most important works which have been 
to the Corps of Engineers are among th« st valuable 1tions to its lit- 
erature. 

In the field, in the 1 » civil war, | is a brave and energetic officer. and in 
the high command to which heattained by his patriotic valor and skill he mer- 
ited the admiration of the Army and the applause of his country 

He was kind and considerate in all the relat f life, and his family in its 
affliction will have the hearty sympathy of the ¢ ps of En i 

testimonial of t for the deceased the « ers of the corps will w t 





oft rty days. 


ul Wright. 


isual badge rth 





WILLIAM ROBB. 
rhe bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 1€ pensio! 
now paid to Willian N. Robb, a s between the United 
States and Mexico, to $25 per mont 

The bill was reported to the Senate witl amendme 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. WAGONER. 

The bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John C. Wagoner, former chief packer in Cus- 
ter’s expedition against the Indians, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of a private soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY A. NOEL. 

The bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lucy A. Noel, an imbecile daughter of George 
W. Noel, who was killed while serving as a member of Company H, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment of lowa Volunteers, and to pay her legally con- 
stituted guardian a pension of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB F. JOSEPH. 

The bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jacob F. Joseph, of Camp Point, Adams 
County, Lllinois, late captain of Company G, Seventy-eighth Regimen! 
Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HERBST. 

The bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow 

John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of The- 
resa Herbst, widow of John Herbst, late a private in Company G, O1 
hundred and fortieth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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The D t 
Levi M. Hunter wa nsidere is in Committee 
proposes to place on tl 1Si roll the names of 
of Levi M. Hunter, deceased, la of 
twentieth Indiana Volunteer: 

The bill was 1 sported to the 


iird reading, read the 


The bill (H. R. 8704 
at Jeffersonville Hos] 
It proposes to place on 
nurse in Jefferson Genet 
her a pension of $12 
the rebellion. 

The bill was re 


rye 
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n yvitnout am 
a third reading, ! ] e, and passed, 
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{he is hereby 
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Piace on the Head, Washing le 

ntrance to Gray’s Harbor, VW ton 


of the Life-Say 
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asnin 
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ng 


<d to the nate as amended, and the amendments 


» engrossed for a third reading, read 


ENROLLED 
the House of Representatives, by Mr. Cia 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled joint resolution (If. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and 
camp equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army 


and it thereupon signed by the President pro 
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BILL SIGNED, 


ive from RK, its 


of the l’otomac; was 
tempore 
M. C. 


MORDECAT, 


Mr. HAMPTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
1521, Order of Business 1561. It is a report made by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WiLson | from the Committee on Claims, He is no 
present, but asked me to call it up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded t the bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mor- | 


decal. 


ri 
i 


) considet 
Phe Commit reported an amendment, 
the to strike out $97,991.95”? 


so as to make the bill read: 


in line 6, after 


and insert ‘‘ $6,400; 


aims 


tee on ¢ 


words ‘‘sum of 
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t ‘ f +} 
tenacied. ¢ , Tha ~ tal e 


the ere y of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au 
ito pay to M.C. Mordecai, or his legal representatives, ou 
freasury not otherw appropriated, the sum of $6,400, | 
rvic in carrying mails in the steamer 
from Charleston, S. C., to Havana, Cuba, via Sa- | 
t, Fla., from the Ist day of October, 1859, to the 20th 


Re 
and direct« 
inn the 


thorized 
ofany 

n full compensation for all 
bel any other st ner, 
i and Key We« 
ay of July, 1890, 


moneys ise 


es rendered 
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nnan, Ga 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALL, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 2, 1888, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


30, 1888, 


Nominations received by the Senate June 


CONSUL, } 
John Henry Haynes, a citizen of the United States, to be consul of 
the United States at Bagdad. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
William D. Myers, of Pleasant Hill, Mo., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency in the Indian Territory, 
Elmer A. Howard, dec! | 


ined. 
REGISTER OF I 


vice 
AND OFFICE. 

he land office at Bi 
ea, whose term of office will expire July 


Osear FE. 
marck, Dak., vice 


3, 1888. 


Q- 


Rea, of Canton, Dak., to be register of 
John A. R 


POSTMASTER. 
Thomas Parker, to be postmaster at Albion, Orleans County, New 
~| 


York, vice Augustus W. Barnett, commission expired. 
| 


CONFIRMATIONS., 


Nominations confirmed by the Senate June 30, 1888, 


POSTM ASTERS. 
postmaster at Winooski, Chittenden | 


Christopher G. Allard, to be 


County, Vermont. 
Berry Mitchell, to be postmaster at 
fornia. 


uburn, Placer County, Cali- 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


to be postmaster at Mankato, Blue 


White, to be at ¢ 


postmaster 


» tobe postmaster at Pomeroy, Garfield County, Terri- 


to be postmaster at Wats nville, 


meant 


Cruz 


master at Santa Rosa, S<« 


yma County, Cal 


postmaster at Park River, Walsh County, Da- 
Ji Houtz, to be postmaster at Blunt, Hughes County, Dakota. 
Charles W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, Traill County, 
Dakota. 
David E, 
Ohio. 


Baxter, jr., to be postmaster at Delphos, Allen County, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 30, 18385. 


rey 


he House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
H. Mr“LBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal ot yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W 


JUDGMENTS, COURT CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an additional} list of }udgments of the Court 
of Claims for which appropriations should be made; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
Mr. BLouNT, for this day, on account of sickness. 
Mr. McCormick, until July 7, on account of important busi- 


or 


By 
To 
To 
ness. 
To 
To 


lo 


Mr. YARDLEY, until July 7, on account of important business. 
Mr. SAWYER, until July 9, on account of important business, 
Mr. PreRRyY, for one week from this day. 
FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and camp equipage 
to veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac. 

[he messayve also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala.; and 

A bill (S. 1566) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. ‘The regular order is the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, which 
was fixed as a special order for this morning. 

I now call that bill up. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House thirty minutes debate, if 

desired, fifteen minutes on each side, was to be permitted on this bill. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; that was the agreement. Ua- 
less some gentleman desires to discuss the bill within the time allowed 
I shall ask the previous question upon the bill and a pending amend- 
1ent reported from the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. BURROWS. I understood the gentleman to state on yesterday 
that there was no general legislation appended to this bill. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. None whatever. 
Mr. BURROWS. Itsimply provides an appropriation for the amounts 
allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury ? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; that is all. 
TheSPEAKER. There is anadditional section appended to the bill. 
Perhaps the Clerk had better read it. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; the committee recommend the 
adoption of anamendment to the bill. 
The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 17, 1886, ap- 
propriating the sum of $280 to Alexander Sayers, of Nelson County, Kentucky, 
be and is hereby repealed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
and amendment. 
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I move the previous question on the bill 
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The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the committees for 
reports. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the morning houi 
be dispensed with, and in connection therewith I ask unanimous con- 
sent that committees having reports to make be permitted to present 
them at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is on the motion to dispe 
with the morning hour for the call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent to present a 
report—— 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Willit be in order to make a 
motion that committees be privileged to hand in their reports at the 
Clerk’s desk ? 

The SPEAKER. 
rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I renew my request 
that committees be permitted to file their reports at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REPORTS FILED. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


desk: 


nse 


It would not. That would be a change of the 


RELINQUISHMENT OF TITLE TO KANSAS LAND. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the 
interest of the United States in certain lands in Kansas; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr.CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson 
County, Missouri, at a point to be selected consistent with the interests 
of river navigation between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 
miles below said city; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs,to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of the estate of Richard W. 
Meade, deceased, which bill was reported from the said committee on 
the 19th instant and referred to the Committee of the Whole House by 
unanimous consent, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 189) to amend 
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1 want to get on their own grounds to do it Mr. McSHANE, on 
your side of the House, is very anxious—— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not think it is necessary 
r the gentleman, if he will pardon me, to elaborate the question. I 
; will answer him, so far as I am able to answer, not being of course 
} permanently in charge of th il I will say I do t think that class 
{ cases will be revived until we have pass ib to redu ixation 
and sent it to the Senate 
Mr. STEELE. In reference to this bill, the chairman of the Com- 


and enlarge the provisions of a joint resolution to refer the claim of | 


the administrator of Richard W. Meade to the Court of Claims, with 
the recommendation that the same be passed in lieu and stead of said 
bill H. R. 6336; which resolution was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas when the committee is willing to allow the resumption of the 
morning hour for the consideration of bills from committees? 








mittee on Way sand Means said to M McsSua t ec we $ ’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansa rhe g eman of « <e will 
have to confer with the chairman about it. fie 1s ] this 
time, and I can not answer the question for | 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman object to our t Q l 
and disposing of it at this time 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan Yes, ¥ = for t é 
lar order. 

Mr. STEELE. The regular order the morning : I 

The SPEAKER. Subject to the right to make the mo which 
the gentleman has made. If the House declines to tain that mo 
tion the hour will be for the considera 1 of reports from committees 

The Speaker put the question and was in doubt as to the 1 t 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I call for a division 

Mr. STEELE. I hope that request will not be insisted on. Ido 
not think we will gain anything by undertaking to 1 tont - 
ing hour. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Then I hdraw my reque 

The motion was agreed to 

rAR I 

The House accordingly I olved itself into Committee of the \ ! 
House on the state of Union, Mr. RoGERs in the chai: 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of tl Vhole 
on the tariff bill. The Clerk will read the next line 

Che Clerk read as follows 

Acid, acetic, acetous, or pyrolign is acid, exceeding tl specifi f 

17,5 cents per pound, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by adding th rds 

not imported from Canada.’ 

The Clerk reported the amendment 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I find that of this substance there 
were imported in the last year 19,144 pounds, while there were manu- 
factured in the United States 12,400,000 pounds. ‘The exi ie duty 


is 10 cents per pound. The proposed duty is 5centsper pound. This 
is a proposed reduction of 50 per cent. fect will to 
increase the importation, and in all probability to considerably increa 
the surplus in the Treasury of the United States 

I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows 


The e be larzely 


Caster beans or seeds, 25 cents per bus! l of 50 p inds 


Castor-oil, 40 cents per gallon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I donot know 
that it requires the action of the House, but sometimes mere ty pograph- 

al errors have a very material effect in regard to the meaning of the 
law. I wish to suggest a correctior 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk advises the Chair that | mad 

| the correction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If there be no ob } 

the typographical error in the spelling of the word caste ’ t 


I now move that the House | 


This | 


call belongs to the Committee on Claims, and the next is the Commit- | 


tee on Military Affairs. We have one or two very important matters 
which ought to be considered. I hold in my hand now a bill—a Sen- 
ate bill—which can be passed in five minutes if we could get the hour, 
or by unanimous consent, which will save the Government a hundred 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is the bill ? 

Mr. STEELE. For the sale of the Omaha reservation. 
assurances that it will sell for $300,000. 
shall be platted, appraised, and sold. 
adapted to the purpose, more suitable, and erect the necessary build- 
ings for the Government for $200,000, a clear saving to the Govern- 
ment of the difference I have named, or $100,000. 

The Secretary of War, the General of the Army, and the commander 
of the department have recommended it. There is no rifle range where 
they are now. They expect to have rifle practice at Omaha next fall 


We have 


It provides that the ground | 
We can purchase other ground 


corrected. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Flaxseed or linseed oil, 10 cents per 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkans 
‘ten, ’’? in line 12, and insert 
The Clerk reported the amendment. 
Mr. KERR. I move to amend by inserting the 
25 cents per gallon I think it is. I have received a 
tions from manufacturers of linseed oil in my district. They all seem 
to be of opinion that the reduction of the duty will be very inju 
to that interest. I think that is the unanimous opinion of the men 
who are engaged in that business in that district. It bh 


I move tostsikoout tie werd 


as. 
iitveen. 
present rate of dut 


number o 


+} 
neti- 


as grown to be 


| @ very important industry. The growth of flaxseed has been « r- 
aged and the result has been a very great reduction in the price of lin- 
seed oil in the United States. That being the case, the consumer havy- 


ing been benefited by it, the producers of flaxseed having been largely 
benefited by the market the local manufacturers give them, the manu- 
facture of flaxseed into oil having become a very important industry 
and having afforded a large amount of employment for laborers engaged 
in that industry in the Northwest, I do not think it ought to be dis- 
couraged at this time. For that reason I think the present rate of 
duty ought to be maintained. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the present rate? 

Mr. KERR. Twenty-five cents per gallon is the present rate 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa can accomplish that 
object by moving to strike out the line. 
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for the production of oil 
crushed in that 
Last In 11es, 


seed 


country wa 
Under the prot 
sprung up all over 
the House 


’s crop as flax 


men on voi i ol 
ground, a 
ving expens 
t twenty years has 
history of this country. 
a year I had occasion to buy twenty gallons of oil to paint 
nd I bought it in my own town, a thousand miles 


3 price than I paid by the cas! 


his ground, but pays his li 
rhe price of linseed 


( rwas DbDelore nl 


es aa , 
cin New YOrK 


did you pay ior it ? 

Mr. ;a gallon for boiled oil. 
New York thirty years ago by the cask was 52 and 54 cents a gallon 
but mn that we have had on this article the hom 
produ constantly increased, and the price has 


aown,. 


The price in 


under 

tion 

\nother t g in ition to this reduction of the duty on oil is that 
interest in this country. 
Has there not been within the last 


it is a blow : 
Mr. BYNI 


it tie cooperage 


M, 


two or three 


vears an increase in the price of linseed-oil following the formation of 


no material increase. What is the price to 


an not state exactly, but I know I have noti 
has been an increase in the price. 
will tell the gentleman why there has been an in- 
stern man, and he knows that in the West for the 
there 
scarcity, there has been naturally an increase 
tariff that increased it. 


DOCKERY. Then it was not the 


aughter. | 

Mr. GEAR. Of course it was not, in that case. Mr. Chairman, as 
I was saying, there are a great many men employed in the manufact- 
ure of barrels to hold the oil. It takes 80,000 barrels for the oil pro 
duced in lowa last year, and therefore I say that this reduction is inci- 
dentally a blow at the cooperage interest. 

Then, in addition to that, the large profit, perhaps the main profit, 
in making this oil in the West is from the exportation of the cake, 
which we send to England. In England they the seed mainly 
for feeding purposes, not so much for the oil. 

I have presented petition after petition, not from oil-men, but from 
men who grow the seed, asking this House to withhold its hand 
making a reduction of the tariff on this article, and I earnestly ho 
that the amendment of my colleague [Mr. KERR] will prevail. 

WILSON, of Minn Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to dis- 

tion at: Discussion of these several amend- 

s ; interfered with the dispatch of busi- 

ness and bids fair t » us here all summer; but, in answer to the 
gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. GEAR], who has just taken his seat, and 
who said that there 


he is 


} 
crush 


om 


i 


cuss this que 


ments ha 


cone | 


undoubtedly honest in his statement, the existence of the trust is 


1 . : : | . . . : . 
a matter that is not denied by the linseed-oil manufacturers themselves. | can production the benefit of protection. 


has been a comparative failure of the 


is no trust in linseed-oil, I wish to say that, while | 
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WHITE out 1 
CHAIRMAN. itamendment is not in order. 
ipen the amendment of the gentleman 
g INRI I to ike out ‘‘ ten ”’ i 
Mr. ADAMS. Does that question con 
The CHAIRMAN. 
ces precedence of t tion to strike out. 
Mr. GEAR. Is not + motion to strike ou 
fhe CHAIRMAN Yo; the i 
ment to perfect the text. The question is o1 
gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Bre 
and insert ‘‘ fifteen.’ 
he amendment was agreed to. 
I move to amend by adding the words ‘‘n 
Chairman, of linseed oil there 
there were manufactured in this country 25 
‘he existing duty is 25 cents; it is proposed to redu 
This is a considerable reduction. It will lead toa con 
» increase in the importation. If it increases the importation 
by the amount of 1 per cent. or nth of 1 per cent. of the total 
amount used in this country, then insteac ’ diminishing the surplus 
in the Treasury it will increase it. 
With reference to the existence of the ‘‘ trust ’’ about which the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON ] was so eloquent, 


fror 
oy ee 
ihis peing an amename 


question iif 


were Im] 


ne-t 
One-Uu 


I wish tostate 
my information as to the existing price of linseed oil in this country. 
I am informed and believe that the average price in this country dur- 
ing the last year has been from 50 to 52 cents per gallon, while the 
average cost in foreign countries has been 45.6 cents, a difference, as 
gentlemen will see, of 5 to 7 centsa gallon. It is evident that if a 
‘trust’? exists, it has not been very effectual in raising the price of 
the American commodity beyond the difference beyond the cost of pro- 
duetion here and the cost of production abroad, since it is also a fact 
that the foreign wages paid in the production of this article are from 
$3.84 to $5.28 per week (except in the East Indies), while in this 
country they are from $8 to $12 per week. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Imove toamend so as to make the duty 20 cents 
I understood the committee had voted to make the duty 15 cents, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion tostrike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ fif- 
teen ’’ has been agreed to; itis not now in order to move to strike out 
‘‘ fifteen ’’ and insert any other sum. 

Mr. KERR. In orderto enable the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILL- 
AMS] to submit his remarks, I ask leave to withdraw my amendment 
o strike out the line. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe the renewal of that amendment 
complish what I desire. The present duty, I believe, 
Mr. BUCHANAN and others. Twenty-five cents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
inanimous consent to withdraw hisamendment. TT! 

jection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
instead of ‘‘ fifteen.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair has alread 
is not in order, because the Committee of the Whol 
to insert ‘‘iifteen,’’ and it is not in order tom to strike out what has 
been already agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move, then, to strike out the line. Mr, Chait 
man, this article illustrates to as great degree a rticle of Ameri- 
Prior to the establishment 
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there is no motion in the committee to reconsider. 
rule is to reach a finality. 
Mr. PERKINS. 
changes the rate i 
that view I thought it 
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which this provision shall take effect, he can move 
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other part which has been already adopted byt ( 
of order, and the Chair could not entertain it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to state frankly, Mr. Ch 
sired to be accomplished by this amendment j 
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o# the Chair the entire substitut 


ment 





no 


KINL 


formed 


I offer the substitute for the wl 


oo 


to extend the time when this item of the bill 





on ont 


t of 


exactly considered what a i 
poly. 


en in this countr 


in 


llinois, withdrew his amendment. 


artier 
nt, and if d 
e can not be offered, then I ask 





r can 
o protect the pric 


And that 





ISOS CONGRESSIONAL 


{Mr. ApAMS] who addressed the House a few minutes ago. I think 
the gentleman’s figures were entirely correct. The price of foreign oil 
is 45 cents a gallon, the price of domestic 50, showing 

Mr. ADAMS. From 50 to 52 cents for the last year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, that is a very good 
indication of the price. 
tion was 25 cents 
way of duty on seed, yet they were only appropriating 7 cents a gallon. 
Now, we propose to leave them 15 cents a gallon. In other words, we 
leave them twice as much as they are appropriating. 


them as much, of course, as under a trust that could be sufficiently 


strongly formed to give them a larger appropriation, but we leave twice | 


as much as they now appropriate. 

Mr. ADAMS. Allow me to call the attention of the gentleman to 
these figures again. Foreign flaxseed oil is 45 cents a gallon; the tariff 
duty is 25 cents. The President of the United States says that these 
figures represent the cost here. I ask, therefore, if that would not 
make the cost 70 cents a gallon in this country? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If it were all 
course it would; but that is one instance where the domestic product 
is only enhanced a part of the tax on the foreign product. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the President say so? 

Mr. BREC K I NRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am not disputing the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. BYNUM. The President does not say so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not, however, if my 
friend will permit me, exactly what we are dealing with at this momeit. 
I do not care to revive what the President has said. The question with 
us is whether we are properly adjusting the relation between the tax 
on the seed and the tax on the oil. I submit, as shown by the figures 
of the gentleman himself, we are leaving a tax on the oil that affordsa 
protection of 7 cents a gallon more than the manufacturers at this time 
show they need. If that be the ¢ase, the proposed rates of course can 
not work them any harm. I think, therefore, the rates that have been 
proposed are very safe and prudent rates. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow me to state, to avoid 
misapprehension, that I do not say positively whether 15 cents is too 
high or toolow. Idonot profess a familiarity with the subject. What 
I said was that the talk of the gentleman from Minnesota, that a trust ex- 
isted, could not mean a trust in the odious sense of inordinately increas- 
ing the price; because it was proved by the figures that even if a trust 
did exist it had not succeeded in raising the price more than 7 cents 
beyond the foreign price. But on the point whether 15 cents isa 
proper duty or not I do not profess any familiarity. Ido not profess 
to say what should be the duty. 
are more familiar with the subject. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I agree that while the gen- 
tlemen who are in this trust make no concealment of it, it has not re- 
sulted in an excessively oppressive price. 

Mr. ADAMS. If it has not, then is not the main argument which 
is used here when they say the tariff duty causes trusts a fallacious 
argument, so far as illustrated by this particular subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as temporarily illus- 
trated by this particular case, that practical effect would be of course 
borne out. Butasa matter of course, as long as we give them the power, 
they have the power under the law to go further than at present they 
have gone. But I do not care to enter into that phase of the discus- 
sion at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS. For information I will ask one other question, in 
view of the fact that the gentleman used the word ‘‘temporarily.’’ I 
ask for information whether the price of 52 cents a gallon is a fair aver- 
age price, or is it an exceptional price? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ent amendment is disposed of. 


Iam not able to inform the 
Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit me a 


Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

I renew it. 
I have a motion to make. 

I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

No other amendment is in order until the pres- 
The Chair will put the question of the 


gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], to strike out and insert the | 


words which have been read by the Clerk. 

The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 62. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported— 
noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to strike out the line, 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. JACKSON. Isa further amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not. 


ayes 60, 


Say 52 cents, showing that while the protec- | 
a gallon, less something that would take from it by | 


We do not leave | 


collected, of 


That matter I leave to others who | 
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| The Clerk read as follows: 

Licorice, paste or rolls, 4 cents per pound, 

| Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that line. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to amend the line so 

that the rate shall be 5 cents instead of 4 cents. 

Mr. JACKSON. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas takes precedence. That is first in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let us vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Arkansas does not desire 
| to speak, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I have made this formal amend- 
ment for the purpose of submitting a few remarks immediately in con- 
| nection with the debate that has just been closed. I want to call at- 

tention to another reason in favor of the proposition to give adequate 
protection to flaxseed and flaxseed-oil. The reason I give is that it 
tends to encourage the production of flax for its fiber. I would like 
to call the atiention of the people of the United States to an industry 
that has been too long neglected in our country. It is truthfully « alled 
| an infant industry so far as its extent is concerned, although it was 
sufficiently tested at an early date in our history to show that our 
country is well adapted toit. I referto the manufacture and useof the 
| fiber of flax and hemp in the United States. Itis one of the indus- 
tries that has been too long neglected. I agree that there is sufficient 
| reason for protection in behalf of those who raise flax for its seed to be 
| made into oil. But I want to call the attention of the committee and 
the country to the fact that there was last year destroyed in thiscountry, 
largely in the Northwest, 150,000 tons or more of the fiber of flax, a 
large part of which at least should have been utilized in this country 
| in the manufacture of twine, yarn, and cloth. 

That fiber ought to have been worth to the farmers of this country 
twenty or thirty millions of dollars. Our friends on the other side are 
| accustomed frequently to call our attention to the prosperity of free- 
trade England. I would like in this connection to remind them that 
for many years Fogland protected the cultivation and growth of flax 
by bounties and by duties. These bounties and duties gave a protec- 
tion higher than any asked by the strongest protectionist in this coun- 
try. They did this by successive and repeated acts of Parliament, the 
preambles to which show that they did it for the very same purpose 
that protectionists in the United States to-day ask to have their indus- 
tries protected. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if we were to place flax, 
flaxseed, and flaxseed-oils upon the free-list there would be hereafter 
none of this product in the United States for use as fiber, and only a 
very small guantity raised for its seed. It could not be profitably 
raised, andof course it would not be raised. Flax and hemp fiber and 
substitutes that are used for them if placed on the free-list can be im- 
ported from Russia and the far-off countries of India and other places 
| at prices which would render it impossible to raise and manufacture 
them in this country. The cheap labor of those countries enables this 
| tobe done. The preparation of the fiber by the farmer is an industry 
that requires special care and skill and a special training of the people 
who engage in it. 

It can not be commenced one year and dropped the next and re- 
| sumed again the year following. It isan industry that has to be encour- 
| aged and carefully built up by long years of protection and attention. 
In the district which I have the honor to represent we have for many 
| years had asmall establishment for the manufacture of flax and hemp 
| of American growth. It is in the hands of gentlemen competent to 
| judge from experience, and they pronounce the American flax as fully 

equal in fiber forall purposes to Irish flax. Thisestablishment has grown 
| for successive years until to-day itgives employment to perhaps two hun- 

dred men. The people who are employed are a good class of citizens 

| who receive fair and mostof them good wages. Itisan industry which 
lives and thrives only by the protection which the present law gives it. 
| If you place flax on the free-list and also flaxseed and flaxseed-oil, the 
| farmers will cease to raise flaxseed and there will be no American fiber 
| to manufacture, and this establishment must go out of business. We 
| have been so fortunately situated in this country heretofore that we 
| 
| 





have been prodigal of our resources. We have done but little to en- 
courage entirely new industries. Our people seemed to think that 
| it was not necessary to look after anything so small as the flax and 
| linen business; but this is a great mistake. It ought to be and can be 
made a great industry in our country. 

We have been recklessly consuming the bounties that Providence 
and nature have given us. But, Mr. Chairman, the time is coming, 
and, in fact, it is now at hand, when we must look to many of these 
matters heretofore consided small and, unimportant for the prosperity 
and welfare of the country. The United States ought to manufacture 
all its linen thread. We ought to manufacture out of the fiber raised 
within our own country all the twine we use. We ought to do more. 

| We ought to enter now upon the manufacture of the finest linens. Our 

| soil and climate are well adapted to raising the fiber and we have labor 
that would soon become skilled in its manufacture. With protection 
equal to that England gave her people in this industry the —_— 
would soon become oné of great importance with us. 

There is no reason why weshould not manufacture all that + we need 






















































those engaged int la 1d 


Phe CHAIRMAN r { of tl ntleman has expired. th ss 
question 1s first « the amend t of the gentleman f1 m Arkan 
‘Mr. BRECKINRII to strike « four’? and insert 

i ul ent i t 

I CHAIRMAN I t 1 no s I i ri ( . 
1 p i raph 

tion was rejected 
i Clerk read as f WSs 
€ Roi in, Port i A fii < } < ae 





and 17, the words 10 per cent. ad val and to N \ 
10 cents per 100 pounds, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arl sa Mr. ¢ su stt . 
this item be iformally I think 1 of the co 3 I 
mittee has s rstanding to a change graph, but | 
am not prepared to speak } and the » el F * 
to let it be pa sed over fol nt ‘ 4 1 < 1 
Mr. SOWDEN. I shall have to object, Mr. Chairman, because I t : Yo tate : 
want to leave the House, and may not be present when if is re ed t of Ros “ 
later Mr. Chairman, speaking for this industry in the Lehigh dis g 
tricts, which represents an annual output of 400,000 barrels, and : we , : x 


investment of $500,000, giving employment to about six hundred hat 





























I desire simply to submit a few facts against any reduction of the t 
on cement, and in favor of my amendment making the duty sp FC 
instead of ad valorem. The importations of foreign cement in | , 4 oh 7s @ ° 
vregated 645,197 barrels, valued at $722,579, or an average of $1 
per barrel, against a valuation of $1.25 in 1882. In i8s7 the t 
amount of imports was 1,070,400 barrels, valued at $1,102,532. 40 ; 
average valuation being about $1.03 cents per 
This has been occasioned by the decision of tl 
excluding the cost of the barrel in arriving at t : 7 
further fact that in order to get the lowest dut 
urer invoices his barrel at a high eand } 
idding his profit to the non-dutiable barrel instead of to the dutia thie 
cement, i 
rhe reduction in the price of foreign cementin the American ma 
wh fell from $4 in 1876, when American Portland began to be - 
ufactured, to $1.85 and $2 in 1887, wh {merican competition be 
stronger, is evidence of the fact that foreign makers with cheap labor 
selling their goods here lower than at home to hold the market, and ar a , c 
driven even to undervaluation to maintain their hold in face of the Ame1 sin the duty { to time \ 
ican competition which, though but a small industry, is slowly becom ptory er! 
ing established. No reduction of the d can safe ly be made in t ail ant ite ig y 2 . tt ' 
case without doing a great injury to a native industry, representi \ {States. | ‘ serves rea 
in all its branches, many millions of dollars and some ten or twelve 3 “os 
thousand laborers. t pele é t t ‘ ea subs 
Mr. Chairman, the duty collected on the importations of this arti \ “ 
in 1887 amounted to $220,506.48. The duty under tl] of 1885 ? 5 : ; 
20 per cent. ad valorem; the proposition is now to reduce it to 10 p ‘ ‘ uf 
cent. ad valorem; and the Committee on Ways and Means contempla “ ING ; aad ‘ 1 tee 
by this operation, to reduce the surplus to the extent of $110,253, 24. re east Aa ‘17 td 
Will this be the result of the reduction? It seems to me that exact] 1 ee aa . ) 4 ‘ 
the opp ywite effect from that contemp! ted by the « imiuttee 1 } 3 : p ' : : ) : ; 
accomplished, because the reduction will necessarily tend to stimula xf said ; f ) 
importation, and thereby not only injure our domestic industry, |} ; e 4 1] a: ; 
add to the surplus. ; : ' ; P ee , 
[Here the hammer fell. ] vieichiahs cain Meee 4 to 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN ] be extended for five k t Clerk to read th yspay t] 
minutes, desk . 
There was no objection. he Clerk read as fol] 
Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read HE CEM 
as a part of my remarks, a letter written by Mr. Ackerman on this sub- — , 5 not \ 


ject, and published in one of the New York papersof April 17, 1888 ( 1 Ma Com Yo } " I t, \ 


Mr. STAHLNECKER. I ask unanimous consent that the time « 
l 




















The Clerk read as follows pape mee bet ent = ’ A en 5, Wis 
- st .e1 eK ! c 
POPULAR OBSERVATIONS--CEMENT AND THE TARIFF—GROWTH AND CO? rio. the list of non-met product t { is “ 
OF AN INDUSTRY WHICH THE MILLS BILL WOULD RUIN. e ite 3 capital of $8.000.0 . ou x). 000 ba 
To the Editor of the Tribune t n.and es work to al ‘ i 
Sir: I observe that the Ways and Means Committee has decided to strike out ‘ew ¥ < State, where n¢ > ma ek 
cements from the free-list and restore them tothe dutiable list at one-half the | | d; in Kentucky, where pugetaptetaln 
present rate of duty. I would like to lay before your readers some facts 1 ’ } . : Pent —- ; ; , 
[ think will show that the duty on cements should not be reduced at all, but =. , 
stead restored to 20 per cent. ad valorem, to be computed on the value f 3 
cement, package, and freight at the port of entry in the United States Roman’’ cement 1 nat . i I 
Last year upon the importations of foreign Portland cement, which nat tland’’ cement is art r 
as a general term to include all importations of foreign cement, there was « estone and Ay ] this to powder, ma ge 
lected a revenue of about $220,000, which alongside of a surplus of $100,000,000 is | brick or! t this ate | ! t calcining, at high heat 
apparently an insignificant thing, but very seriously will an important Am« this artif 1 t f t sult t clinkers to powder 
can industry be affected if the duty is in the least reduced. Since 1856 ther« Phe R : s subs tot Rosendale, Louisville, and t 
have been manufactured in Rosendale, Ulster County, New York, alone, over | majority of At ‘ I t i responds to the Amer 
36,500,000 barrels of building cement, which at the very low average of $1 pe: and J ‘ ‘r le of ment could t be 
barrel would be $36,500,000. In manufacturing cement there is but one iten this « ry f 4 ‘ teri: 
other than labor that enters into its cost, namely, the wooden barrel. After fift years of experimenting laftera s running int t 
timating the value of the cooperage at an average of 25 cents per barrel, tatement has been controverted i for five years past American * P i 
making a total of about $9,000,000, we can safely say that a balance amounting | cements, ‘of a quality equal to any imported,” and made in Pennsylvania, in 
to over $23,000,000 has been paid out for labor in that locality alone, being an | Ohio, in New York, in Indiana, and in Texas. have | n used on G r t 
average of nearly $800,000 per year for the thirty years; but this business, which work (vide Reports Engineer-Commissioner District of Columbia for 1583, 1544, 
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ractically stationary ; 
creasing slightly to 1887. Tt 1e pric , how- 
4,150,000 barrels of 1885 netted less to the makers than 
2 and the 5,000,000 of 1887 barely as much as the smaller 
! and, the imports of foreign cement have incr i 

period since ually trebled. In the last- 


] , to $1.01 in 1887 
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OF 
1882 have act 


len from $1.77 in 1884 


HEAVY IMPORTS AND CHECKED PRODUCTION, 


Three causes have led to the incrense of imports and checked home produe- 
tion: First, low ocean freights; second, a prac tical reduction of the d uty, nearly 
one-half, in 1885, by the ision of the Secretary of the Treasury relieving the 

foreign article from duty on the barrel and on forei ign inland transportation to 
tide water; third, the higher wages paid American labor. On the first point 
it may be stated asa fact that the freight from Europe to nearly all tide-water 
points in the United Siates and to many lake points is less than the rates from 


| 
} 
| 
American cement werks to similar points. The reason for this is that cement 
} 
| 
| 
i 
i 


ae 


comes from Europe as ballast. On the second point, the figures of imports above 
given show a reduction of 75 cents in invoice value of cement imported from the 
year 188i to 1887. This is due to the taking off the duty on the barrel, and has 
actually, by an Ioxecutive act, withoutaction of Congress, reduced the duty from 

) y 7 


35 to 20 cents per barrel. On the third point, in order to compete with the for- 
eign maker there remains no other possibility of reducing cost except by re- 
ducing the wages of , as the constant reduction necessary to keep a foot- | 
hold since 1882 thi 1s exhausted all other margins and means. A number of fail- | 


ures have proven this fact. The labor is at least 50 per cent. less abroad. 
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og DGE, of Arkansas. 
: : than that the 1 


eman fron 
aa r of has arti 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. BRECKINRI 
The reading of the 


ires anythi more 
printed in the 

I understand he de 

DGE, of Arkansas * Sc 

article was ri sumed and 

Mr. HOPKINS, of. New York. Witht 

yuest of the gentleman from Arkansas 
pa sragraph is to be informally passed over, to be considered 
time, I do not wish to press this matter further now. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hopkins] 
renews the request of the gentleman from Arkansas that this para- 
raph, with the pending amendm ents , be passed over, to be 
called up hereafter. If there be no objection, tha order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ord 

The Clerk read as follows 

Whiting and Paris white, 20 per cent. ad 

Chromate of potash, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
ment which should have come in a few 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the pending paragraph the following: 


rk des 
o have it read. 
I make no objection. 
concinded. 
lerstandiz 
RB ] 


if NRIDGE |], til 


if a future 


art 
as . “% 
inforn nally 
t 
t 


ered ac cordingly. 


val 
vVaiorem, 


I desire to offer an amend- 
lines earlier. 


Licorice juice, 35 per cent 


| ad valorem,’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the amendment just 
adopted will be inserted after line 13, which relates to licorice, 

There was no objection. 
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classes and the higher grades bythe rich. If a specific duty by weight 
were applied to woolen underclothing, for instance, the heavy flannel 
shirt of the poor ould pay a heavier tax than the light gauze or 
wool the rich man. That this would be wrong we all 
1 the Committee on Ways and Means apply this 
said that there is one 


ment or any other of these 


man Ww 


n undershirt of 
admit But how ca 
principle to a sub 

kind of w 
used in construction which are 


nee like whiting? Canit be 


hiting or one kind of c materials 

li ¢ employed exclusively by the poor, or 
n their reach, and another and higher grade which 
the rich ? 


hich come wit} 
the committee may be commended when they apply 

ad ies to avoid the evil to which I have referred; but I 
think it is; take, and will lead to numerous frauds on the Treasury 
and to greater pense in the collection of the revenue, when ad valo- 
ubject to which, in the nature of things, 
Both Secretary Manning and Secretary Fair- 

1 the abolition of the ad valorem system; and 


vaiorem 


rem dutic I pplied toa 


they are t applicable 
Pp] 
ommende 


hil 
airehild, 


child have re 
Secret itg i 
siderable length the whole question of undervaluation in its connection 
t nd ad valorem duties. The Senate have also discussed 
but the Senate, not having jurisdiction to change the 

system o it sought the remedy in new machinery of the law in 
the various ports entry and in new modes of fixing the valuation of 
imported ¢ It isalmost futile, however, and the only adequate 
remedy specific rates of duty. I repeat, therefore, what I 
said in the beginning. I regret the committee saw fit to adopt the ad 
valorem system to the extent they have in this bill when there is no 
nd no demand at the ports of entry of any of these 


Is to apply 


necessity flor ita 


TheCHAIRMAN, Thepro formaamendmentis withdrawn, and the 
tion recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 
L-ECKIN RIDGE, Arkansas. Is debate in order? 

AIRMAN Debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 

FRECKINRIDGE, of I move to strike out the last 


que 


ol 
Arkansas. 


in regard to this amendment that the committee pro- 

pos on of 20 per cent. of the existing tax on this article, and 

that the committee as far as it would be prudent to go at this 
time. There may beatrustin this article 

sylvania [Mr. KiLLey] states that there is a trust which exists abroad 

and in ountry, and that it the same trust. For my 

evidence of the fact. If that were true, of 


th is one and 
part, I have no conclus 
course it would be 
put on the tree-list, 


concern. but 


ive 


for it would belong to one international firm or 
think this House has the full information in 
of trade on this subject that is necessary as a basis 


| ? ’ + 
iGO nO 


regard to the state 
for the proposed action. 

Now, sir, whatever may be our hostility to trusts, we must always 
remember that when we wish to take away from a trust the power to 
oppress the people, we must not do that which may so injure the in- 
dustry as to d The committee followed that course 

They have lowered the margin of profit. But 


stroy its existence, 


with the sugar trust. 


if they put refined sugar on the free-list and leave a tax on raw sugar | 
every gentleman knows perfectly well it would not only destroy the | 


trust but it would utterly obliterate the sugar-refining industry, be- 


cause it would tax the raw material and leave no equivalent tax upon | 


the finished product 
strictly analogous t 


That is only analogous as a line of action; not 
» this case in other features. We reduce the tax 
here until we bring the price of the domestic article and the price of 
the foreign article within 1} centsof eachother. Thedifference at other 
times has been very great. It has been as great as 2 and 3 cents a 
pound, 

At one time the price in the United States was 15}, and abroad it 
was 13. At one time it was 9} here, while abroad it was only 6}. 
We find now it is 9} abroad and 105 here. If we take off half a cent, 
we bring it from 9} to 10, which isa difference of one cent and a half. 

Now, sir, I think it is more prudent (this being a substantial reduc- 
tion) to go only this far until we find exactly the abuses that may ex- 
ist, instead of going further than industrial prudence would dictate. 
Therefore I think the amendment ought to be rejected. We must not 
be precipitate or impulsive. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas. I wish simply to congratulate the gentleman from 


Arkansas on having announced that it is illogical and inadmissible to | 


place a tax on the raw material when you put the finished product on 
the free-list. 
and caustic soda was under discussion this bill was not in his charge, 
but in the charge of another member of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. 

I also congratulate the gentleman on having discoverei that where 
a trust exists it is not always a remedy to put the articles subject to 
that trust on the free-list. That is what many of us have said, because 
we judged the tariff has no logical connection with trusts. The trath 
seems, if I judge rightly and understand the gentleman rightly, to be 
already dawning on his mind, 
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in a letter addressed to Mr. Morrison, the former | their only competitors. 


chairman of the Committee on W ays and Means, discussed at some con- | 


The gentleman from Penn- | 


wholly immaterial whether or not the article were | 


I only regret that when the subject of crude glycerine 


JUNE 30, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman’s construction 
of my position is in the main entirely incorrect, but I do not think it 
is necessary to make any reply. 

| ‘The CHAIRMAN. Debate onthe pendingamendment is exhausted. 

If there be no objection, the formal amendment will be withdrawn, and 

the question recurs on the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I renew the motion to strike out the last word for 
the purpose of reading portions of a communication from a prominent 
manufacturer of Providence, R. I.: 

Bichromate of potash is manufactured for commerce from a mineral deposit 
which has until recently been found only in Maryland in quantity and condition 
to make it practicai to work economically. This Maryland deposit has been 
controlled by the Tysons for more than thirty yearsto my knowledge, how muc 
longer Ido not know. During that time they have been practically the only 

| manufacturers in this country and have been protected by alargeduy. Und: 

| this protection the Tysons have become very rich. The business now is carried 
on by the Baltimore Chrome Works, owned by the Tyson family. It wouldseem 
that this concern was now in condition to bear a much reduced duty, from the 

| fact that a considerable portion of their product has been exported and placed 

| on the foreign markets in direct competition with the Scotch manufacturers, 

Of course in selling their goods abroad they lose the 
benefit of the duty, which gives them additional margin of profits here, amount- 
ing to nearly 70 per cent. on the cost value of the manufactured product. There 
has been within the past five yearsanother small manufacturer called the Kallion 
Company of Philadelphia, but the production of this company is so small as to 
be hardly worth considering, and is not much of a competitor of the Baltimore 

; Chrome Works. 

| A very large proportion of the consumption of bichromate of potash is of the 

cotch manufacture, and even when the duty was 4 cents per pound the Scotch 
manufacturers were such strong competitors of the American that prices were 
forced down to 8} cents per pound two or three years ago, and to bring the 
scotch manufacturers to terms the Baltimore Chrome Works shipped large 

| quantities abroad, and by becoming competitors abroad brought about some 
kind of an understanding or agreement, whereby it is generally understood that 
the Scotch manufacturers only send a certain quantity into this market and the 
Baltimore people either send none or a limited quautity to the foreign markets. 

| Asa result of this arrangement prices atonce advanced about 1} cents per pound, 
and now the uniform price of both the Seotch and American products is 10 
cents per pound, with no discount on quantity up to twenty-five casks, and a dis- 
count of 1 per cent. on larger quantities. Among the New England dealers or 
middlemen there is an agreement making price to consumers for one or two 

| casks 10} cents, three or four casks 10} cents, and five casks 10} cents. 
see the manufacturers give the dealers no margin whatever on five-cask lots, and 
we get a profit of only one-fourth of a cent per pound on single casks, The 
Scotch bichrome is shipped to only one agent in New York. There probably 
no other one article which enters so largely into the cost of textile and other mar 
ufactures as bichromateof potash. It is used very largely by all calico printer 
in all dye-houses, both cotton and wool, and also very largely in the manu 

| ure of dry colors and pigments for paper manufacturers, and also for col 

and ground in oil for paints, such as chrome green, chrome < 

I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that this article is us 
| in making the poor man’s cloth; it is used for the poor man’s paper 
| with which he’ covers the walls of the rooms which make him a home. 

It would certainly seem that consistency in tariff reform would call 
for a reduction in the duty on bichromate of potash and bichromate of 
soda, both made from the same ore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The question is on the motion to strike out ‘‘two 
and a half’’ and insert ‘‘one cent’’ per pound. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 43, noes 40, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. DINGLE 
and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided: and the tellers reported—ayes 
noes 68, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Acetate of lead, brown, 2 cents per pound, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ four.’’ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, if the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means will agree, I think we had better take the 
whole of the lead products at once and have the discussion on all ot 

| them together, beginning with line 21 down to and including line 28. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course there has to bea 
proportion between these several items, and whatever action is taken 
| at the initial step will probably guide and determine the action upon 
each subsequent item. 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. If the committee will consent to deal with these 
lines in that way I will offer amendments to the several items. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the Clerk read down to 
| and including line 28, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Acetate of lead, brown, 2 cents per pound. 

Acetate of lead, white, 3 cents per pound. 

White lead, when dry or in pulp, or when ground or mixed in oi!, 2 cents pei 
} pound, 

Orange, mineral, and red lead. 1} cents per pound, 

Litharge, 1} cents per pound. 

Nitrate of lead, 2 cents per pound, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out in line 21 the word ‘‘two ”’ 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 22, to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert 
‘* five;’’ in line 24, to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ inline 25, to 
| strike out ‘‘one anda half’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 27, to strike 
| out ‘‘one and a half’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 28, to strike out 

‘‘two”’ and insert ‘‘ three.’’ 

Now, I yield the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

| BAYNE] and will also ask time for myself on these amendments 


So you 


yellow 
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a Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I confess toa want ty w 
this subject, but I desire to express the wish of my nts who 
are engaged in this business, and to say a word in behalf ’ l 
ment suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
In the city of Allegheny, which is a part of my Congressional dist 
and in the city of Pittsb n, which is represented by my colleag 


{Mr. DALZ Et. t re are several establishments engage iin this bus 


ness, and they protest that the reduction of duty proposed by the 









i 

Mills bill would serio d cripple their business rt 
business is a very large one out the country; it is one wherein 
good wages are paid; it is one that subjects the employé¢s to ‘ 
able hazard by reason of the chemical properties of the ut ] 
which they deal; it is one representing a vast amount of capit 
in view of these facts, it is but fair and just that tho » al 
in it, and those who are willing to purs it, should have a} 
equal to what they fairly require in order that they m 
continue their business. [ therefore express the | { he am 
ment proposed by the gentleman from N Yor! [ 
may be adopted and become a part of this bill 

It has been pointed out to me that there al incor sten sin the 


duties on the different articles upon this list, some of them bein 
higher rate of duty than they should be if the lower rates proposed f 
[ find that to be in keeping with the gen 
eral tenor and course of the Mills bill, and although, according to Gov 
ernor Hill, of New York, the bill is intended to correct the ab 
and incongruities in the existing law, I venture to say that we hav 
never had a tariff law from the foundation of the Government up tot 
time which contained so many absu 
be found in this bill. 

If this bill should ever become a law and the executive d 
ment of the Government should seek to enforce it, these i: 
ities and absurdities will come out so conspicuously that the fran ( 
the bill will be heartily ashamed of it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to suggest to the gentleman fro 


ee 
other articles shall obtain. 
} 
I 








Pennsylvania that, as a further result of the reduction here proposed 
the silver mines of the Pacific coast will virtually be compelled to clos 


for the simple reason that a large portion of the silver product has with 
it a very considerable percentage of lead, which pays largely for the 
refining. 

Mr. BAYNE. I suggest that the gentleman from Missouri [M1 
BL AND] ought to be here and to vote for an increase of these duties: f 
if we close up the silver mines his occupation will be gone. 

Mr. BLAND. I suppose that the closing of those mines would not 


if 





grieve the gentleman from Pennsylvania very much; for he I 


voted 





uinst silver in every shape and form on all occasions and at all 
times, and no doubt he will continue to do so, notwit! 
platform of his party. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is begging the question. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated by my colleague 





tanding the 


[Mr. BAYNE], the paragraph under consideration has relation to certain 
industries which prevail in my district Therefore, without intending 
to occupy much time, I beg to call attention to some facts in connection 
with the tariff as it now exists with respect to these articles and the 
tariff as proposed in the present bil] ; 

All the subjects covered by lines 21 to 28, inclusive, are chemical 
products from lead; and they bear, therefore, a certain relation to each 
other. This relation is recognized in the existing ratesof duties; and 
I therefore beg to call attention to the nature of the changes proposed 
in the Mills bill. 

Pig-lead, which is the foundation of these products, bears at present 
a duty of 2 cents per pound, whereas by the present bill, in lines 291-2, 
the duty is reduced to 1} cents per pound. White lead, under exist 


ing law, bears a duty of 5 cents; under the Mills bill the proposed 
duty is 2 cents. The existing duty upon litharge is 3 cents a pound 
the proposed duty under the Mills bill 14 cents a pound. Red lead 
now pays a duty of 3 cents a pound; the Mills bill proposes it shall 


pay only 15 centsa pound. Orange mineral, under the present law, 


bears a duty of 3 cents a pound; the Mills bill proposes a reduc 


tion to 1} cents. White sugar of lead pays 6 cents a pound di 


under the present law; the duty proposed in the Mills bill is 3 cents a | 


I 


pound. Brown sugar of lead pays a duty of 4 cents a pound und 
the present law; the Mills bill proposes to make the duty 2 cents a 
pound. On nitrate of lead the present duty is 3 cents a pound 
the Mills bill it is to be 2 cenis a pound. 

The first observation I have to make with respect to this bill is that 


it strikes down the natural relation existing between these vario 





products and the substance from which they are produced. Upon this | 


subject I have the testimony of a number of lead manufacturers in m5 
district. Without stopping to detain the committee I shall read an ¢ 
tract from one of these letters as a sample of the whole: 

President Davis, of the ‘‘ Davis-Chambers Lead Company,”’ of Pitt 
burgh, a very large manufacturing establishment, says: 

One-quarter of acent per pound on red lead, litharge, and orange mineral ove 


the duty on pig-lead is not adequate protection to enable American manufactur- 
ers to compete with Europe unless at a very great reduction in wages as com- 
pared with those now paid, and which it is hardly to be expected the men would 


subm‘t to, 


rdities and incongruities as are to 


Ss always | 
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now before w 
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ard to this mi 


Mr. J 
Mr. F 


HAR. Let me call attention to 


ved on orange mineral last y« 
sived only 


» rece 
SYNUM ‘The gentleman will notice on white 
amounts to 26 per cent. ad valorem, and the 14 cents on the orange 
mineral is equal to 38 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. I understand that, 
rrect, but 
Mr. BYNUM. And 


AiG) t t. Theduty 


n white 


another fa 


ir was $148,000, while « 
S99 KY 


that 


if your figures are 


o the highest rate is really the lowest 
n by nearly 50 per cent. 

"ARQUHAKR. Yes; but you have the difference of 27 per cent. 
lead taken from the 35 per cent., and where do you find your 

I leman’s arithmetic, I think, will not stand 


nt? Th rent 


specilic 
} 


on white 
one-half cc 
the test. 

Mr. BYNUM. But I am speaking of the reduction of these specific 

to the ad valorem rates. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Very well. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from New York that the question of the relation between the 
parts of a list like this is of course wholly independent of any opinion 
minds of gentlemen as to the rate that ought to 
ublished. If we in any manner agree upon what is a sufficient 
dustry or what ought to be the rate, then the 
same law of relation as between these various parts will obtain, whether 
the tax on the » high or low, because it becomes merely a busi- 
ness question of relation of one to the other, and not a question of tax- 
ation in a political sense. The first thing, then, to settle is the main 
uestion, and then the re lations hip of the parts follow as a mere mat- 
re r of*business detail. 

Now, I think it probable if the gentleman from New York and my- 
self could sit down to gether with some person thoroughly familiar with 
the whole paint business, after having agreed that a certain base rate 
is to obtain, whether it be a high or a low rate, we would not have a 
particle of difficulty in establishing the relationship of these different 
srstood original basis. The gentleman knows as 
well as I that there are a good many intricate questions in connection 
with this part of the list. 

I have received since these rates were agreed upon some very intel- 
ligent suggestions from gentlemen in the paint business. I have looked 
over them, and they are well worthy of serious consideration. They 
appear but they are in conflict with the views of other ex- 
pert 

I am not no 
cl nange 
the 
p Lye 


without a ve 


rat 


that may xi tin the 


be e 


tax for the base of the i 


base b 


branches on that unde 


reasonable 


v prepared, however, to pass judgment upon them or to 
views, having come to this relationship between 

consideration and conference and consultation of the 
erts. I would not be disposed to alter the re lationship 
\ igh investigation outside of the House, more thor- 
ough, in fact, than we can neal give to the question in the House. 

1 do not suppose that there is a gentleman here who is fully prepared 
to say, or Ww hu is entirely competent to advise any one of us about all 
of the features of the case here presented. It is a very technical mat- 
ter, and is so understood; and the information upon the subject is 
sarily technical in character, so technical indeed that if I had it 
now in ‘Ge hearing of the House I doubt if there are more than a 
very few gentlemen present who would be able to comprehend it. But 
I repeat L am not certain that some changes ought not to be made; 
if so [ am iin just what they ought to be, and we could not be 
cer any necessary, until we make a more careful in- 
quiry than we are able to make here. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then your argument leads to the conclusion that 
when you are not certain you take refuge behind the Democratic vote 
and jeave the duty as it is in the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
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nec 
read 


but 
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| are largely overborne and ad valorem duties restored, the 
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talk! 
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rate 
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is no ground of politi 
tion of business as ! 

as I havesaid, Mr. Chair 

en relationship ex 

tion; and while the g 
vince me, for lam sure 
ntil l had an opportun 
give here I see n 
ent he convinced me 
», still I would want to 
while if necessary and return to it again; 
but up to this time he has not convinced me, and I believe from the 
information we have that the present rate is about what it ought to 
be. Possibly the Senate may advise some modified adji ent; and 
there are always uils for final and « watal consideration. They 

vetting down to very few in numb 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say, Mr. Chairm 
nning of the debate in this House, tl 
been framed, the character of the framers, 

now by the nan from Arkans: 
in the opin on that no tariff bill ough 
33 there are business men and busine 
that no set of politicians—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan 
very careful business advice, and I do nn 
every unconsidered presentation of the case. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Nosetof politicians, I 
can make a bill that will suit the American people. If I were to advise 
in such a matter I would take a ttee of fifteen. On that com 
mittee I would put, possibly, two lawyers, then a first-class newspap 
man, and twelve business men. As far as ; am concerned, as an Ameri- 
can citizen and a business man, I would be willing, even as a Repub- 
lican, to put twelve Den nocrats, if they were aren business men, on that 
committee, and I would have and fair play. As I say here to- 
day, it is a practical business fact that there is an incongruity in t 
bill no man can properly explain. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the first general words I have uttered in 
this debate. I speak merely in the interest of the manufacturers ¢ 
my district and cognate industries all over the land. When we hay 
good authority we ought not to take the position of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and wait for further light from that 
great clearing house, the Senate; but as a matter of business, when w: 
know we are wrong we ought to settle it here, even if it does touch the 
committee’s pride a little bit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would say in reply to the 
gentleman from New York that I do not think he exactly apprehends 
what I stated. There can be nosuch matter of pride here, and Iam not 
prepared to admit that this adjustment is wrong even in any detail. 
I know no stronger representations were ever made to us than those ot 
men engaged in this business that the present law isexceedingly unju 
and unequal. Ido not suppose you would ever get a schedule so a 
ranged but that certain business men engaged, as they are, in the ¢ 
ferent competitive parts of the business, would say it was unequal anil 
unjust. 

After ample consideration this was the best arrangement at which 
we could arrive. Ido not pretend to say no fault is found with it b: 
business men; but I am not prepared to say that the fault which they 
find is a just fault, because other business men say itis unjust. I b 
lieve, whatever may be its faults, it is far more perfect than the pres 
ent law. Some people will always call your work faulty. At al! 
stages gentlemen, a able gentlemen, engaged in competitive featu: 
of a business like this will come to you with very plausible arguments 
to show that what is to their advantage is just and ought to be done. 
I say that such gentlemen have presented papers recently. I have re- 
ceived several. They have not convinced me. I think whatever there 
is in their pleas that they do not affect the question of the amount o! 
the general reduction, but only a few details that likely other busine 
men would equally complain of. Iam not prepared to say that ai 
suggestion they have made ought to be accepted. But I am prepar 
of course, always to say that if they can prove it of course it ought t 
be accepted, after it has been carefully considered. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. Secretary Manning and Secretary Fairchild have bot! 
recommended that specific instead of ad valorem duties should ! 
Now in this bill specific duties 
very thing 
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of which they complain. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does my friend mean to say 
that in the list of subjects under consideration, which we are consid- 
ering now as a unit, there is a single ad v valorem duty ? 
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h so 
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country. I know no reason which can be assigned 
people engaged in manufactures shall be raised up toa 
d class. I know no reason why they should be exalted above 

f honest labor found in this country, 


the se 


lege 


why 


which is to be 

We are told about seventeen millions of 
various inaustries of this country. Seven millions of these are in agri- 
i they are the consumers of these manufactured 

1d I hope the gentleman, whose candor excels that of his party, 
when he tells us he represents the manufacturers and them only here, 
W ind and broaden the scope of his political horizon so as to have 
little consideration for those persons who consume your manu- 
factured g , but who do not manufacture. 

Mr. FARQUHA 
gentleman from Arkansas, and I wish to say to him in all candor that 
1 recognize the producers first in this country, and I have nothing fo1 
the nonproducers. I take care first of all of the man who makes and 
earns and 
isters | Laughter. ] 
fessors of colleges, who talk free trade, let them take care of them- 
and when these colleges do not want them Jet them go to work 
omething by the sweat of their brow. [Laughter and ap- 


people are engaged in the 


culture, and of course 
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plause. | 
Mr. ROGERS. WI 
Mr. FARQUHAR. 
a farm myself. 
Mr. ROGERS 
ophy. 
Mr. 
The 


1at do you say about agriculturists ? 
They are the best in the world. I was born on 
Then you ought to take care of them in your philos- 


leman from Arkansas, 
jection, the formal amend- 


FARQUHAR. Ido as much as the gent 
CHAIRMAN. There being no ot 
ments will be considered as withdrawn. 
ir. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it 
be brought in here striking at the er 
States on so confessedly slight information. 
try ha 
under our protectiy 
committee in 
tries, are unab! 
schedule 

In 1860 there 
under 
1,349. 
in the United States in 1860 were only 3,936, but by the census of 1880 
they gave employment to more than 29,500, 

The capital invested in the chemical industries in the United States 
in 1860 was a little over $7,000,000. In 1880.there was invested cap- 
ital in chemical industries in this country of more than $85,000,000. 
We paid in wages in 1850 a trifle over a million of dollars, but in 1880 
the chemical industries of the United States paid nearly $12,000,000 
to American labor engaged in them. 

The material used in the chemical industries of the United States in 
1850 was a trifle over eight millions, and in 1880 we used seventy- 
seven millions of material in our chemical industries. We produced 
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in 1850 a trifle over fourteen millions of chemical products, and in 1880 
we produced more than one hundred and seventy millions of products 
istry embraced in this schedule the majority of this 
pose to strike down, and the gentleman from Arkansas 
id that they do this be a tax on the 
2 articles, I chal them to name one single artic] 
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is on agrecing to the amendment 


{ The c to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. ADAMS. I make that motion. 

I only desire to say that the proposition of the gentleman from Mich 
igan is not only true in regard to States which have heretofore been 
regarded as the manufacturing States of this country, but that this 
particular form of manufacture has gone so far to the westward that 
in the very State I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor 
it has become not only one of the important industries, but that the 
city of Chicago is one of the important centers of the chemical indus- 
try of the United States. In that city alone there were employed dur- 
ing the last year about one thousand workingmen in this class of man- 
ufactures alone, and the capital invested amounted to between eight 
and nine millions of dollars. So that this is not a question of an ex- 


clusive class in some of the older Eastern States of the country; and it 


is not a question of raising a certain class of laboring men into what 


the gentleman from Arkansas calls a reserve, exclusive, or preferred 
but the effect of a radical change in the duty on this chemical 
in this country will be felt not only in the Eastern States, but also in 
the Northwest, where 1 am somewhat familiar with the condition of 
things. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to renew the pro forma amendment for 
the purpose of performing a duty that I feel called upon to perform, that 
is in having read a letter addressed to me, signed by two or three of 
the most responsible gentlemen in New York, in connection with this 


class; 


| bill, showing that it will destroy and ruin the indus stry in which they 
| are engaged. 


The communication is as follows: 


New York, Fel 1888 


ruary 3, 
We are manufacturers of white acetate or sugar of lead, and the only manu- 
d States. The apparatus for making this article is costly 
and unfitted for other purposes. Thedemand is very fluctuating, notwithstand- 
ing which an expensive plant must be kept in order for any sudden demand. 
The article is used in the manufacture of colors and as a mordant, It costs the 
manufacturer between 10} and 10} cents per pound tomake. The selling price 


| is 12} cents per pound, net. 


With cheap raw material and cheap labor it is made in Germany for 5} cents 
per pound, while the price of the materials alone tothe American manufacturer 
is 8} cents per pound, not counting labor. 

The materials used in thé manufacture of white acetate of lead are as follows: 
Pig lead and acetic acid and the present duties on the same are: 

Pig-lead, 2 cents per pound., equivalent to over 75 per cent. 
European price of pig-lead for the past three years. 
pound, which is prohibitory on its importation. 

The foreign manufacturers substitute alcohol for acetic acid, which, 
cost to them, is an important saving over the use of acetic acid. 

The balance of the enhanced cost to the American manufacturer is the differ- 
ence in the cost of labor. We pay from $7.50 to $9.50 per week for laboring men, 
and have men in our employ at $9.50 per week who have worked for years in 
$2.40 per 


on the average 
Acetic acid, 2 cents per 


at the 


week, 

The present rate of duty (6 cents per pound) should be retained, and any re- 
duction to less than 6 cents per pound will put a stop to this industry. The in- 
dustries mainly affected by the stoppage of this manufacture will be the prod- 
ucers of pig-lead, coal, sulphuric and muriatic acids, and of acetate of lime. 

The amount of capital endangered by this contemplated reduction of duty 


| certainly exceeds one-quarter of a million dollars, and a reduction of the present 


duty of acetate of lead will allow the foreign manufacturers to absorb the trade 
here, and in consequence will make an increase of revenue instead of a decrease 
to the United States Government. 
F. BREDT & COMPANY, 
194 Fulton Street 

LEAD CoMPANY, 
174 Front Street, Brooklyn. 
Company, Limited, 

276 Peari Street. 
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Speaking of the industry soda-ash, I desire to state how imposing The CHAIRMA> t t 
a duty upon it does benefit the consumer by reducing the price one-halt ler. 
after the imposition of the duty, but that one industry in Syracuse 1 Mr. BAYNI I 
employing a capital of $1,500,000. It has paid in wages : ynuall t 
$800,000. It has paid in freights $140,000 a year to the railroads a t 
$12,000 a year to the canal companies. It consumes annually 70,000 t t t 
tons of coal, 100,000 tons « tone, 10,000 tons of coke, 100,000 tons | fo 
of salt, and employs 1,500 people. This is one industry built up | ited, beca I 
tl mposition of t of $5 a ton, by which duty soda-ash m d tl , 
facture has been estal lint country at the } tna i ¢ i 
only one existing thi of the Atlant d while it ] g t 
ployment to Jabor at ributed t a int of and pr 
for the use ofour materials—coal, coke, salt—to these num ’ | 
it has at the same time reduced the p of the product to 4 1 co “ { g I 
can consumer one-half in three years. t propo ‘ 

. } tof™M | é IX , 
‘ « 42 
i . DAMS M 4 
» CHAIRMAN. | 
\ ADAMS [ de 
= . i [AIRMAN i { 
per p 
the tot orce 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I M YAMS 
to the Clerk’s desk. t intended to be ant 

The Clerk read as follows: -— h ' ‘ ( 

After line 37 insert the following \ I t tw ( 

‘Alumina—alum, patent alun alum b Iphate of a = 
aluminous cake and alum in crystals or ground, six-tenths « 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Cha I 1 ‘ ( L |} 
point of order against that amendment. That secti L 
passed. t t th sot 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like yw Y point of order can | d f 
raised upon putting those articles on the dutiable-list eit ‘ of this H nol 2 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As far as I could eatch the { il parliament law can t é man find an 
amendment, the articles have been put on the free-list by action of tl evel prohibits t H e from or doing sometl a 
committee. There may be some additional names that I did not catch ( part of a bill w the 1 of the Chair ¢ 1 the 


but the amendment seems to be in regard to articles already on th: on of the gentleman is consistent th r that ea 
free-list. ts 17 1) 
Mr. BAYNE. That makes no difference. The CHAIRMAN i ( ris ready to rule ¢ The 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment again tee has alrea pted a pro ) putt t rt named 
that it may be fully understood. in the amendment of the gentleman f enns} L the fre 
The Clerk again reported the amendment l 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ef Kentucky. The point I make is that Mr. REED. hat is something for the committee 
this is precisely a copy of )ines 69, 70, and 71 on page 4 of the fre t Mr. DOCKERY. That action has l I 
and this committee has already decided upon the free-list. We hav be conceded that a motion to reco can 1 tained 





passed from that point. en the House is in Committee of the Whol Lhe ect of 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania di mendment, there is to reconsider the tion here e t n by 
to speak to the point of order ? hich these articles were placed on the free-list 
Mr. BAYNE. Undoubtedly. That is not the proposition on pag Mr. REED. ‘The Chair is assuming that fact. 
4. Thegentleman will find the proposition quite distinct. The prop The CHAIRMAN But it is a fact, and the ¢ r will therefore be 
sition on page 4, line 69, places alumina, alum, ete., on the free-list pelled to hold that the point of order is well taken it if the gen 
My proposition places them on the dutiable list with a duty attac nd , he can tI inion of the ; 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman say th Mr. REED. O shall not take a \ ! going 
proposition places them on the free-list with a duty attached ? from Philip sobe [I 
Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; on the dutiable list with a duty attached Che Clerk read as follow 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman on 
the point of order. \{ BAYNI I movetostrik t = 7 ] hth 











Mr. BAYNE. The proposition on page4 places alumina, alum, eté and to 
upon the free-list. The proposition which I have sent to the Clerk fr. Chait hen t te fortu 
desk to be read places alumina, alum, etc., on the dutiable-list with a | nately had left for ¢ 1] i from the 
duty attached. They are not the same propositions. ‘Tiey are very e-lis 11 i ‘ srious 
different propositions. The proposition on page 4 admits these su ‘h ated here in t e the ] 3 of the 
stances freeof duty. The proposition which I send to the Clerk’s desk i 1 t] our ya ve it intry. 


places a duty upon these substances. There isall the difference in the | Ther it twenty-fi 1 est ngaged in the 
world. Now, if the gentleman could stand upon the technology of his | ; ion of alum lt sod f ( ( ime a vast 


own bill there might be something in the point of order; but it h int of material which is th { I ( ime salt 


been admitted already that something will have to be done to rectif totheextentof 500,000t phuric acid ( tons, lit nd lim 
the want of meaning in that bill which will preserve the duty upon | stone 700,000 tons, coal 800,000 tons, nitra 1% iclay 


things not enumerated in this bill. That is admitted. 0.000 tons. su 


phate of ammonia ) tons 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, no ind packages 2,610,000 barr 
Mr. BAYNE. The chairman of the committee proposed and had There is no industry in t | nga manufactured 


read —— rt n which labor is 1 liat ed than it isint 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen will confine themselves to the | industri The establis] ! ttere ) ctions of 


discussion of the point of order. the countr Che United » O7 per cent. of the world’s 
Mr. BAYNE. Iam confining myself tothat proposition. I say th production, and in the United St t present we ] e about 18 per 


That the Mills bill as it stands before the House to-day will put alum | cent. of the total consumy } Ve import, therefore, about asmuchas 
¥ Pa . , ' ' : . , , . 

on the free-list. we produce. In my district t e 1s on {f these establishments. It 
t- 








I propose to make alum pay a duty. The contention of the chair- | employs between three hundred and four hundred men. It has strug 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means is that there is some am- for a great many years to build up the industry, and it has finally 
biguity in the bill. succeeded, and there are other establishments in different States of the 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not a bit. Union which have undergone the samestruggleand haye also succeeded. 
Mr. BAYNE. He admitted it, as I understand. : The accomplishments brought about by American production have re- 
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Phe 
additional 
BYNUM here i neral leave t 
BAYNE. ive to print. 
any it th itlemen upon the o 
they bill t irouch as it iit 
notably one obtained on behalf of my good-looking friend before 1 
from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER], and some other changes that may be ] 
posed. We witnessed but a few minutes ago a proposition to kee 
chromate of potash up to 24 cents a pound. In that case, where a 
timore firm had an ’ the whole business, the duty was kept 
up stiff and hig 
Mr. BLAND 
in is now speak 
Mr. BAYN] oda and alum busin 
to thirty firms scattered all over this country. 
combination, no monopoly. 
in these branches of bu 
in the right localities. 
Mr. BLAND. I did not suppose the gentleman would concede ther 
could be a ** ypoly’’ under ; 
Mr YNE. If these industries were in Balt 
district of my friend from Chicago [ Mr. LA 
considerable influence with the committee—— 
Mr. LAWLER. We will make 
will vote for this bill. 
Mr. BAYNE, Orin many other localitic 
out, then these industries might not need any advocacy on our side. 
Mr. DINGLEY. What did the gentleman from Chicago [ Mr. LAw- 
LER] say was the concession which he made in order to obtain the re- 
moval of glue from the free-list? The gentleman from Chicago, I un- 
derstood, informed the gentleman from IP 
a certain concession which he made in order to have glue taken from 
the free-list, and stated that a similar concession made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania might be to his advantage. 
Mr. LAWLER going to say this: The committee did make 
1; that it is so supposed; I did not understand they did. 
to the gentleman 1 the floor whether, if 
ion to him, he will stop talking and let this bill 


ill make a concession, if he will agree to do 


make ipre iO] i e oe 


is withs 


intend to put th 
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How many firmsare engage 
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s ther 
There 
But unfortunately the gentlemen engag 


iness throughout the country are not situated 


are twenty) 


is no ‘* trust,’ 


mon 1 the tarili 


imore, Md., or in th 
WLER], who seen 


I, is to hav 


the same co 


3 which might be point 


I was 
& concessio! it 
I was 
we make one e« 
come to a V 
that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
was to vote for the bi 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] is very 
kind. But this billaffects many industries in Pennsylvania. A gré 
variety of industries are represented in Pennsylvania than in any other 
section of the country. But I am glad to hear my friend from Chicago 
say that a concession was made to him. 

Mr. LAWLER. I do not say that. It is 
claim that it wa 


Mr. BAYNE. For most 


gol ur to ovest ow on 


ot 
sion to be made 


rentleman said that the conces 


} 
ll 
i. 


ater 


so understood. I do not 


is a quid quo. No 
doubt the concession here involved a quid pio quo, beca when this 
bil! was first discussed the gentleman was placed among the twenty-five 
or twenty-six protectionists on the Democratic side who would vote 
against the b Now, those twenty-five or twenty-six protectionists, 
as I understand, have dwindled down to two or three at the very out- 
side. Glue brought over one—— 

Mr. LAWLER. I will answer the gentleman, if he will allow me, 
by stating 

Mr. BAYNE. I have no doubt bichromate of potash brought over 
another. I say that my constituents are exceedingly un- 
fortunate in the fact that some of these establishments are not located in 


concessions there pro 


use 


mo 10 goes, 


districts represented by gentlemen on the other side who have influence | 


with the Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. Chairman, the glue in- 
dustry is a good one, a big one, one which I would like to protect. It 
deserves protection, and shall cordially receive it, so far as I am con- 


ennsylvaniaa moment ago of 
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sut the alum indu 
of labor anda large 
the actual product being 
tarill bill. Why Su0 

thei 1dustries |} 


i thelr 1D 


ndmentsas have be 


iat it 


» question recurred on Mr, 
ded 


an 


Wiis 


Mr. Chairman, I undertook yesterday to make an amendment 
iddition to the free-list. My friend on the other side of the 
while admitting he knew nothing about the subject, advised 
i ndment 1 for that reason the 

lment of a different 


Now | propose an ame! 
it at present on the article 


WOW, 
by Ww Ly Ol 
House, 
his colleagues to vote against that am 
amendment was rejected. 

haracter. It is to put back the duty as 
of bicarbonate of soda and saleratus. 

I wish to say to my Democratic friends on the other side of the 
House that I am advised by g Democratic authority the proposed 
reduction of duty would destroy the manufacture of soda in America. 
If that be true, it would be a great outrage to enact this reduction of 
duty on saleratus and bicarbonate of soda. 

As to the history of this industry, I am told 
ago English soda was the only kind used in America; 
dit 100 tons and the price ranged f 
pound. Even as late as 1872 the price of Engli 
as 7 cents per pound in the American market. 


ood 


that about forty years 
its annual sales 
m 9 to 12 cents per 
soda ruled as high 
To-day American 


1 not exceed 


| manufacturers make and sell in the United States about 50,000 tons an- 


| cle than the English ever made. 
| plished by years of labor and invention and t 


nually, the demand for which has been created by their own time, 
labor, and expense. The price has been reduced from 7 cents to 34 
per pound solely by home competition. The quality has been 
improved, so that now the American manufacturer makes a better arti- 
[his result has only been accom- 
] nditure of large 


cents 


le expe 
amounts of money. 

In 1842 American ingenuity discovered the present process of mak- 
ing bicarbonate of soda. At first the machinery was crude, and for 
many years American manufacturers struggled to overcome the defects 
which were everywhere manifest in the process and the results. 

Upwards of from four millions to five millions of dollars are invested 


| in the manufacture of soda and saleratus in the United States, almost 


| you some facts and figures which fell upo: 


| materials used therein, and the amount expended in labor. 


entirely represented by the value of the plants. 

My distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has given 
1 dull ears upon the other 
side of the House as to the production of soda ash, the value of the 
He showed 
that to destroy it would be an irreparable injury to an important in- 


| dustry. 





Now, the bill does not change the duty on the raw material, but if 
the duty on the manufactured article is reduced it would be a serious 
blow to the labor employed in the manufacture of bicarbonate of soda 
and saleratus. I learn that two soda manufacturers of Brooklyn give 


| employment, directly or indirectly, to about one thousand hands; the 


entire number dependent upon them is several times larger. One of 
the two Brooklyn firms pays more money annually to its employés than 
is derived by the Government in the same time from the tariff on the 
articles in question. 

I have alluded to the manufacture of soda-ash, a material from which 
bicarbonate of soda is made. A reduction of the tariff on the manu- 
factured article would kill a new-born industry. 

I wish to call attention to another fact. I wish to impress on the 
minds of my friends on the other side that this information comes from 
high Democratic authority, from men who have stood high in the Dem- 
ocratic councils, and who.are to-day among the largest producers of 
these articles. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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$7.96 0n a ton by 1 on of the i g of this domesti , 
facture. 

We con ted Stat ] ) 090 tons annually, so 
will be observe sti n u e sa itot 
pe pl oi 1 ‘ $35 | vi po ( I wy ab 
1,100 tons [if t rate of dut co ied we can evident 
supply the ] it the reduced price t duty is redu 
as prom l t ill t I t iy that it will pro 

, stimuia mp 1sot twes at least one-half of t 
demand. If that ll ji the revenue $310,000. J 
Solvay Pro Com i S u e, N. Y., as I have said, have « 
tered upon the ma icture of this product in connection with t] 
establishme ta ivy cut] for ma ‘ ,as I ha li 
stated, the result of that is to reduce the p What motive co 
have actuated the majority of the com tee of this House to str 
down an istry that has by its op 1 red la lu¢ 
the price of a n ict to th : of this countr 
must confess myse! le to co 

I call attention to these f 3s, lurn 1 me |} the Solvay Pr 
Company, and a statement su itted b m to the effect that it 
cripple them, if not absolutely 17 1d y no ( ed 
within the last few years. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York Mr. Chairman, I ) 
draw the amendment I have offered for purpos 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DocKERY he ( r desires to 





him If for th purpose of correcting 
cision made on the point ol ler by tl 


moments since. 


After consultation with the permanen 
who is of opinion that the ruling i 
tertain the proposit of th tle 





: BAYNE], which the Clerk will r 
Mr. BAYNE. 
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the sulpl of ammonia conta 
wi asted 


eatching 


is now 
Because— We are now 
forms of soda existing in the 
Nevada and Utah 
Because—We are 
Vermont, for sul; 
Sulphuric acid 
Because —We do not want to resume the humiliating position of o! 
consumption of alum and alkali from foreign sources, 
Because—Labor is a most important item in the cost of all forms of soda and 
alum la sses of material have to be handled and dealt with. The 
average labor paid here amounts to 39 per cent. of value of product, against an 
average of 15.6 percent. in similar establishmentsin Europe. The abor e labor 
includes only that paid at factories 


The gent industries, whic 
to a very large sum, are omitted 


Because Phe grinding down of w 
objectionable feature and can not comme 
United States. Weaim not only to pay suffi 
providing food and clothing, but also to allow of the education and bringing 
up of the children of the operatives in a proper manner, thus making them 
better and more enlightened citizens of the Republic 

ie rhe amount of duties on soda andalum since their original imposi 
tion is « bly less th vas paid at first, owing to the fact of the for 
manufacturers being quick ve that by concentration of those arti 

- duties =. be considerably reduced. 
ause—The glass, soap, and paper manufacturers, who are the largest con- 
summers, are unit ed on the propriety of the present duties, as lower rates would 

nd to prevent ar increase in their manufacture in this country, and the say- 
ing in cost of production of glass, soap, and paper by the reduction in duty 
would come fraction as to be quite inappreciable, and would hardly 
find its way et of the consumer. 

Because sulphate of soda manufacture would cease entirely, 

irticles are placed on the free-listy The revenue from the other forms 
of soda would be greatly increased in conse que nee of reducing the duty one- 
half, as England is forwarding half our supply under the present duty. 
ecause—Ten millions of dollars are invested inthe exlum and soda works and 
haif as much additional in contingent and allied industries, Fifty thousand 
people are dependent upon them for support. The manufacturer, the laborer, 
the consumer, the mine-owner, and the carrier would see their money drained 
of the country, and their requisites would be vastly diminished. 

suse ~The alum clay deposits of Indiana, Alabama, South Carolina, and 

and this would cease with alum on the free- 


ned in the escaping gases, all of which 


and other 
Wyoming, 


working om vi vast deposits of native sulphate 
Western States and Territories, notably 


working the 


yur ore 


pyrites mines of Virginia, Massachusetts, and 
i place of Sicilian sulphur, formerly used in making 


talning our 


as m 


ntir 
contun h ai noun 


ges (as weshould be compelled to do) is an 
' 


if to enlightened citizens of the 
ient wages for mere existence in 


nd itse 


nus 
ynside 


ercei 


Bee 


to sosmalla 
into the pock 
The alum 


out 


inia are now being developed, 


ecause—The British manufacturers are deeply concerned over the threaten- 
ing evils to their alum, alkali, and soda industries by reason of the rapid de- 
velopment of those industries in this country. Mr. Weldon, in a paper read in 
London in 1883, gave the soda produc tion of the world at 710,000 tons, of which 
132,000 tons were made in England. The United States by long odds is the 
heaviest consumer. 

Because—In consequence of the permanent depression in market values ow- 
ing to sharp and ac tive competition, the profit on soda and alum in the old es- | 
tablished factories amounts to less than 6 per cent. upon invested capital. Sev- 
‘ 
1 





ral of the new companies, although in operation two or three years, have paid 

o dividends at all. 

Because—Heavy chemicals are brought to the United States as ballast, the 
freight costing only the expenses of handling. These vessels are sent over for 
grain and petroleum cargoes; hence sea freight affords no protection. 

Because there are many towns that were brought into existence and the people 
and neighboring farmers supported solely by the chemical industries established 
in their midst., In view of the evil results that must follow the placing of alum 
and sulphate of soda on the free-list and the reduction in duty on sodas, we most 
earnestly request that no change or alteration be made in the existing duties, as 
it will, in reduced wages and reduced employment, seriously and vitally affect 
the interests of the respective communities, and without any commensurate 
gain to any American interest 

Tur TARIFF COMMITTEE REPRESEN INTER a AFFECTED. 


HENRY BOWER, Secretary. 


TING THE 


PHILADELPHIA, April 17, 1888, 


The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 42: Hydrate or caustic soda, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
1 cent per pound’ 
duty. 

This is an infant industry. It was born in 1887. It is abouta year 
old. It was born at Syracuse, N. Y. Its birth cost $200,000; and I 
will ask the Clerk to read the account of its origin, which I hope will 
be listened to attentively by gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

Let me say first that in 1887, last year, the Solvay Process Company 
of Sy N. Y., attached to their plant machinery that cost them 
$200,000 for the manufacture of this substance, and they have just 
commenced its production. Until they began it there was never an 
ounce made in the United States; and as they say, this will prove de- 
structive to that industry and destroy the outlay of $200,000 invested. 
The very fact — they have added to their works machinery to make 
the product has already reduced the price of the material. I ask the 
Clerk now to ne the communication, and hope the majority will lis- 
ten to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Caustic soda is a hydrate of soda. 
woodpulp, 


‘one-half of 
the present rate of 


to strike out 
1 cent per pound,’ 


Mr. Chairman, 


sé 


I move, 


and insert 


racuse, 


It is used in manufacture of soap, paper, 
and all scouring operations in many other manufactures. 


Tons. 
Imports, 1887 46, 000 
$65. 33 
58. 80 
57. 00 


vi. 


Price January, 
Price January, 
Price-Aprii, 


1887, 2} cents 


Ber DIE concovenvesscecsia eneceweusesse 
1888, 2) cents 


1888, 


Total fall sin 


This is probably the effect of the new ente rprise ef the Solvay Process Com- 
pany, which was begun in March, 1887, and has only within a few days turned 
out the first caustic soda ever produc ed in the United States. 

The Solvay Process Company has expended on caustic soda works more than 


$200,00q 


e January, 1887 


| pound for 60 per cent., 


| to their present incomplete condition, still the mere prospect of this new 


| Company, after which there will be 


| shall then import at least 41,600 tons, and probably more. 
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JUNE 30, 


Argument of the Solvay Process Company, Syraci a 


tion of the present duty on caustic soda. 


ise, 


against the reduc- 


Per ton. 
40 
16. 80 
eccccnceccceccee coece ee ‘ 5.60 

Up to the present time the entire consumption of ca austic soda in the United 
States (with the exception of a very insignificant quantity) has been supplied by 
importations, and almost exclusively from England. For the past four years 


200 


Present duty 1 cent per pound 
Proposed duty, } cent per pound, 


Proposed reduction 


| these imports have been as follows: 


,a duty of $22.40 per ton 

a duty of $22.40 per tor 
s,a duty of 240 per ton 
000 tons, a duty of $22.40 per ton i sahorunasvensees 

The official figures for 1887 are not yet obtainal but it may be safely assumed 
that the imports will certainly reach the figures cea » give n of 40,000 tons. 

The selling price of 70 per cent. caustic in January, 1887, was about 2} cents per 
which corresponds to $65.33 per ton of 70 per cent. caustic. 

During the year 1887 the Solv ay Process Company has e xpended, now $200,000, 
nearly $150,000 in building and equipping e xtensive caustic soda works, in which 
it is intended to produce from 6,000 to 10,000 tons per year, which quantity will 
be increased if found practicable. This enterprise will produce from 16 per 
cent, to 25 percent. of the consumption of the United Stat = 

Although not a single pound has yet been turned out by the se works, owing 


Re venue. 


1885, ¢ 
38,855 ton 
1887, 40, 


L886 


source 
of supply has caused the selling price to fall to 2} ce h cor- 
responds to $58.80 per ton of 70 per cent. 

1887, 


188 S. 


nts per pound, whi 


January, 
January, 


Selling price 2} cents.... 
Selling price 2} cents..& 


Difference 


From this it woul 1 appear thi it the saving effecte da to > the | consumers of caus- 
tic soda has been $6.53 per ton on 40,000 tons=$261,200, and that the new enter- 
prise of the Solvay Process Company has already benefited the country. 

If the duty on caustic soda is reduced, the immediate effect will be disastrous 
to this new enterprise In passing it may be noticed that no such undertaking 
has ever before been attempted in the United States. 

The foreign makers will be able tointroduce their products cheaper than they 
are now doing, and will be able to destroy competition by the Solvay Process 
no inducement for them to lower their 
prices, and it would be entirely within the range of possibilities that the price 
should rise again to the same point as in January, 1887, where this home com- 
petition first began to threaten the foreign market. 

If the duty is maintained as at present, the Solvay Process Company will 
prpbably produce 6,000 tons during 1888. This will be sold at home and must 
necessarily decrease imports by just that amount, less the natural increase in 
the consumption of the country, Calling thisincrease 4 per cent. on 40,000 tons, 
1,600 tons, then the result of the operation of the Solvay Process Company will 
be a decrease in the imports of 6,000. Six thousand tons at duty of $22.40 per 
ton, $134,400—which sum will go toward decreasing the revenue and the sur- 
plus, 

If, however, the duty is reduced, as is proposed, the Solvay Process Company 
will produce no caustic soda, because it can not afford to do so, and the naturai 
increase in consumption must be entirely made up by increased imports. We 
Under the reduced 
duty the revenue from this source will be—- 
41,600 tons at $16.80 per tom..............0000 ‘ 
40,000 tons at $22.40 per ton. 


$698,880 
896,000 


a decrease in revenue of... 197,12 


This decrease is $62,720 more than the dec rease W whi hs w ould be effe cted by 
the operations of the Solvay Process Company, and at first sight it would seem 
more desirable to accomplish it in this way; but it must be remembered that 
the consumption of the country is increasing at the rate of from 3 per cent. to5 
per cent. per year, and it will only take a few years to more than effect this 
temporary reduction. Again,the Solvay Process C ompany intends, if possible, 
to increase its production as speedily as possible to 18,000 tons per year, which 
would cut off, say, 40 per cent. to 45 per cent. of the present imports, and would 
correspondingly reduce the revenue from thisarticle. Thisis no vague promise, 
but is made understandingly, and with the determined purpose of carrying it 
out if the conditions of duty will admit of doing so. This can only result in 


Ven 


Showing 


| good to the country at large and in a still further reduction of the revenue 


surplus. 

It may be further urged that the Solvay Process Company has putits capital 
into caustic soda works in good faith and on the supposition that the existing 
state of affairs would not be changed. If, however,a change is made, it will 
most disastrously affect this branch of its business,and may render its plant of 
no value whatever, 

If there ever was a case of an ‘‘infant industry” thisis one. It seems hardly 
just to change the conditions before the infant has fairly begun to breathe, or 
has produced the first pound of the article for which it was created. Against 


| this weakling are pitted the strong and well-established industries of like nat- 


ure in England and elsewhere industries which have flourished for years, 
and which have the notable advantage of having both managers and employés 
who have grown up withthem. Theskillandexperience of years is allin their 
favor. They ought to produce their goods cheaper than we can on this account 
alone, leaving out of consideration the question of relative wages, which, how- 
ever, is in itself a most important one, as labor in one form or another may 
safely be considered as forming at least 95 per cent. of the cost of caustic soda. 
In conclusion the Solvay Process Company, asks a continuance of the present 
rate of duty (1 cent per pound) on caustic soda, for the following reasons: + 
It will eventually materially reduce the surplus revenue. 
2. The cost of this article is already lessened to the consumer, and will proba- 
bly be further decreased. 
3. A healthy competition will be possible. 
country at large. 
4. This is a new and “ 
circumstances. 
All of which is respectfully submitted by, 
THE SoLvAy Process CoMPAny. 
F. R. HAZARD, Treasurer. 


This isalways an advantage to the 


infant industry,’’ born under the protection of existing 


New YORK, January 27, 1888. 


The total number of men (from 750 to 1,000) in the actual employ of The Solvay 
Process Company does not, by any means, represent the workmen who are em- 
ployed by those who furnish supplies necessary for the several manufactures 
earried on by it. Thus: 

Miners, coal, salt; quarrymen, coke workers, 


limestone ; coke; gas-house 


men, ammonia ; wood-workers, barrels, etc.; iron-workers, drums for caustic; 


cotton-workers, bags for soda; and many others who are required to furnish the 
innumerable small supplies, froma tack to a locomotive, which arein daily use. 
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During the reading of the art 
Mr. BURROWS I would like to hav 





but I will not detain the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Sufficient has been id to show that the industry 
was started last year, that it educed t price materially, that the 
company have invested $200,000, and that to reduce the duty will de 
stroy the industry. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE Has it reduced the price more than the re 
tion of the duty? 

Mr.“BURROWS. I have not calculated that. It has reduced the 
I very largely. The company is just entering upon the prod ( 


AN. The question is on the amendment of the 
h 
h 


The CHAIRMAN. 
igan [Mr. BuRRows], wh 


tleman from Mi 
report. 
The Clerk again reported the amendment. 


ich the Clerk will aga 


The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were ayes 35. 

Mr. BURROWS (while the noes were being counted I do not ear 


for any further count, 
The CHAIRMAN, 
Mr. BAYNE. 
line 43. 
The Clerk read as follows 
After line 43 insert 
‘*Copper, sulphate of, or blue 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, there is a small importati 
material, but a very considerable manufacture. The 
is about 462 pounds, I believe. 


Mr. Chairman 
The amend: 
Mr. Chairman 


jected. 


[ offer an amend 


nent is re 


nent to « 


vitrol, 2 cents per pound 


amount 


The amount manufactured in 1 








country is about 7,000 tons. This article is used, as I understand 

colors, dyeing, electrical batteries, and printing. The pri 1 the | W 
United States is 4, 5, and as high as 8 cents per pound rhe pre 

duty is 3 cents per pound. ‘The cost of manufacturing it abroad is 

to be 3 cents per pound. It must be perfectly obvious that if the dut 

is taken off it will result in large importations; and so far as it result 

in importations it will cripple the industry here athome. ‘That is tl 
plain logic of the situation. If gentlemen are willing to be persuaded 

by the logic of facts and experience they will vote for this amet 


ment. If they have made 
headlong, without r 
they will vote against it 

mendment was re 


BAYNE. Mr. ¢ 


up their minds to put this bill through 

gard to reason, rhyme 
[ ask for a 

jected, 


: 
» or any other consideration 


4 


vote on the 





proposition. 





propose another amendment. 


Mr. ! 
will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows 





irman, I 


After line 43 inse 
Strike out line 
refined, or niter cakes, crude 
pounds. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I 
against that amendment. 
Mr. BAYNE. Thatisa 
overruled by the Chair. I have been offerir 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition is express] 
to strike out two lines we have already gone 


rt 


s83 and 84. Sulphate of soda, known as salt cakes, crud 


or refined, and Glauber’s-salt, 20 cents per hundr 


the point of order | t 


make 


point of order raised a little while ago and 


ig these propositions since. 


over, 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isof opinion this would be returni: 
to a portion of the bill already passed. ‘That can only be done by unan 
imous consent. t 
Mr. BAYNE. Itis an entire change. I[tis providing a duty di t] 


ferent from existing law. There is no mot 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment agai 
The Clerk again reported the amendment. 
Mr. BAYNE. 
words ‘‘Sta 


Mr. 





ion to strike out at all. 


There is a mistake in wording the amendment Th 


lines 83 and 84” should not be there. 
of made the point 
against the amendment. On page 4, lines 83 and 84, will be found pr 
cisely what the gentleman has put in this amendment. 
Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; I put a duty it 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
will be found in this amendment. The only difference is that one is | n 
on the free-list and the other has a duty provided. ; 
Mr. BAYNE. That makes a different proposition entirely 
Mr. BLAND. If ons to put on the dutiable-list artic] 
the free-list are in order we 
The CHAIRMAN. 
RIDG! 
Mr. 


guage. 


ike out 


| TINRPIDGQE ‘ reel ¢ ' 
BRECKINRIDGE, Kentucky. I of order 


on 





+ 
moti 





S now on 
would have to go overthe whole bill again. 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- | tl 





11 1 
| has the floor. 


BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is exactly the same lan- 


amendment and comes under that rule. The proposition is to recur to 


a subject already settled concerning which the committee has voted and | whicl 


from which it has passed, 

consent. That is my point. 
Mr. DOCKERY. When temporarily occupying the chair a few mo- | | 

ments since, a proposition involving the same point of order was pre- 


rhis can not be done except by unanimous 


n. de 


Phoselinesare precisely what | car 


(his is notan amendment which is inconsistent with a former | iter 





s1ate 





coulk 


itis so 
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vod that when we have 1 
I greed upon it, 
ou would never have anend of any disputed measure. 


Mr. Chairman, I differ so widely from my friend 
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h a rule as he 
1 deprive the Committee 
and would leave it ina 
to the House. For in- 
ht be desirable to make 
iff bill like this, which } 

free-list or an article 

An article might be | 


from Mi 
— ind a lack of 
of W hole he power 
dilemma when the bill came 
stance, in visd the 
a change to some 
article might have 
nearly related to it 
ee nifrom the free 
the free-list might be 
ene one that had tl 

Then you would ha 
free-list, while a const 
the dutiable list. 
would ent 
As we progress W 
pose, the 
lated, 
powel!l 
These 
form 
the Whole 
Hio in such 
absolute. If tl 
W hole, 
powe! 


ore 


souri that I think the adoption of su: suggests 


common sense, woul: 
to pertect this bill, 
to presented 
committee it mig 


In a tar 


the 
be 
mm ol 
with reference articie 
been previously put on the 
might the free-list. 
list and a duty put 
the result of a hi 
» duty upon it. 

ve the anomaly of a manuf 
tuent of that manufactur 
rhe proposition of the gentler 
the from re 


aiscu 


be on 


‘ 


gnher stage of manutact 
‘actured article 
eal 
1an on the other side 
tifying such a mistake. 
ssion of this bill and elucidate, as we sup- 
pon which our tariff | 


control of the subject; 
t the 


ely disable committee 


th the 
principle 
Laas 


1Si 


not iose 


we i 
to am 
ditierent 


parts ol 


bill all the way through. 
ated as different bills; they 


and change and perfec 


paragri can not be tre 
nentire meas 
this 
as it may deem be: 


and 
legislation 


ure, 
control 
8&1 

le! 


and report this measure to the 
t, should be, it seems to me 
were a power to reconsider in the Committee 
ter of this kind could be easily remedied; but there is no 
der. Why, sir, suppose that both pig-metal and iron 
framing of a bill by the Committee of the Whole, 
be placed on the free-list. Suppose when the Committee of the Whole 
came to the pig-metal it should be retained on the free-list, but the 
very next articl should be left off the free-list and a duty 
of 75 cents a ton put uponit. How would you rectify a matter of 
that kind? When to a vote on the measure in the House 
you could not vote upon putting pig-metal on the dutiable list, because 
it is a part of the bill; and you could not call for a vote on a proposi- 
tion to put iron ore on tbe free-list. But suppose it should be the sense 
of the House that should pay a duty of 75 cents a ton and 
pig a duty of $6 a ton; the House, according 
gentlemen on the other side, would be absolutely powerless under par- 
liamentary law to carry out its wishes. There is neither reason nor 
common 86 any such position. We must keep control of this 
bill fi to the o that we may rectify and revise its 
provisi Lt iy through, thereby being enabled to report to the 
He W contradictions or stultifications 
wit 


1Se ape 
a mat 
Lo recon 


should, in the 


iron ore, 


you come 


jron ore 


metal 


nse in 


om one end other, 


sure thout 
AYLOR. The gentleman will remember that 

lon the free st the subject of woolen rags. Now, 

to the subject of w« ool, our action on that matter might 
y to go back to the subject of woolen rags. 

Mr. BAYNE. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
EPH D. TAYLOR] shows how necessary it is that our power over 

rts of the bill should be retained. Gentlemen on the other side 

asked that certain things should be passed over until we come to 

certain other things which bear on the same subject. 

Mr. BRECKI Kentucky. That has been done by unani- 


we Dave ailt ul passt 
when we come 
render it ne 

Jo 
a | pa 


have 
Nios, ol 


body could have opposed it. 
of Kentucky. Then it would have 
committee, or not at all. 

n I submit to the gentleman from Kentucky the 

the committee would be substantially placed 

s man who would have the power to object. 
of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. 
I do not think that is parliamentary 


IDGE, 
4 


he 


had t 


LVuk, 

Well, law or 

to the gentleman’s rule we can go back 

and place upon the dutiable-list everything that has been placed on the 
free-list. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave no j 
already peme . 2B 
18 HNoLDIN: 
ters are all connecte: 
sition. 

Mr. BREC >, of Kentu The question of parliament- 
ary power here involved is avery important one. Personally, I would 
be perfectly willing that the gentleman should have a vote on this 
proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then it had better be held open. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think, however, that the 
point of order against this amendment is perfectly sound; it seems to 
me more I think about it. I base my position upon this 
statement of the Digest: 


roposition to recur generally to matters 
it these are all subjects relating toeach other. There 
free-list which I propose to call up. These mat- 
1, and therefore I would like a vote on this propo- 


se On Lue 


TT) _=— 
KINRIDGI cky. 


clearer the 


Where a bill is being considered by clauses or sections, and the committee 
has passed from the consideration of a particular clause or section, it is not in 
order to recur thereto 

Now, 


what is a clause or section of this bill? It is each particular 


ition should be formu- | 
we should not lose the | 


of the | 


to the position of 


| 


upon it, and the article upon | 
ire than | 


on the | 
article would be on | 


or 
the power of the Committee of | 
| tion which relates to the subject 





) 


JUNE 3 ) 


have 
man has 


line or and certain of these we 
W het is the amendment which the gent! 
sate of soda, known as salt-cake, 
ied, and Glauber’s-salt, 20 cents per 100 pound 
In a preceding clause of the 
passed upon. Now, the rule 
to. 


\Ty 


subject; sady as 
‘ ffered ? 


ter-cak 


greed upon 


crude or refined. or n 


bill this subject has be ynsiders 


is that ‘* it is not 


ne land 
in order to recur there- 
once more the paragray 
» rele e? 

l} veal on page 


ADAMS. Will the gentleman recite 

which he read from the Digest, and give us tl 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE Kentucky. It wil 
the Digest. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it one of the rules? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot 

XXIII, clauses 1 and &, 

Committee of the Whole. 
Where a billis being cons 


has passed from the 
ier to recur thereto. 


Mr. ADAMS 
section. 


Mr. BRECKINRI 


315 


ol 


yn under Rul 


Kentu “yy. ] j ,d si hie 
to th ler of bus 


which relate 
It reads— 


ness in the 


dered by claus« and the c« 


msiderat particula lause o1 


iittee 


ion of a section, it is not in 


ol 


‘To recur thereto;’’ cur to that clause 


DGE, of Ker ntucky. 


his is a clause or sec- 
soda, known as salt- 


fined, and Glauber’ 


‘sulph 


cru 


of 


cake, crude or retined, or niter-cake, 


Sait. 


ADAMS. 
What he Spec 
The rule does not declare that 
clause. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Therule is that you shall not 
recur to a clause or section which has already been passed, unless you 
have unanimous consent to do so; and the reason of this is perfectly 
apparent—that there is no such thing as reconsideration in Committe 
of the Whole; and there must be an end of this preliminary business 
done in Committee of the Whole. In order that the measure may 
enacted into legislation it is necessary that there be an end of its con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole, and that when a clause or sec- 

tion has been considered it shall be regarded as passed. 

The contention of the gentleman from Illinois is, that while youcan 
not go back to take up that clause or section directly you can 
copy it verbatim, and have it put intoa part of the bill, 
not by recurring to it in that sense, but ind nominally mal 
ing an original section of it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Pardon m« 
copy it verbatim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 

s to the substance. 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly, oe 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is precisely as inComm 
tee of the Whole on an cosiiealetion bill, if the committee aah 
cide that the salary of the Secretary of the Navy was to be fixed 
$4,000, and when we passed to the building of the ships a clause should 
be put in that the Secretary of the Navy should receive $2,000; a 
when we got lower down to the general supplies, that it 
$1,000. Now the clause under consideration is the salary of the s« 
retary of the Navy. That is the clause; and there is no mental ! 
demain that can by any possible mode of construction escape the « 
clusion that you make this rule absolutely nugatory, if by clause y« 
mean every word in the clause. For the very thing you do in pass 
from a clause is to vote down somebody’s cr to vot 
somebody’s proposition. 

_ Mr. BAYNE. Is notthis 
former line of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
cisely the same subject. 

Mr. BAYNE. Doesthe gentleman prete nd that { 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem is the predicate 
subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
what shall be done with sulphate of soda. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ah! 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Sulphate of soda is the sul 
ject, and legislation by way of taxation is the method by which w 
are dealing with that subject. Now, I repeat, the clause is sulph: 
of soda. ‘The result of the consideration of that subject is that : sh 
be put upon the free-list. The action of the committee is, then, to pass 
from that clause to consider another subject and determine wh: i ae all 
be done with the other subject. The contention of the gentleman, 
however, is that you can go back, not directly, not recur to it openly, 
but that by indirection you can go back to the same subject, to wit, 
what shall be done with sulphate of soda and the tax upon it? 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not go back to 
that atall. Isay when you add a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem o1 
any other duty on an article that is free, it becomes part of a new spe- 
cific and substantive proposition. It is not, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky would try to make it appear to be, a predicate on which to 


rentleman allow me to make 
tof the cli 


you shall not recur 


Will the 


is the 


Mr. a distinction ? 
the clause 


to the subject of a 


iks of subje iuse, not itself. 


be 


again 
subsequent 
irectly by 


gentleman from Pennsylvania did not 


of Kentucky. But hé scopy it verbatim, 


should be 


li 


t10n, 


proposi 


subject different proposed it 


Kentucky. Pr ly not. It is p: 


> fixin; zof a dt 


lum is the 


il 
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base as in logic a conclusion, but it becomes a new subiect for consid 


eration by the committee. The 20 per cent. tax is a part of a substan 
tive proposition and the whole thing is the subject. You coupleanew 


condition to a condition that already exists, and after having coupled 
it you make the entire matter a new and different subject from what 
you put upon the bill ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That simply means that gen- 
n here can move to amend every schedule in this bill by chang- 
ing what the committee have done on every clause or section of the bill 
after 1t is passed 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So that when we come to the 
end of the bill all that is necessary for the gentleman from Pennsy] 
vania to do is to simply move to insert some clause with an addition 
to it of a different rate of duty, and that motion thereby changes the 
subject of the clause and makes an entire new provision. 

Mr. BAYNE. But it does not mean that at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not mean to say t 
that is his purpose, for the gentleman says that he has but one am 





ment to ofier here and l accept hisstatement as candid; but it is int! 
power of any gentleman to do so if this point shall be admitted 
Mr. BAYNE, Assume that even to be true, is it worse than 
peating of pro forma amendments, by which the debate could be ca 
ried on indefinitely ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it is a very bad 
thing to start with. The other has been already started 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
while I read one paragraph from the Digest, on page 271, which I th 
has a direct reference to this subject, and I will state to the gentlema 
that my volume is of the second session of the Forty-ninth Cong 
and possibly the pages of his may not conform to mine 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have the same, my 
volume being in the hands of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ M: 
BUCKALEW |. 

Mr. ADAMS. I find this languag: 

If an amendment be proposed i nsistent with « 1 
fit ¢ nd for its rejection by the House, but not wit i the « ipetence of t 


Speaker to suppress it as if it were aga 


& 






st or 





Everything that the gentleman has id in regard to the inconve 
nience of this style of logic I do not question. It may be all 
But what I say is, that although the committee might be possibly pr 
pared to adopt some rule which should apply to bills of this kind, t1 
rule has not yet been adopted, nor has it yet been laid down as a gen 
eral principle of parliamentary law, whatever the preferences of 
tlemen may be, and I hold that the | sely what I said 
morning—simply to put in the discretion of the House power to regu 
late an amendment which may be inconsistent with something ali 
passed in the House, but it does not make such an amendment lial 
to the point of order. 














ven 
t 


tw 18 preci 


Mr. BLAND. The point is that it is not inconsistent with any 
the committee has considered. The point is that we are going back t 
consider something that has n already considered. 


Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no. The gentleman adopts that form of 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. If we were on the fre t where that came in and 
ne amendment had been 
iad been offered it would not be against the rules; but having p 
it, and the free-list having been ado 


_ 


ollered and another inconsistent ament 


r 
7 
i 





I > committee, there is 1 
power togo back. Otherwise we could go back and travel over this b 
; 





rom one month to the other and from 


ne year to the other. 
Mr. ADAMS. We do not propose to go back. We are on the duti 
able-list 
Mr. BLAND. I know that; you want to take from the fre« 
what has already been put there and put it on the dutiable-list, W1! 
the free-list was under consideration it would have bee 


proper to offer any inconsistent amendment, but not now 
1 
I 


1 
A) 


r. ADAMS. The gentleman tries to change his reasoning 
by changing the mode of stating the proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think so. 

Mr. BLAND. Your amendment, if 
matter was up, would be very proper under the rule. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the Chair to consider the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has m 
sert after line 43 the words which the Clerk will read. 
1e Clerk again reported the amendment. 
ie CHAIRMAN. Against this amendment the gentleman fro 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has made the point of order that th: 
subject-matter of the amendment is embraced in lines 83 and &4, pa: 
4, of this bill, which has been passed, and that therefore it is substa 
tially a reenrrence to a previous portion of the bill. If this were 
question of mere inconsistency of a subsequent amendment with 
former matter the Chair would not hesitate to hold, under the rule la 
down in Jefferson’s Manual, and also in the Digest, that the mer 
consistency of a proposed amendment with something already don 
was not cause for the suppression of the amendment by the Chair, but 


onsistent when that sub 
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from the 
years as : olument for a patent on one 
long law clared invalid. 

Mr. Pick! Lys that unprotected farm labor supplies Europe with cereals, 
beef, et if he had compared the map and population of Europe with that of 
the United States he would understand why the Europeans have to buy a pot 
tion of their bread, beef, ete., from us, and why farm labor and factory labor 
lin tariff discussions in this country. 

Mr. Pickhardt also speaks of chemicalsand dye-stuffs, and says it would bea 
matter of great importance to the textile manufacturers whether they have to 
spend £100 or only $60 for the production of their goods, thus insinuating that 
the dut on«chemicals and dye-stuffs produced such a difference in the cost of 
textile foods, Such was not the case even when Mr. Pickhardt charged $1.25 
per pound for alizarine, which was sold all over Europe for 25 cents, which prod 
uct Mr. P harat ecded in getting on the free-list,and immediately added 
his own private tariff of over 400 per cent. His remark that acid magenta i: 
proba! e only monopoly in coal-tar dyes does not come with good grace from 
aman ‘' » was one of the owners of the great monopoly above mentioned, and 
who at: ed hard to hold the patent for acid magenta against the English 
owners of the United States patent, and lost his title thereto by decision of th« 
court 


of his commodities, which, after a 


Can ne ( nh 


suc 


en eight and ten millions of dollars in the course of thirteen | the highest 2.50 marks = 
lowest pay 


| about $250.000 f. 


| the 


Mr. Pickhardt seems to be poorly informed in regard to the history of the | 


chemical industry, or he would not state that of the artificial colors only ultra- 
marine was known before 1860. He forgets chrome colors, Prussian blues, co- 


balt, Paris green, carmine, vermilion, in fact very few new colors have been | 


added to the list since that time, except coal-tar dyes 

His statement in regard to the American iiline dye industry is also incor- 
rect. He asserts that we have had the principal raw material for coal-tar dyes 
free since 1870. He knows, or should know, that aniline oil, the only raw ma 
terial of the kind on the free-list, is the raw material for not even one-tenth of 
the coal-tar dyes used,and that all the other coal-tar products, not dyes, pay 2 
per cent. duty, which amounts in the practical use to from 30 to 40 per cent 
When the specific duty of 50 cents per pound on coal-tar dyes was taken off 
four factories established by European houses had to close > per cent 
on coal-tar colors was more than counterbalanced by the on raw ma 
terials, chemicals, and price of labor. 

The four factories now in existence continued hoping for a change, and hav« 
been successful in preventing almost entirely the importation of such goods as 
they could produce by reason of the aniline oil being free. Had they the same 
favorable opportunity for the production of other coal-tar colors, the industry 
would have been increased to a large extent. : 

The reasons why the coal-tardye industry has not flourished are 

1. Capitalists were too timid to invest much moncy in expensive factories un- 
der the uncertainties of tariff laws. 

2. Thatskilled chemical talent was difficult, almost impossibleto procure. In- 
experi i chemical help which could be procured in German laboratories for 
the asking would come to this country only at high wages, and caused much 
disappointment to American manufacturers. 

3. That American labor and costof plant inthis 
about two or three times as high as in Europe 

Mr. Pickhardt’s remarks about ultramarine are just as misleading as any- 
thing he says in regard to coal-tar dyes. He knows very well that he sold his 
fine paper ultramarine at 30 cents until the American manufacturers forced hi: 
down to I6 cents. The present price of the American is 12} cents; other grades 
have declined in a similar manner 

His statement of the great bulk of ultramarine being sold in Europe for 5cents 
is based on t! highly adulterated grades, 
manufacturers find very limited demand. 
the articles sold in this country for 9 cents 
in Europ. for the purpose of meeting American competition and to 
dispos which would be sold at high prices as soon as Ameri- 
can competiti aired 

The cost of an ultramarine plant is enormous in comparison to its production 

If reasonable protective duties can produce such results as these have done in 
the ultramarine trade, they should be the policy of this country. 


because 


duty 


nee 


branch, as in many other 


ut 
8 These goods do not compare with 
are only 
e of surplus stock, 
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60 cents per day the 


This will be a 


In our country $10 per week i 
Differerence on 60 men per annum $20, 000 
Difference in selling and office expense < 
Interest, wear, and tear ‘ eecteus ove 15, 000 
Duty on china clay.............. ‘ ; basaennmne 1, 800 
Duty on soda ash 3, 360 
Duty on silica, ete 500 


& 000 


2 6 


PNB isveciies siaiiaaitiitle se . ‘ 18, 660 


on 15,000 hundredweight of ultramarine, or 3} cents per pound. Interest and 
wear and tear a mt is so high because the plant is an cnormous one, costing 
a comparatively small production 

You will readily see that 4} cents duty per pound will leave us very lit 
profit, while 3 cents per pound would force us to shut down. 

As there are not many manufacturers in Europe who can adapt them 
tothe n market, and « t competing with 
others, prices would be advanced as soon as this industry was abolished 
here. 

We hope this statement will give you a clear view of our position and indute 
you to give us such help in the coming struggle as will be consistent with your 
ducies and patriotism 

Yours, respectfully, 


co 


’ 
tie 


1 
seives 


Americ h one has hi peciaities 1 


HELLER & MERZ. 
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New York, April 12 


The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LEHLBACH, and 


it was rejected—ayes 36, noes 52. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 


| the House that the Senate had appointed Mr. ALLISON a conferee on 


the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889, in place 
of Mr. HALE. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the sixteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


> 


| 6355). 


TARIFF. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, we have reached now some matters 
which I hope the committee will not enter upon so late on Saturday 


afternoon. 


for which qualities the American 


The low prices of pure ultramarine | 


These industries have been started under certain tariff regulations, they have |} 


reat importance, and would become, if fully developed, immense 
They are a source of employment to much skilled 


grown to 
consul! 
and unskilled lal 
young chemists and an opportunity for inventive talent. Thesuccess of Amet- 
ican manufacturers always forces European, and consequently American, prices 
down 

For these r« 
of which has 

Respectfully 
ufacturers 


iers of chemicals 


or, 


ulready suffered so severely by the tariff reduction of 1883. 


AND CHEMICAL COMPANY, 
Buffalo, N. ae. 
Albany, N. Y. 
WORKS, 
Albany, N. Y. 


THE SCHOELLKOPF ANILINE 
ANILINE COMPANY, 


ANILINE AND COLOR 


Tue At 
Hiupson 


BANY 
RIVER 


HeLtter & Merz, Newark, N. J. 

INTERNATIONAL ULTRAMARINE WorKsS, LIMITED. 
GERMANIA ULTRAMARINE WORKS, 

AMERICAN ULTRAMARINE WORKS. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have a letter from gentlemen who are familiar 
with the industry affected by this provision of the bill, transmitting 
to me a statement of the effect upon the industry should the provision 
be adopted. I ask to have the statement inserted in the Recorp, that 
the committee may know to-morrow the mistake it has made to-day. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The statement was fead, as follows: 

ULTRAMARINE. 

DEAR Sir: Allow us a few words on ultramarine with regard to the proposed 

change of tariff. 


and, as in Europe, form an excellent practical school for | 


isons it would not be good policy to strangle these industries, one 


submitted by the American coal-tar, dye, and ultramarine man- | 


The price of ultramarine was about 50 to 100 per cent. higher before the change | 


of tariff of 1870 from 25 per cent, ad valorem to 6 cents per pound went into 
effect. Me ; 

The price reduction was the consequence of our competition, only no im- 
provements in the manufacture having been made in that time. 

European manufacturers since preferred to place their surplus product at cost 
or less in this country and wherever else we tried to sell and take the benefit of 
cheaper because larger production on the sales in theirown country. Of course 
driving them out of our market meant still lower prices for us, and thus the 


American consumer was benefited during the last ten years to the extent of | 


over $1,000,000 on former prices. 


The difference in cost of labor, plant, wear and tear, selling, and office ex- | 


pense between the United States and Europe is so large that we could not com- 
pete against Europe without protection. Labor in this industry in Europe is at 


| able to come to some terms concerning this provision. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to move an amend- 
ment in line 76 in regard to china? 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the committee will rise without proceeding 
with the consideration of these subjects to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Have the lines to which the gentleman refers 
been read ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let them beread, and then we can probably come 
to some understanding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

China, porcelain, parian, and bisque, carthen, stone, or crockery ware composed 
of earthy or mineral substance, including plaques, ornaments, charms, vases, 
and statuettes, painted, printed, enameled, or gi 1 din 
any manner, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BAYNE. Now, I hope the gentleman will let the committee 


rise. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


} 


No; we want to go on with work, but we may h« 


hat 
heal 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent t 
lines 76 to 94inclusive be passed over informally. I make that request 
for the reason that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] and 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] who are interested in 
these provisions are not present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it will be any accommodation to gentlemen we 
have no objection to that, and the Clerk cau go on with the reading, 
beginning with line 95. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey makes a re- 
quest for unanimous consent that line 76 to line 94inclusive be passed 
over informally for the present, the committee recurring to them here- 
after. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now let the Clerk read line 95. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Paving tiles, not encaustic, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Encaustic tiles, not glazed or enameled, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move tostrike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 7 
was serious in the expression of the hope that we should not proceed 
with the consideration of this clause to-day. There are some gentle- 
men representing interests involved who are not now present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the gentlemen be present. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is very well to say that, but they are not present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have had no request of the kind indicated by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BYNUM. 


I think, in regard to the reduction here proposed, 
there is no controversy. 








1888. 


Mr. BAYNE. 
next page. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then let the Clerk read, and when we come toa 
controverted paragraph it will be time enough to meet the difficulty. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. BAYNE. Having moved to strike out the last word, I was oc 
cupying my five minutes in an effort to reach a conclusion by whic! 


There will be controversy the moment we strike the 


h 
we should not proceed further with this bill this evening, but resum¢ 
it at this point on Monday or Tuesday or whenever the Committee ot 
the Whole shall again sit. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not think that is the best thing to be done 
It does not appear to me a reasonable request. We certainly 
ceed further with the bill this evening. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to say to the gen 
man from Pennsylvania that while we want to be as accommodating 
and courteous as possible toward gentlemen who are absent, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] on this side, who is immediately 
interested in this clause, desires to leave the city to-night. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not hear the arrangement pro- 
posed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no arrangement. Jt was merely stated 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] is about to leave th 
city and wanted these questions disposed of before he leaves. Let the 
Clerk read. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
tiles. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All glazed or enameled tiles, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BYNUM. Imove toamend by striking out 
ing ‘‘forty-five,’’ so that the clause wiil read: 
All glazed or enameled tiles, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. 
posed change. 

Mr. BYNUM. The reason is that the duty named here is higher 
than in the earthenware schedule. While there has been herea reduc- 
tion from 55 per cent. to 50, I understand there is no objection to a re- 
duction to 45 per cent., so as to make this matter uniform with the 
earthenware schedule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘I donot understand that 45 percent. is a reduc- 
tion. I understand that it is an increase, and a very proper increase. 

Mr. BYNUM. There is a controversy about the construction of the 
law. The Secretary of the Treasury has ruled that enameled or glazed 
tiles shall pay a duty of 55 per cent.; but the importers are continually 
contesting that decision, and a great deal of litigation has resulted. It 
is a very doubtful construction. The manufacturers are willing to have 
the matter settled by fixing the duty at 45 per cent., being really a re- 
duction from 55 per cent. to 45 per cent., which I think a fair and 
equitable rate of duty. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman tell me what is the average price 
of these tiles? I may as well state my purpose in asking this question. 
The gentleman speaks of a difficulty at the Treasury Department with 
regard to the construction of the law. Has the question of undervalua- 
tion ever arisen in connection with these tiles? 

Mr. BYNUM. Oh, no; there has been no question of undervalua- 
tion. The present law really contains nothing in connection with this 
subject except the encaustic tiles, and the Treasury Department has 
ruled that glazed or enameled tiles come in under the clause relating 
to ‘‘decorated earthenware,’’ and must pay a duty of 55 percent. But 
that construction is very doubtfal. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the price of these tiles uniform, or do they vary in 
grade? 

Mr. BYNUM. They vary in grade. The glazed or enameled tiles 
are a much higher class than the encaustic tiles or the paving tiles. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam aware of that; but taking one class by itself 
the glazed or enameled tiles—is there a variation in the grade? 

Mr. BYNUM. There is no great variation unless there is some dec- 
oration put upon the tiles besides enameling and glazing. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is there objection to the adoption of a specific duty 
applicable to them ? 

Mr. BYNUM. A specificduty could not be placed upon them at all. 
They embrace a rather wide ciass. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the present law provides for a 
duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem upon encaustic tiles. As the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] has stated, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in construing the existing law, has ruied that glazed tiles shall 
come in as ‘‘ decorated earthenware.’’ I believe, with the gentleman 
from Indiana, that this is a strained construction, because the articles 
are different commercially; still glazed or enameled tiles are enjoying 
this protection at present, and under the benefit of it the industry has 
become very large and flourishing in my own city. These tiles have 
been made there in very considerable quantities during the past two 


can pro 


I thought we were to discuss the question of encaustic 


‘fifty’’ and insert- 


I would like to hear some reason for that pro- 


years, and the industry is giving employment to a large number of 


people; it is a growing industry. It seems to me thatthe first thought 
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the Committee on Ways and Mea W h was to] t g 
1 the bill at ) per cent., W s the « ert ) and tha i tion 
now made to fix the dut it do p ( IS re trogress lw h 
to express my firm belief that if the dut e | at 50 per cent., the 
rplus in the Treasury, resulting from duties upon these artic will 
be less than if the duty be tixed at 45 per cent. It ns just the dif- 
between importing and not importing In other words, I think 
ta 4 I cent. dut) Ww i { ( pet 
t. W eccord a proper pr t t end- 
it wi yt be agreed to 
ine gentieman ivS that the < > 
per cent I was talking oth : ; 
tent I think he had no info et 
( imittee on Wavs and Mea to ( ing i l 
this respect. We had no knowled that « tee 
change in the bill. Why do tl ) tt wish to l 
own Work ¢ 
Mr. BYNUM A gent 1¢ iged 
tleman’s State, fo ly a < l ( t 
along with 45 per cent 
Mr. BUCHANAN. To whom does the gentleman 1 
Mr. BYNUM. Toa resident of the gentleman ; of } ler- 
sey, who was formerly a constituent of mine—Mr. Mathershead, who 
lives in your own town and who lived forme: 1 Ind i ) 
they could get along with 45 per cent 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Iundertake to say that the rate of wage it 
factory, owned almost entirely by gen nen of a political fait! 
than mine, is as high as that paid to operatives of skill in other o 
cupations. I do not see the necessity, therefore, for this action. | 
mers do not use them. They are not the necessaries of } 
Che question recurred on Mr. BYNUM’S amet 
The committee divided; and there were ive 1, noes 37 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum has voted 
The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. ByN M, and Mr. H 
of New York. 
rhe committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, 
noes 37 
So the amendment was agreed t 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
es, ite per s, slate chimney pi teis Ss tor t A 
rmanutactures of siate, 20 per cent 7 re 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out 20”? and insert ** 30.’ 
Mr. Chairman, the industry of slate mantels is purely Ameri It 
is entirely labor from the beginning of the slate all through. All the 


Year in and year out the cost to the consumer 


There are $9,000 of revy- 


ornamentation is labor. 
has been reduced by American competition 
enue out of this last year, just little enough to protect measura the 
({merican workingman in this industry. 
tomake. I say it is a cut on an Ameri 

» made by an American Congress 

Che question recurred on Mr. FARQUHAR’S amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, no 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


I have no additional re 


an indust 


Che Clerk proceeded to read the next paragraph. 
Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Finish the readin 
Mr BAYNE. Itseems, Mr. Chairman, properly divisible into four 
I think, for the purpose of having it well 


clearly defined, we should take each one of these as: 


of the paragraph. 


r 
r 
it 


OI ve o 
rou ° * 





The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania mak th 
point of order to the effect that the p ! ning with | 103 
and ending with line 117 should ter 1e word ‘* pound 


in line 107. Is that correct ? 
Mr. BAYNE. Ido not hear the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rs 
ennsylvania to make the point of order that the paragraph beginning 
with line 103 should end with line 107. 1 t { 

Mr. BAYNE. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ster’s Dictionary-—— 

h McMILLIN. Before you get to that I wish to kr the 
gentleman what he would make of the balance of the paragrap 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair was about to state his decision 


unde 
m 
i 


The definition of the paragraph 


{r 
tl 


definition of the word ‘‘ paragraph’’ in Webster's Dictionary is t 

acomplete sentence a substantive proposition If ti t proposition were 
divided at the point indicated by the gentleman, the subsequent por- 
tion of it would be meaningless. They are so nearly related they are 


one paragraph down to the end of it 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the Chair say a paragraph is only a com- 
plete sentence? 


The CHAIRMAN. It relates to one subject; that is, it can not be 
divided and leave sense in the remaining part. 

The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys (coyered or une 
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{ 1 or ] rve and other plain, molded, or pressed gre: 

} t, engraved, or painted, and not anaamaits enu- 
ime ‘ ded for fourths of 1 cent per pound; if filled, and not 
ot! I led f » contents are subject to an ad valorem duty, o1 
ton ‘ , ] ir value,the value of such bottles, vials, or « 
ves shal lded to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of th 
dutiable va of t tter; butif filled and not otherwise provided for, and the ! 
conte 3 are ect to an ad vy rem duty or toa rate of duty based « 
thei: . duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in a 
tion to th their ¢ tents 

Mr. McMILLI I move to strike out that paragre aph. 

Mr. BAYNI Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMA) Does the gentleman ri to oppose the amend 
ment? 

. + .* , © , 
oo BAYNE. I rise to state that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
‘UENTHER| was desirous of proposing some amendments to - s 


ae osition in relerence to filled bottles. What the amendments a 
I do not know; I know that he was exceedingly anxious to - 
sent them and have a vote upon them. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, 1 presume that was on the impression that 
the section was to remain in the bill. 

Mr. REED. No; there is something in the present law that needs 
rectification in that regard, but I am not familiar with the details. 


tles free when filled with certain substances, and that provision is 
taken advantage of to avoid the tariff tax upon the bottles. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, Lam very glad to find that there is one thing 
at least in the present law which is admitted to be defective by the gen- 
tleman on the other side. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman has come to that knowledge newly, I 
assume, and therefore I do not wonder that he jumped to his feet with 
such alacrity to proclaim the discovery. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Because it has been a matter of surprise to those 
who have witnessed the conduct of the gentleman from Maine, and 
heard his expressions in these debates, to find there is no defect in the 
existing law or any reason why there should be a change in anything 
connected with it. 


Mr. REED. ‘The trouble with the gentleman may arise, not from 
what has been done, but from a defect in the perceptive faculties. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I may not have pe reeptive powers equal to those 
of the distinguished gentleman from Maine, but one thing, I never will 
boast of what I have, as he habitually does 

Mr. REED. I would not if I were in your place. [Laughter. ] 

Ir. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee tell us what the 


existing law is? 


Mr. MCMILLIN. One cent. 
Mr. ADAMS | mean in relation to filled bottles. 
if the gentleman from Tennessee can not give the information will 


e other member of the committee be kind enough to do so? 
McMILLIN. The following is the existing law in this res; 


Flint lass bottles, and vials—— 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me call the gentleman’s 
fact that that is not the paragraph. 
r. McMILLIN. No; this is the paragraph, just preceding that: 


en and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys 
pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or presssed green 
and colore d bottle-glass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not 8; pecially enu- 
merated or provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound; if filled, and not other- 
wise in this act provided for, said articles shall pay 30 per cent. ad valorem in 
addition to the duty on the contents, 


80 
rect: 


and lime g 


attention to the 


Gi 
unecvered), 


That is the existing law. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, as I have said, I do not know what the diffi- 
culty is exactly, but my impression is that certain commodities are ad- 
mitted into this country under this clause ‘‘ glass bottles,’’ under that 
very provision, at a far less rate of duty than would be chargeable to 
them if they came into the countryin another form. I know that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] desires to be heard on 
that proposition. He is a manufacturer and can explain this thing 
very thoroughly. It is now very nearly 5 o’clock and I am desirous 


se 


that the gentleman from Wisconsin shall have a hearing before action | 


is taken on the paragraph. I do not ask that it may be passed over, 


or that we may go to the next subject, because the next and the suc- 
ceeding will all be more or less discussed I presume. My request is 
that we may not enter upon that discussion this evening at all; and I 


would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to let the com- 
mittee now rise and this thing to go over for the present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We can not pass everything over. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well, then, if you can not, I want to perfec 
this before we proceed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, proceed to perfect it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the words ‘‘three-fourths,’’ in line 107, 
be stricken ont and that ‘‘one’’ be substituted, so that the duty will 
be 1 cent per pound. 

Now I tell the gentleman he will have to have a quorum to deter- 
nine that matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that that is the ef- 
fect of the amendment I have offered. That leaves it as it is under 
existing law and does not change it. 


| 
(covered or 
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| Mr. BAYNI But I propose an amendment further down that w 
not make it in accordance with the « ting law 
Mr. BUCHANAN Will the gentleman y lito me for a suge 
mn ? 
| Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to call attention to the fact t} 
the gentleman from Tennessee, I suppose through inadvertence, d 


not read the proyiso which must be taken in connection with the w« 


read by him in the old law, which is as follows: 

All glass bottlies.and decanters and other like vessels of glass, shail,if filled 
| pay the me rates of duty, in addition to any duty chargeable on the contents 
| as if not filled, except as in this act otherwise specially provided for. 
| That proviso must be taken in connection th the words the gen- 
| tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] read. Standing disconnected 

from those words, I can easily understand how you overlooked it. 


| Mr. ADAMS. Is it true that under the existing law certain classes 
of bottles are let Ye free colorably filled, in order to evade the duty? 
Mr. BUCHAN I would sugge st that these words should be con- 


words read by the gentleman 


proviso in the old law, which 
ete. Soit will be seen that those 
] in de- 


to be taken 
rence to the admission of 


sidered not only Se connection with the 
from Tenne , but also with the next 
| refers to flint and lime glass bottles, 
two paragraphs and this proviso are 
termining the effect of the old Jaw with ret 
bottles free, or with reference to the amount of duty to be charge 
them when they are filled with dutiable contents 

Mr. ADAMS. If that is all stricken out will there not remain a 
defect in the existing law which ought to be changed? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ihavenotdetermined astothat. I rose simply 
| for the purpose of calling the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to the fact that all the information had not yet been given. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘That proviso, as I understand it, is a pri 
isting law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, 
reference to green bottles and a 
lime glass bot 


See 
in connection 


a. 
oa Upon 


Vision of ex- 
sir, It comes in after the paragraph with 
paragraph with reference to flint and 
tles. 





Mr. FARQUHAR. I would inquire of the gentleman from Tennes- 
| see if it is the intention of the committee to move to strike out th 
| succeeding paragraph also—the flint-glass paragraph ? 
|} Mr. Mc “MIL LIN. No, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You do not mean to strike that out? 
| Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then is it the intention that the original pro- 


viso, though a law, shall remain with the paragraph stricken o mat: 

Mr. McMILLIN. The intention is to strike out this paragraph and 
to leave the remaining portion, down as far as line 134, as it is in the 
bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then [ would inquire of the gentleman if thi 
is simply meant as a restoration of the old law? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It will restore the old law as to what is embraced 
in that paragraph. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
| side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has been discussed in such a low tone of voice 
and in such a fraternal way among our friends on the other side that 
we have not been able to hear it here. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. So far as I am concerned I will say my 
| generally reaches the other side. 


In that paragraph alone? 
In that paragraph alone. 
The proviso still remains in the old law ? 
I have not looked at the proviso. 
That is the question now being discussed on thi 


voic 


Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman did not employ his usual thun- 
dering tones in this case. 

Mr. BAYNE. Explain it over again. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I[simply called the attention of the gentleman 


from Tennessee to the fact that the paragraph he read was qualified by 
| a proviso which appears further on in the old act, and that therefore 
escaped his attention; also to the fact that that proviso in the old law 
also followed the provision in reference to flint and lime glass bottles 
| and seemed to qualify both the provision with reference to green-glass 
bottles and flint and lime glass bottles; and that the three must be 
construed together in order to determine the effect of the old law. 
Then I desired to know what the eflect would be of striking out the 
provision from this bill with reference to the green and colored glass 
bottles, retaining the flint and lime glass bottles, and not touching the 
proviso. We desire to know the effect of it, and upon the spur of the 
moment we could not without some explanation tell, because it takes 
a little time to look into the matter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. To what proviso does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. To the proviso in these words: 

All glass bottles and decanters and other like vessels of glass shall, if filled, 
pay the same rate of duty in addition to the duty chargeable on the contents as 
if not filled, except as in this act otherwise speci: ally provided for. 

I am not personally familiar with the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that I do not think 
that there is a clause in the existing bill which repeals the proviso to 
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provided for, shall be added to the value of the conte: nm ( War ¢ 
of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and n f . 
and the contents are not subject to an ad valoremdu l i i(H. i 
on their value, they shall pay a duty of 30 per cent i | e { } , 
the duty, if any, on their content iWwp 4 
, it ‘ s 
Mr. ADAMS. Iwant to understand this matter of the defect in tl O 4 ‘ P 
existing law, and I have an impression that there is in the pending bill y Mr. CLARDY: A H LOG7TS 
an attempt to remedy that defect Therefore, if the gentleman reall to the Committee on I 
desires the existing law as to rates to stand, instead of striking out the 
paragraph on page 15—I speak of it now becat r precise], 
same provision in the paragraph just read—it would achieve his | aheatet: ‘ 
pose, and it would be better to simply restore the existing rates in th The following petitions and papers we l ( 
paragraph and leave the language of the paragraph to stand; be under the rule, Lr 1 as follow 
in the language of the paragraph I believe (although I am not familiar Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Invincible ( 
with the subject) will be found the remedy for the defect in the exist of McKeesport Council, No. 109 
ing law which has been under discussion. 124. of Pennsylvania. Junior Order of | 
Mr. McMILLIN. We passed over rmall: upon | ic t | ( ‘ } { 
which discussion arose, and the Clerk has just read the pa the ¢ i é 1 Fore 
rran! | MI or 4 f 4 
graph. VG \fid ) 
Mr. BURROWS. Is it understeod that that paragraph is passed 01 the Committee or I ‘ 





informally ? By Mr. DOUGHERTY ) ell ar 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Which one? citizens of the Second f Flo 
Mr. BURROWS. The one which has just been read. rnment telegraph—to the Committee « 
Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. Itoa 
Mr. BURROWS. Then we have something to say about it. Mr: By Mr. HOOKER 

irman, I move that the committee do now rise. i pl. f 
» question was taken on the motion of Mr. BuRRows; and it was | of Claims—to the Com on War ¢ 

rejected—ayes 37, noes 50. By Mr. HOUK: Pet 1 ol 3s of I esses ra 
Mr. BURROWS. This is an important matter, Mr. Chairman, and | W. A. McCubb—to the ¢ we i Pen 

I think we had better have tellers. [| Laughter. ] | Also, petition o » M a of administrat 
Tellers were ordered. Currier, of Tennesse or reli » of their claims to 
The committee again divided; and the tellers proceeded with the | Claims—to the t War Cla 

count. \lso, petition prayi t reinstatement of E. \ 
The CHAIRMAN (before the completion of the count). The hour | Committee on Military A 
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By Mr. JACKSON 
rrov, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 
by Mr. MATSON: Petition of Robert Applewhite and 245 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Jackson County, Indiana, for arrears of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5y Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of James E. Burr and 32 others, citi- 
zeus of Carbondale, Pa., favoring amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the New York Yearly Meeting of Friends, for a 
court of international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

by Mr. STEELE: Petition of C. M. Wade and 18 others, ministers 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, for the repeal of the liquor tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Retitionof A. H. M. Smith, heir of William 
Smith, of Amite County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim toCourt 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of Nelson R. Lee, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Paper to accompany bill to grant increase 
of pension to Levi T. E, Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


3y Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of William Shadden, of Maury | 


County, Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of William Baker, forreference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. VOORHEES: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 202, 
of Washington Territory, in favor of the Chace international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 


National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- | 


erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By NUTTING: Of 23 citizens of Oswego, N. Y. 

By Mr. VANCE: Of the Canton Rifle Club and the Collinsville Gun 
Club, and of J. D. Andrews and 19 others, citizens of Collinsville, 
Conn. 


The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

by Mr. BOUTELLE: Of 83 citizens of Piscataquis County, Maine. 


SENATE. 
MonpDAY, July 2, 1888, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Kansas praying that certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law may be made; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics of Greble Council, No. 13; Ellsworth 
Council, No. 14; Diligent Council, No. 4; American Star Council, No. 
49; and Fredonia Council, No. 47, of Philadelphia; Birmingham Coun- 
cil, No. 260: General PutnameCouncil, No. 125; and Laurel Council, 
No. 126, of Pittsburgh; Manchester Council, No. 124, of Allegheny; 
Middletown Council, No. 156, of Middletown; Wilkinsburgh Council, 
No. 92, of Wilkinsburgh; Invincible Council, No. 33, of Allegheny; 
Philos Council, No. 188, of Madison; Dawson Council, No. 75, of Daw- 
son; Shickshinny Council, No. 203, of Shickshinny; Good Will Coun- 
cil, No. 42, of Tyrone; Scottdale Council, No. 102, of Scottdale; War- 
den Council, No. 182, of Stoners; and Orient Council, No. 72, of Johns- 
town, all in the State of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of Sen- 
ate bill 553 to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY. lIalso present resolutions adopted by the Pittsburgh 
Coal Exchange and others, favoring the purchase of lock and dam No. 
7 of the Monongahela Navigation Company, and remonstrating against 
the improvement of the Ohio River by meansof movabledams. For the 
information of the people of the Ohio valley, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolutions may be printed in the RecorpD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the resolutions of the Pittsburgh Coal Exchange and others may 
be printed in the Recorp. If there be no objection it is so ordered; 
and as the bill to which the resolutions relate has been reported they 
will lie on the table. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Ata meeting of the coal operatives, shippers, and the Pittsburgh Coal Ex- 
change held Saturday, June 30, 1888, the following preamble and resolutions 
were unanimously adopted ; 

Whereas we learn with surprise and regret that the appropriation in the 


Affidavits and evidence in the case of S. S. Me- | 
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| its improvement in this State. 


JULY 2, 


river and harbor bill for the purchase of lock and dam number 7 of the Monon- 
gahela Navigation Company has been stricken out by the United States Senate 
and an appropriation for $100,000 inserted for the purpose of purchasing sites 
for building a lock and dam at Beaver, Pa.:; and 

Whereas the construction of a dam at Beaver, Pa., would not be of any ben- 
efit to navigation, as the fall of the Ohio River from Pittsburgh to Beaver, Pa.. 
is 24 feet 6 inches, and in order to make sufficient water for navigation from 


| Pittsburgh to Beaver would require the constructien of not less than four locks 
} and dams, including the one now at Davis Island. 


The improvement would, 
therefore, be useless, admitting that to lock and dam the Ohio River would be 
a benefit to navigation, which it would not, but be a great injury and largely 


| increase the expense of transporting coal and other merchandise; besides each 
|} dam would cost from one to two millions of dollars, and under any and all cir- 


cumstances the appropriation would be a useless expenditure of the public 
money to begin at Beaver. The proper location would be immediately below 
the present dam at Davis Island. Therefore why Beaver is selected as the place 
to build the second dam, and which should be not less than the fourth, is to all 
river men a mystery. The insertion of this appropriation was made without 
the knowledge or desire of those whose occupation and business is the naviga- 
tion of the Ohio River and is entirely in opposition to their wishes. We there 

fore most respectfully protest against the appropriation (as it now stands) for a 
dam at Beaver, Pa., and ask your honorable bodies to make an appropriation 
for the purchase of the locks and dams on the Monongahela River, and place us 
on the same footing as the coal operators of the Great Kanawha River, and we 
think in all fairness that we have a right to ask this, at least when we observe 
that other States are receiving appropriations for the improvement of the 
rivers which empty into the Ohio Kiver. For example, the Great Kanawha 
River is now having (in the present bill) an appropriation of $350,000, in addi- 
tion to the large amounts that have been already expended in building locks 
and dams by the Government to make it (the Kanawha) navigable, while 
the Monongahela River has never hada dollar appropriated and expended on 
The locksand dams having been built by astock 
company, to whom tolls have to be paid on all coal and other merchandise, and 
boats that navigate said river which is (and always has been) a very heavy tax, 
thereby placing a burden on the trade and shipping interests of the Mononga- 
hela valley, while those navigating the Great Kanawha are relieved from any 
taxor charges, the improvements having been made by the Government. We 
therefore think in all fairness that the business of the Monongahela River 
and valley should be placed on the same footing as any other navigators are cn 


} other rivers under control of the United States Government. 


We therefore hope and pray that this portion of the Monongahela River which 
is not in the State of Virginia will not prevent it from receiving the same bene 
fits from the Government as Virginia has received and is now receiving. 

Respectfuliy, yours, 
THOMAS FAWCETT 
President pro tem, 
Attest: 
RICHARD BARROWS, 
Secretary. 

Mr. BROWN. I presented some days since a petition of citizens ot 
Summerville, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to bore and 
construct an artesian well at the Augustaarsenal, in Georgia. I desire 
to supplement that petition this morning by presenting a very full state- 
ment by Col. Charles C. Jones, jr., one of the prominent citizens oi 
Augusta, and also a statement made by Maj. J. W. Reilly, who is in 
command at the arsenal, and a petition of the city council of Augusta, 
Ga., all praying that an appropriation be made for that purpose. 

I move the reference of these papers to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of M. M. Lewis and others, citi- 
zens of Virginia, praying for the repeal of that portion of the internal- 
revenue laws which classes druggists as liquor dealers, and that the tax 
on spirits used in the arts and medicines may be reduced; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of District Assembly, No. 66, 
Knights of Labor, of this city, remonstrating against the striking out o! 
some provisions for increase of teachers’ salaries in the District. As 
the matter is now in conference, I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2430) explanatory of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
settle certain accounts between the United States and the State of Missis 
sippi and other States, and for other purposes,’’ reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1019) to authorize and direct the Secretary o! 
War to place on file in the War Department the names of the officers 
and members of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volunteer mili- 
tary service of the United States on the 18th day of April, 1861, and 
issue discharges to the same, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it without amendment. 


DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I report from the Committee on Public Lands favor- 
ably, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend 
the joint resolution approved May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal o! 
public lands in certain States, and I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that it may be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the joint resolution relating to the disposal of public lands 
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states ap] [ 5 « sl i ‘ < \ | t 
as to extend the ] s Sia Florida 1 ‘ . 
Mr. PLUMB The nt lu 1approved May 14 1882, to wh 
reilcren¢ Is de, isi t : 
ri pu is t < tes int States \iississ \ 7 . 
Lia ~ t ‘ a < . 
‘ to t | 1s stead ' ( 
: - ean nas : “y ca : 
i lathe g 
Chen follows a proviso to the effect that isolated or disconnected trac 
may continue to be sold at a dollar and a quarter an act 
(his House joint resolution extends the provisions of the joint res ’ { \N \ 
lution which I have read to the States of Florida and Louisiana ) pro | { ‘ 
Senate Committee on Public Lands have recommended an amen 
to extend the joint resolution as amended, not unt ie adjournme States Arm i ‘ 
of the present session of Congress, as originally contemplated, but u 1 
til the adjournment of the present Congres It has been shown t ( red to I 
by reason of the passage of the joint resolution persons are proceed! ( it on ¢ 
to take lands under the private-entry law who have heretofore be \I L.DDO 
buying in the States of Arkansas, Alabama, Mississippi, and so on, and ‘ i to 
have gone in great numbers into the States of Louisiana and Florida ed to t ( 
Congress will adjourn within a few weeks undoubtedly, and it i o (for Mr. Ma 
altogether probable that no legislation on the subject will be obtained. | to be p sed io t sundrv « ‘ 
With the notice which has been given of the intention of Congress to rred to t Comunitte \ 
limit entries to the homestead law, it is feared that persons will flock H for Mr. MA? 
in there in great numbers and take up all of the lands in those States | to be proposed to t sund 
at private entry, and thus leave none to be entered under the hom { , , blic . ( 
stead law, unless this resolution is passed. Mr. DA mitte nh 
The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘TheSenator from Kansas asks unan- | him to 
imous consent that the joint resolution, having been this day reported, ; Commit Appropriation ' 
may be now considered. [s there objection? Mr. KENNA su Shad two a 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whol by him to t hil 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 0} 1) taken and used bv the United States A : i 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands was, | Courtof inder tl ’ 
after the word ‘‘ Louisiana,”’ in line 7, to insert: 3s the Bowman act: which were referred to the Committ %y 
And the provisions of said joint resolution as hereby amended are extends 1 ordered t e print 
until the close of the present Congress. 
The amendment was agreed to. — YE : 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | , os ae ee 
amendment was concurred in. eed 
The amendment was ordered tobe engrossed and the joint resolution ' ee cae *s sin 
to be read a third time. tratii pens 
Ww » be ‘ ved t ( Vi « 


The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. oe 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that a committee of conference be requested | River in Is 
upon the joint resolution and amendment. e LEGISLATI\ ( APPR N BILI 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that My 
the Senate ask for a conference on the joint resolution and amendmen ; 
The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to he PRI ONT 5 8 
as . : i. f ; The PRESIDENT pro po Does ena 5 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, M eonsiderca? . 
WALTHALL, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. Mr. ALLISO? ee a 
RELATIONS WITH CANADA. The PRESIDENT prot I f 
Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- Ch ; ‘' erkK proceeded to rea , 
1 [ A] S¢)* lo not | ~ ‘ 


tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolution mar. AAS 














submitted by Mr. FRYE June 27, 1888, reported it without amend- | ©St@ 1m th - Mung of the report in det 
ment; and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and ~ omemnren — =e 
agreed to, as follows: e, and ul 3 ut 
‘ ted wit it bel read 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to em , rut a 
} ie ‘ ‘ PRESLDEN' t ) { the 
the necessary assistants for the examination a tis 
other information collected by uid ) ‘ I endment ih } 
of the Senate whi h passe L ke y 8, L888, d he report is as follow 
prepare for the use of the Senate certain infor co 7 . 
relations of the Dominion of ( la and the [ ier su t : 
as are fully set forth in said resolution, and th ! st s ate , . — 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senats : : : a 
BILLS INTRODUCED. ‘ i it 
‘ eH . t 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3247) to grant the right of way \ 
through a part of the military reservation at Fort Morgan, Ala., to : ‘ | 
the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, a1 eH a f tn dise 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ' 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs eras ae ose eae oe ; 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durt Amendment red 1: That the | 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pan« endment the Senate 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. sie ieee = + , : 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. S. Cook 5 es cial % s6 the Hous 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on rent of 
Pensions. + as 1ONOWs: © 
Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3250) to authorize the construction — jieu thereof “tw. ( ' 
and operation of a bridge and itsapproachesat New York City over th: Amendment Phat the Houser 
Hudson River, in and between the States of New York and New Je nape dt ’ : 
and to confer uyon the same the character and privileges of a post ut gree to t ee 


route; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying Amendment ed Phat t House recede from its disagreer > 


papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. : ne op - : : wom SE : ; . 
ePID Wy oT : . + Oo>- . « - . anmename is N I eu ¢ nber propose nser ‘ 
Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3251) for the relief of Col. Jona Ran the ward 1. paze 14 of the b nset one of w 
than D. Stevenson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 7 ge of international exchan vedi e5, page l4 of t 
the Committee on Claims. rthensathe ae a " ; 7 a 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3252) to place Col. Jonathan D. Steven- | the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, aud ag » the same with an 
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CHI CLEI lt 
Ii ‘ A « L itin 
t fron wt 
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d ly, 1 3 
Lie ira S, « any ‘ 
{ ‘ ) ) of ¢ 1 p : 1 and 
ly ‘ existing } th 
1 ~ « of them, t t Y ‘ ! f 
{ I ede i t »v at of fr ‘ of t t 3 
1 i t ) i t ic r ] ¢ ( 
{ 1 ins S41} i y ol t on or i t 
levery de I 1 oO vied 1 t 
84 2] t tl liou I le from its « tt c t ina reet i 
t ‘ i t yi, i v i i < I cor rm to tl p ia ! 
] 1< a t I ! h tr - not f i { r < i 
] : nt of sec ur I r t with ten days er 1 ¢ n t t « 
i oftie ture, rep i “ ls ame ill be s m : a « 
an ( to th | s ners at the expense of s ! pa . exp { t } > 
‘ i Hlouse x le 1 its d ment to 1it of t Ls 3in court of col te 
t i . ed 1 re th > with 1 | 
‘ l iber pre sed rt xte und laf he dat it softhe B m i 
t < ‘ ald « f the Lin 
1 the Hou 1 ym its dis tto |] ; tersection witl rd street east, and procs 
th ‘ t ! veered | id agree to the ume with \ thence as follows: Southwa alo 1 over Third st teast, with ac 
1 I 1 tl i} Lis oe 00 ithe | t by means of open cut, to such point sha < 
te rree to t | gineer commissionei e | { u Ly t 
id il That tl ac | « 1issioners of the Dist ) u; th t 
t} t t << te r near the northeast corner « v 1nu d 
i It I t I } through said reservation on as direct a curved li 
1 ) of cla n | the approval of said commissioners, to the n st n t 
( l al north to the tracks of the Ba nd P mac R tand 
| Virginia avenue; the @Palongside the northward « i 
iH I le from its disagreement to | timoreand Po vilz 1 Cor ny westwardly n t 
t tof t te 1 bered 106, and agree to the same with an | be constructed s« of the interse of \ La ryland avenue 
In 101 the sum j i i insert ‘*$6,280;’" andthe | hereinafter provided for, and th t hand fi station westw 
| ale rand over Maryland ave il thet < Baltimore and P 
t ‘ i t: J t the ise r le from its disagre ent to | tomac Railroad to the Long bridge, so called, over the Potomac River, at 
t endment of t num be 1,and agree to the same with an | foot of Fourteenth st st. The entire new line of railway which the said 
i iment f lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, ins¢ i re and Ohio d Company is authorized and required to construct 
1 { Ww i e Senate agree to the same. s section shal considered to be a new and wholly mn 
] t } J it the House recede from its disagreement to | of railway belk p and iid company shal have 
thie ‘ of t Senate 1 1 115, and agree to tl e wilh an | power to mortgage the s buildings, struct : 
iment, as s: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$19,320;’’ andthe | and is used in connecti , to secure any moneys loaned to said 
\ gree tot e. | co y, or bonds or evidences of debt issued for the purposes of aiding in t 
. \mendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement to | construction of said separate line of railway and works. 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an Sec. 3. That from and after said date the tracks of the Baltimore a Potoma 
lment, as f ‘ In lieu of the amended p graph insert the following Railroad C< pany shallenter said city fromthe north and east, along the n 
r conn ed and irate United States and other maps prepared in the | ern shore ustern Branch of the Pot uC a point between L 
‘ ll Off U and K pies of said maps shall be delivered to | and M streets south, and shall proceed thence west withad 
t S te, al ( to the House of Representatives for distribution.” | or id under K street south, Canal street, and Virginia avenue, along 
the Senat ‘ Sit } ps el with the route hereinbefore prescribed for the Baltimore and Ohio Ra 
1 Phat the House recede from its disagr r to | road from the point of approximation of the two routes,as aforesaid,to the 
the ame ] fthesS ate 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as | passenger station south of the intersection of Virginia and Maryland av 
vs: Addatthe end of t amended paragraph the following: as aforesaid,and thence from said station westwar along and over Maryla 
Provided, That five special examiners, or clerks detailed and acting as super- | aven 1e to said Long bridge aforesaid. 
‘ y examiners l a! examiners or clerksdetailed as such, not exceed- Sec. 4. That the present tracks ofthe Washington and Metropolitan bra 
ree il i ver, with he rters in the District of Columbia, may be al- | of the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad lying within the said District, and 
lo i, in ad on to their sa and in lieu of per diem and all expenses for | side of the limits of the said city, shall, under the supervision of the said c 
rs ‘ e,a i not ex ling $900 each per annum: vided further, That gsj aforesaid, subject to appeal to the Secretary r, be ch 
t ila ls h wance to each shall in no case exceed $2,400 per annu ’ | and relocated as may be found necessary and con nient to unite the same « 
i the Senat the same. side the city limits; that the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company ma 
end 1 ito 140 Phat > House recede from its disa | under the supervision and subject to the app¢ al af »said, locate, constru 
ment t Senate numbered 134 to 140, inclusive, and agree | ntains,as near said point as may conveniently be, but beyond the city 
t es 1a iments as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph | ts, the necessary yards and other equipments for the transaction ofits freight 
t fo vir For rent of building for the Interior Department, | business; and also may, under the supervision : esaid, locate, construct, an: 
name ] 1e ¢ eal Surv ),000; for store-room for documents, 5360 ; raintain a passenger station for local busines ar as couveniently may t 
for Indian ¢ for General Land Office, $1,800, which may also be o - | tothe point aforesaid, on Third street east, at said shall 
pied by the ] oad O e until not laterthan I ember 1, 1888; and forthe B or may begin; and shall also have the right to er er on an 
reau of Education until not later than December 1, 1 , $1,667; in all, $19,327;"’ | over the L« ng bridge aforesaid, upon f said Balt 
and strike out line 20, on page 74 of the bill; e Senate agree to the sam | and Potomac Railroad to the sout! 1 shore of said river; ar 
Amendme iumbered 150 hat the House recede from its disagreement to reby authorized and empowered to use the 1 tracks in common with 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 150,and agree to tl sme with ar the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company upon such fair and equ 
dment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $116,880;”’ and the | ble terms as may be agreed upon by said companies; and in the event the sa 
ee to the same | companies fail to agree upon satisfactory terms, either of said companies n 
en numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement to apply by petition to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which s 
t ‘ tof t Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with an | provide for proper notice to and hearing ofall parties int l hall! 
ai iment as follow In lieu of the sum prop l.in lines Gand 7 of i power to dete 1e the terms and conditions upon which and the regul 
al 1dment, insert the following: ‘* 43,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the sam under which the said Baltimore and Ohio Company shall be entitled so to u 
\ im um 117 Chat the House re le from its disagreement to | and enjoy the said tracks and the amount and manner of compensation t 
the ! Se e numbered 170, and agree to the same with ar paid therefor; and the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company n 
amer rie afo 3: In lie f the sum proposed in said amendment insert | also, under the supervision aforesaid, locate, construct, and maintain at su 
. Ww: andt cnate agree to the same. point or points within the said city aforesaid, and to the southward of its ti 
W. B. ALLISON, and the said station south of the intersection of Virginia and Mary K 
Fr, M. COCKRELL, southwest, such yards and other equipmentsas may be necessary f 
Ma yers on the part of the Senate. action of its freight business. 
roads within the said cit; 


WM. H. FORNEY, Src. 5. That the entire route of each of said r: 
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SAM’L J. RANDALL, } shall be inclosed by an iron fence or railing upon a stone parapet, and of su 

J. G, CANNON, | construction as shall be approved by the commissioners as aforesaid, with an 
j opening therein at each street crossing or intersection, protected by guard gates 








anagers on the part of the House. 
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as hereinbefore provided in such cases, or if upon such appeal the said court 
sh of opinion that the said inquisition should be confirmed, the same shal! 
be confirmed, and when confirmed, in either manner, the same shall be re- 
corded by the clerk of court aforesaid at the expense of the said company; or if 
upon such appeal the same be set aside, the court shall direct another inquisi- 
tion to be taken and proceeded upon in the manner above described; the in- 
quisition shall in every case attach a plan of the property taken and such 
valuation tendered to the owner or owners of the property, his, hér, or their 
legal representatives, and if not accepted by said owner or owners paid into 
court as aforesaid, shall entitle the said company to permanently occupy the 
said premises by itself, its successors and a 8, for railway purposes, and the 
value, if not received when tendered, may at any time thereafter be received 
without cost from the ss y by the owner or owners, or his, her, o1 
their legal repré supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia is hereby such cases, and is authorized and em- 
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powered to hear and determine the same, after notice to the parties, without 
the intervention of a jury, and either party shall have a right to trial by jury in 
accordance with the practice preva r in said court, and, subject to the laws 
of the United States, to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States 
And the said companies shall ind are hereby, authorized and empowered 
to construct and maintain tracks to and into the yards and stations aforesaid, 







and any of them, in connection with the authorized tracks of said company. 
And in all cases in which the traversing or crossing of any street, avenue, or 
public space in said city is rendered necessary in the carrying out of the pro- 
visions of this actysuch traversing, crossing, and use of such street, avenue, or 
public space are hereby authorized and empowered: Provided, however, That 
the natural and free use of said street or avenue or public space shall not 
thereby be impaired more than is absolutely unavoidable in the premises. 

12. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby au- 
thorized and directed to supervise the carrying out of the provisions of this act, 
and each and everything done in the carrying out thereof shall be under the 
supervision and control of the said commissioners, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War; but no expense on account thereof shall be incurred or paid by 
the United Statesor by the District of Columbia, but shall in every case be borne 
by either or both of said railroad companies affected thereby. 

Sec. 13. All supervision and action of the commissioners of the District of 

Columbia under or by virtue of the provisions of this act shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War. 
. 14. That the owner of any interest in any real estate which may be in- 
juriously affected by the exercise of any of the powers or authority by this act 
granted (in cases in which no part of such real estate is taken or occupied under 
the authority of this act) shall be paid the damage done to his interest in such 
real estate so injuriously affected as aforesaid by the corporation or other per- 
son or persons who shall cause such injury. To this end any such owner may 
apply by short petition to the supreme court of the District of Colmambia, at any 
general term thereof, stating the case and the amount of the damages claimed, 
and said court shall, upon reasonable notice to the party complained against, 
thereupon appoint three competent and disinterested persons commissioners 
to examine the property alleged to have been so injuriously affected, and hear 
evidence on the subject, and to decide and report to the court what amount of 
damages, if any, has been or is likely to be done to such interest in such prop- 
erty by the exercise of the powers of this act granted. The court may confirm, 
modify, or set aside such report as may be conformable to law and justice, and 
render judgment accordingly, with costs. Any sum so finally adjudged any 
such petitioner shall be paid to him by the party against whom the judgment 
shall be rendered, and execution may issue therefor. And if any such judg- 
ment shall not be satisfied within sixty days after its rendition, the said court 
ill have power, and it shall be its duty, upon petition therefor by the party 
rrieved, to enjoin the further exercise of the powers and the operation of the 
works in respect of which such damages were adjudged. 

Sx Chat Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act; and 

| existing laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed, 

Mr. MORRILL Mr. President, were I to consult my own comfort 
alone, or that of my fellow-Senators, I should notinflict a railroad speech 
upon the Senate to-day, but what seems to be a stern duty must not be 
shirked. 

To our great hurt we here appear to have subsidized, so to say, the 
most wealthy and powerful railroad corporation of the country, by per- 
mitting one of its many feeders or branches to enter the city of Wash- 
ington rampant, there to be petted as a spoiled child with legislative 
sugar-plums, and to strangle with an iron garrote a public park of much 
promise to the city, and to overrun and practically swallow up other 
important reservations, as well as large avenues and streets, which have 
often been stained with human blood by numerous railroad homicides. 

Ought we not to have some faith, even though we could wish it were 
stronger, that the representatives of States and of the people will cour- 
ageously declare this unfortunate railroad land grant unearned—treat- 
ing the case with the same measure of even-handed justice we award 
to other unearned land grants elsewhere—and restore it to the city of 
Washington, to which it rightfully belongs, as a precious and inalien- 
able gift from its founders? 

The substitute offered by me for the steam-railroad bill will be rec- 
ognized by the Committee on the District of Columbia in its main 
features as the previous laborious work of a most respectable number 
of that committee; and, while it may not all be beyond amendment, 
it appeared to me so well aud fairly drawn that I have taken the lib- 
erty to present it, with the hope that it may find some favor with the 
committee and much more with the Senate. It is, however, in some 
respects a transcript of the bill for which it is offered as a substitute, 
except the provision that the tracks on Sixth street are to be removed, 
and that the depots, instead of being on the park, are to be south of 
the intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues, or nearly as origi- 
nally intended by Congress and asked for by the road in 1878. Some 
of the provisions of the bill reported by the Senator from Illinois, 
granting extraordinary additional privileges to the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad, may be tolerated, but, if all were to be granted, there 
would hardly be room left for any other railroad accommodations in 
that part of the city. 

The substitute will largely not only relieve the northeastern part of 
the city from unnecessary occupation of streets and avenues, but wholly 
relieve the park from present absolute railroad domination. 


rice 


SS ee 


i” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


EE 


JULY 2, 


With the passenger stations placed, as proposed by the substitute 
south of the intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues, they wou!d 
be nearer to some of the principal hotels of the city, and uot one-third 
of amile or more than three minutes farther away from any. The cost 
of reaching the stations from hotels would not be increased a single 
farthing, and the great Maryland and Virginia avenues, as well as som: 
reservations, would be released from some part of their present unlaw- 
ful occupation. The hotels were mostly in their present positions lon, 
before the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad was introduced here; and ii 
this road were to be removed from Sixth street, the hotels would still 
remain where their original proprietors chose to plant them, and would 
still retain any small advantage to be found in the shorter distance to 
the railroad stations. 

The hotels now existing or which may hereafter exist, ean safely be 
left to adjust their own relations to railroad depots. ‘Transient visitors 
coming here by railroad, seldom oftener than once a year, or once in a 
lifetime, should have proper consideration, but not more, rather less, 
than the life-long residents of the city whose welfare and property are 
to be oftener, more seriously, and permanently affected; and not so 
much as national legislators, whose reputation for wearing no badge oi 
corporation servitude, and for sound judgment and impartial justice 
should not be exposed to any disparagement. 

Like the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, I willingly credi 
tie Pennsylvania Railroad Company with being managed by the mos 
astute and accomplished railroad men of the country, and with deal- 
ing handsomely with the public in most all other localities but that ot 
Washington, where it stands ready to higgle and quarrel with Congres 
and with everybody for the ninth part of a hair. In Philadelphia it 
is lavish in its display of accommodations in the heart of the city, and 
there ungradgingly assumes the expenditure of millions of dollars. 
Here, on the contrary, it seems parsimonious and to rely upon the 
bounties of the Government, and, after that, upon grabbing like a free- 
booter, as I shall hereafter show, what ever it can get hold of. 

On the great thoroughfare between Washington and the city of New 
York, the Pennsylvania Railroad appears to have an iron-bound monop- 
oly, impenetrable at either end by any rivals proposing competition. 
The accommodations on their limited express trains are unsurpassable, 
and, if the charges for fares are not also unsurpassable, they are very 
much more than the charges per mile to Chicago and much more than 
the rates allowed on the great lines in the State of New York. 

No one appreciates more than I do the*power of the gigantic Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company, or more fully comprehends the difficulty 
that Congress must meet in doing anything in relation to the interests 
of that company to which it does not freely consent. It has eminent 
and very reputable friends. To escape any new competition, and to 
maintain any lawful advantages it now holds, I do not say that it has 
retained in the District or will retain a single attorney; but it is safe to 
say that it is able to retain every attorney in Washington to see to it 
that the smell of fire shall not touch the hem of its garments. It has 
got its foot on the neck of the park, and it has come to stay, if it can, 
butit would not willingly consentto a joint occupancy of even Naboth’s 
vineyard, and has no idea of loving any railroad neighbor like itself. 

I have no personal grievance whatever against this or any other rail- 
road company, but I feel that the people of every State have some in- 
terest in the matter now pending, and will hold Congress to a rigid ac- 
countability for any action that does not point to the permanent well 
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the old Mall, as it was handed down tous by the Father of his Country, 
to be maintained as a national park, such as decorate all other national! 
capitals, and a decoration of which very few of the principal American 
cities are now destitute. 

In order, it would seem, that no evidence should be wanting of the 
absolute cleavage and wide disintegration of the park, the bill in charg 
of the Senator from West Virginia provides that, on the east and west 
sides of the strips 1,000 feet long by 100 feet wide of the park, which are 
to be freshly granted, the railroads shall erect substantial walls 10 feet 
high! These walls, therefore, are to inclose a space, including Sixth 
street, of over 300 feet wide and 1,000 feet long, in order, as the bill 
without a blush confesses, tomake two parks, east and west, where there 
is scant room for one, or ‘‘ that a view of the trains upon said tracks shall 
be shut out from the view of persons using the public parks lying east 
and west of thesaid railroad tracks.’’ The present bridge over Sixth 
street is also to be extended over the additional ‘‘strips of the public 
reservations granted,’’ and as described, with ‘‘ proper ornamentation 
and side-guards to prevent a view of the engines passing under said 
bridge by persons or animals using the same.’’ Engines, however, 
under this narrow bridge, to hide their diminished heads, should be o1 
the Tom Thumb variety, not the Big Moguls, and any ornamentation 
to conceal their approach must be a rare example of high-art, but no 
‘* side-guards’’ will be likely to deaden or spike the ears of persons or 
animals when exposed to the calliope music of the steam-whistle. 

It is undoubtedly true that a large portion of the public has been ask- 
ing for a bill from the Committee on the District of Columbia which 
would remove the depot and all tracks from Sixth street. Instead or 
this they present a bill to increase the wretched existing outrage by 
doubling the tracks on Sixth street and by planting on the opposite 
side another depot, also upon the park, and finally by surrendering Sixth 
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; rity vy, and in 
onof the site. They haveal 
241, and 309, although prohibited 
ring an) »owned by the United States, and it appears 
» the readiest Jand-jumperoftheage. Between New Jersey avenuc 
yuth itol street, where, by the map of 1872, it would appear 
t one track only was authorized or ns there are now not 
han ei ight tracks, some of which even trench upon the side- walk 
servation 17. In addition tothis four tracks ‘icdee taal aoe reser- 
174; four other tracks cover reservation 178, and four more tracks 
and « ’ servation 241. All of these, as wellas the track across 
Jersey avenue to square 737, though short, have been made with- 
lig) thority and in defiance = LW These reservations 
of the tri rular s) hape pe uliar to Washington, and are greatly ap- 
ated by its citi , but the aggressive war pow rs of appropria- 


ion by this ste: lroad seem to be autocratic, and an act of Con- 


sis looke n apparently with contempt. 


Che four tracks v ich go over reservation 174, also cross New Jer- 
avenue and irst street southeast, without any legal authority 
tever, nor is there any authority of law for the four tracks which 

invaded ré vation 178 to cross Half street southeast. There is 
another b ch of tracks over the small reservation 109, which 
hout authority of law. Having only an implied 

large reservation 101, of 24 acres, with one 


they have placed upon it a large group of 


tly covered with trains or with loaded or 
| freight delivery is here and on the public 
‘freight is daily unloaded from day] 
‘nue from Sixth to Seventh streets ai 
s from Ninth to Thirteen-and-one-half streets, 
iuthority of law. The most important reserva- 
y or ones in the south part of the city have thus 
railroad company, and instead of being improved 
ble d coration the y hi ive been made a positive nui- 
i 3 keenly fi it by citizens in this vicinity, wl 
ranted and protected else where are 
property in this locality, it is declared, 
n i azo, while values only two squares aw: 
e been quadrupled. The : further weighty conside zations affect- 
business interests. committee of the citizens of W ashington re- 
d as follow 


avenues at the transverse streets by shift- 
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ing engines and trains practically cuts in two the business of the city, so t] 
merchants and business men have almost ceased to look to the river! Poton 
asa means of transportation because of the inconvenience and delay exp: 
enced in transferring it after leaving the wharf. 
Che lawful rights of those who have purchased lots and have 
idences near to any of these reservations with the 


rding to the original plan of the OW; | tl 


il 
open spaces, have been rudely invaded if no 


ted Tights, however, of these residents are not inferi 
any railroad, and they are entit to some proper 1 

fhe intere l 

polrrng depen 

| be seen 

That I have 
ful trespasses uj 
Railroad Company m: 
ports of Colonel Wil 


reet north, 
Obvious 
ra curvature 
Dut trac 
grounds 1 
obtaining standi 
ssertion, it seems. 
It is clearly a bald usurpatio 
0 get possession of more than was gran 
The criminal ease reported of the Uni 
nd Potomac Railroad Company, 
ining a nuisance by allowing 
loading and unloading the same, 
againstthe company. Butitis not ur 
any more obedience to the court than it 
| gress, 
| The proof of there flagrant abuse 


ne ro 


the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company has will y broke 


so-called charter and would justify its forfeiture under the most 
mary process by the courts; but full wer ving been especi 
served to alter or amend, it is incontestable that the road i 
amenable to the discretion of Congressas it would beif now, f 
time, it were asking for permission to enter the District. 

I have no chronic hostility to railroads; ften patroniz 
own stock in some of them, and would own moreif able, but 
not change my opinion that th y owe obe to pul ylic law: 
as much as private citizen Laws should not be made, : 
the venerable proverb, like cobwebs, only to catch flie 
| hornets go free. 

} <A tunnel for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company under Capit 
Hill so far removed as Third or Ninth street east does not appear 
so very objectionable. When it was proposed by a majority of the 
mittee some years ago to have a big tunnel much nearer to the 
and in front of the new Library, the question might then have | 
asked, If we were to get it and should not like it, what could w 
with it? However prone to escape from it we might be, it would « 
tainly be a difficult hole to creep out of. Great bores are not easily 
dismissed. I regret that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
are no longer willing, as President Garrett formerly appeared to be, to 
place all their tracks outside of the boundary, then r tl 
city by the Eastern Branch. 

When the national capital was established here railroads had 
been invented, and no provision was made for their introduction. 
Now all arrangements for them must be laboriously studied and care- 
fully fixed, so far as possible for all time, where they will do the least 
harm and most promote the convenience and future welfare of the cit; 

The permanent interests of the roads can only be secured by a re 
moval from their present inharmonious relations with each other, and 
with a large portion of the people of the city, by some radical change 
of their too extensive occupation and hostile obstruction of streets and 
ave nues, and by a just and final adjustment of their own mutual and 

uF ashing rivalries. The present railroad stations are both, as to their 
sites and a pproaches, almost equally scandalous and unsatisfactory, 
and only less so as to the character of the depot buildings. Removal 
and reform should alike impartially overtake them both together. 
ae ‘here is no reason why we should be sooner rid of one abomination 





than the other, save that the youngest and latest is the more : 
offender. ‘* Asking nothing but what is right and submitting to noth- 
ing wrong,’’ we may, if net .d be, use either road to drive out the other— 
Even as heat another heat expels, 


As one nail by strength drives out anoth 


her. 
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as New York h 
have been, nor even as lib 
may be « <p cted to b 
publie spirit, and expec 


; 
and once posse 


and Bost 

beet but We 
1ent 
we own 


nor as liberal as Chicago, Buffalo, 
ral as many rural towns have 
not wholly strangers to their refinen 


ted to reclaim the modest little park 


us been, 


and 


We are profi ig to revere the memory of Washington by a monn 
ment on the western portion of this ground, which lacks nothing o! 


sublimity in its unequaled height and dimensions, completed at a 
of more than a million dollars; but all who may hereafter ascen 


lofty summit ai 


at ts 
ALOLS 


id look out upon the wonderful panorama presented 
where men are reduced to the size of pigmies, where we seem t 
‘‘take up the isles as a very little thing,’’ and to ‘‘lay the eart! 
in a balance’’—will often have their eyes riveted upon the park once 


as dear to Washington as the apple of his eye, and not less dear to us 
as the painstaking work of Jefferson, now proposed to be completely 
beh d, the head forever separated from the trunk, by an impass 
able and walled gulffrom which the steam, smoke and soot of a rook- 
ery of engines will be continually ascending, and will wonder why an 
American Congress should permit so foul a blotch to besmirch the face 
of » picture, and more wonder why the reverence paid to 
Washington should be so blasphemed on the ground where his memory 
was intended to be forever consecrated. 

Ought we not to have the privilege to visit the monument directly 
from the Capitol, without peril and without going a roundabout zigzz 
way to it through back streets? 

We spare no expenditure for the preservation of a National Park on 
the Yellowstone, which comparatively few Americans will ever see, 
and yet we are almost hopelessly contending for the preservation, with- 
out any expenditure, of a park in the National Capital, which all good 
Americans hope to see before they die. 

Washington and Jefferson had most to do with the location and plan 
of the city of Washington. They looked upon it as it would appear 
after the march of centuries. It was to be the city where would be 
lodged the power and government of the chief part of North America; 
and Washington, more elated than was in accord with his usual tem- 
per, wrote in 1791 to Mrs, Fairfax, that— 

A century hence, if this country keeps united, it will produce a city, though 
not as large as London, yet of a magnitude inferior to few others in Europe. 


so grand 


ug 


Jefferson, a great lover of the natural beauty of American scenery, 
had resided some years abroad, where he acquired much of his artistic 
taste and liberal culture, and, though he was a theoretical republican 
of the straitest sect, he brought home plans of a dozen of the most fa- 
mous capitals of Europe with which to supply some ambitious hints 
for the capital of the New World. Jefferson would be content with 
nothing inferior to the Old World, and with nothing short of scientific 
accuracy as to the points of the compass of the streets north and south, 
east and west; but for all this he demanded the rigid standard of re- 
publican economy, and would pay the engineer for laying out the 
ground, according to the plan already adopted, $5 per day only. The 
excellence of the original plan secured its prompt acceptance—an ex- 
cellence more and more appreciated as the skeleton plan gradually puts 
ou its beautiful garments and practically displays the symmetry of 
advancing maturity and completed proportions. 

in these early days the Government had no embarrassment of riches; 


there was no surplus revenue to perplex Congress or with which even 
te build the proposed new and more Southern capital, and, therefore, 
Virginia donated for this object $120,000 and Maryland $72,000 more; 
but these sums were not enough, and, after many fruitless attempts to 
raise more money, the President made a personal appeal to the State of 
‘larvland for a loan of $100,000. The credit of the United States Gov- 


ernment, however, was then so feeble and uncertain that the State ab- 

itely refused the loan without an additional personal guaranty from 
the three building commissioners, which was at length given; and 

hington said, although it looked ‘‘strange,’’ that ‘‘the necessity of 
tlie case justified the obtaining of it ou almost any terms.’’ The in- 
lorsed paper was in due time paid to the State of Maryland, although 
the records of the Treasury Department, having thrice been destroyed 
by tire, do not now show the details of the transaction. 

Strained as our Government then was for funds, and as rampant as 
was the speculative demand kere for city lots, the Government did not 
part with one jot or tittle of Jefferson’s darling park, then called the 
Mall, but it was held intact, as sacred as the garden of the Hes- 
perides, in order ‘‘to form,’’ as it was declared— 


19 
Mh 


A broad and uninterrupted landscape connection between the square on which 
were to be placed the executive buildings and the grounds for the future site of 
the Capitol. 

We hold this ancient park in trust from the original proprietors, and 
can not afford to do less than to hand over the heritage with deferen- 
tial fealty to our successors, whole and unincumbered. 

We hold the park for the health and happiness of the greatest num- 
ber of people, of those destitute of horses and carriages, aud unable to 
incur daily expense for their hire, but who, with their families, when 
through with the labors and fatigues of the day, or of sedentary life, 
iucluding weary brain-workers, would often gladly seek one of the 
dearest pleasures of lite—fresh air and restored vigor—on terms which 
they could accept. It is a park close at hand, in the very heart of the 





| charming rural scenery of the Soldiers’ 


| happiness. 


| by the representatives of the nation with at 
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ity, with a landscape and walks to be made tand attractive by 
e foliage and fragrance of all the trees and shrubs which thrive in 
iis favored latitude with a natural splendor of health and beauty 
It i that the suburbs of Washington are sweetened by the 
Home, brimming with rhodo- 
the forest, and those who can afford the ex- 
pense occasionally also may visit the rare and silent beauty of Oak Hill 
nd Arli those cities of the dead; but 
rounds so far away, are chiefly visited by mourners, who sadly 
their tributes of tears and flowers, and are only rarely 
citizens, or by playing children in the buoyant 


true 


lrous andthe odors of 


en 
lu 
yton silent these hallowed 


bring 
seen by weary 
ursuit of health and 
These must have their joys near home or have nothing. 
rhe city of Washington belongs to the nation and should be guarded 
much patriotic 
pride as the capitals of States are guarded by State representatives. 

Little heed appears to have been given to former petitions, or to later 
protests, of large numbers of the most substantial citizens of Washing- 
ton, and therefore the non-resident capitalists and promoters of the 
destruction of the park appear to expect Congress will respond to every 
fresh demand that may be made by railroad potentates. It was not 
enough that the park should receive a fatal stab from one railroad cor- 
poration, but it is proposed to inflict some punishment after death by 
a division and distribution of its garments among those assumed to be 
willing to become equal partners in the outrage. The bill in charge of 
the Senator from West Virginia is based on the idea that not enough 
has been done for the benefit of the Baltimore and Potomac Company. 
We granted, beyond a valuable franchise, the use of avenues andstreets 
without cost for their tracks. We gave the company the Long Bridge 
in perpetuity, and have let them have the use of depot land assessed 
at $240,000 (but worth much more) for sixteen years, subject to the 
payment of taxes. The appetite of the corporation has grown upon 
what it has fed, and the ability of the United States to furnish further 
bounties is assumed to be equal to the greed of the company. By this 
bill farther large slices of the park, to be cut ‘‘nearest to the heart,’’ 
on each side of Sixth street, 109 feet wide and 1,000 feet long, and 
then further extended through the park with a width of 50 feet, are 
offered as an additional half-million inducement to the railroads not 
to abandon the public park. A still farther royal bounty is offered in 
the complete surrender of Sixth street to the railroad companies to be 
occupied by their tracks and sheds. Lots, wherever the companies 
think necessary, in any direction and almost without limitation, are 
also authorized to be acquired. The era of railroad ascendancy may 
not yet have passed away, and, if ticket-offices within the Capitol 
were to be demanded, Iam not sure they would not be refused with 
some regret, as they would be soneighborly and so convenient. 

The improvident provisions of the grant, and I hope to be pardoned 
for resurrecting the fact, were originally made by justly exasperated 
Congressmen to punish one railroad corporation for a witless refusal to 
make close and proper connections with another; but our bitter exper- 
ience, like that of Acsop’s frogs, hasshown that we can not afford to change 
King Log for King Stork, and let us admit that few human punishments, 
even of railroad sinners, should be everlasting. The past offenses ot 
omission are more easily condoned than those of present actual and ob- 
stinate transgression. Self-interest possibly might have been trusted 
in the long run to remedy disjointed railroad connections, and to have 
supplied brass checks for through baggage; but it rarely makes haste 
without coercion to remedy a grievance that yields dividends, and there- 
fore the people of Washington have been compelled with almost a 
united voice to come to Congress and humbly pray relief. C 
must be held responsible for the beginning, and I hope will obt« 
credit for the ending of this long-endured and rank-growing grievance. 

The Baltimore and Potomac Railroad, while asking unstinted favors 
of Congress, four times from 1867 to 1871, never hinted at a depot or 
the park, but was content with the act of Congress which placed tl 
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Ongress 


ne 
depot no nearer than Virginia avenue; but the city aldermen here 

the clay in the hands of the potters, ordered it otherwise, and gave the 
railroad the freedom of the park, supposing themselves superior to 
Congress, and Congress in 1872 jumped to the same conclusion. On 
an appeal, now, from that decision, the question is shall it be aflirmed 
by the sober second thought of Congress ? 

The danger to life and limb from tracks placed on the surface of 
streets and crossings needs no further illustration by the railroads, cer- 
tainly not by me, and the question is, shall it be indefinitely con- 
tinued ? 

If the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad has repeatedly violated the 
conditions of its charter, as I think has been fully shown, in what 
quarter is it to summon pity, when there is no purpose of vengeance, 
nor of injustice, but only a purpose to confer upon the road all the 
proper privileges which could be claimed even by a corporation adorned 
with modesty and all the virtues ? 

The steam-railroads here appear tobe eager and extensive purchasers 
of lots and parcels of land, evidently having great confidence in such 
investments, and able to pay for more. Then why should the city 
Washington be called upon to donate land in half million Inmps for 
their benefit? Is there a city in the country with 200,000 inhabitants 
which has ever donated any part of a central public reservation to a 
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steam-railroad years after the construction of its main stem to be used 
as a passenger depot? The city nearly doubles its population at every 
decade, and is likely to hold 400,000 within the next dozen years. 

Conceited foreign critics with compassionate superiority often sweetly 
remind Americans of many short-comings, of making the ‘almighty 
dollar ’’ the gauge of every man’s eminence, of having no interest in 
anything which does not add to the bulk of material prosperity, and of 
being wholly destitute of the instincts which respond to letters, to the 
arts, and to thelove of beanty. However gross and unsubstantial these 
charges may be, would not Congress and the American people incur a 
more merited reproach were we now to prefer the distinction of inti 
sive railroad stations in the foreground of the National Capitol t tha 
of a clean, interesting, and beautiful park, and a park hallow: dw ith all 
the memories of the dawn of our Re public? Would it not show som 
decadence of public spirit from that of our ancesto 

But, leaving the park wholly outside of the question, Iam persuaded 
that any competent board of engineers, acting in the interest of the 
roads as well as of the public, would locate the railroad stations s ~ 
of the intersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues. It would be 
great boon to the roads. ‘There they would no longer be cr: im pei 1 for 
room, nor would the public , and there the elevated ground would per- 
mit the sinking of the tracks below the surface and out of the way of 
all danger. The railroads can afford to treat the c ity of Washington 
generously. They can not afford to leave the question as tothe proper 
site of stations in acondition to excite unrest and perpetual discontent; 
nor canrailroads afford toaugment their capital by the diminution of one 
of the most conspicuous resources of Washington to rank and precedence 
among the foremost national capitals of the world. 

Mr. President, I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate bill No. 2916, to define the routes of steam-railroads 
in the District of Columbia and for other purposes, and all amendments thereto, 
together with the substitute proposed, and Senate bill No. 2515, to authorize the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for 
railway purposes in the District of Columbia, with all amendments proposed 
thereto, be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with in- 
structions to report a bill: 

First. Appropriating one street only to tracksof the Baltimore and Ohio Rail 
road Company in the northeastern part of the city, and authorizing a tunnel 
under Capitol Hill to a pointon the north side of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad tracks, ; 

Second. Providing equal sites for stations of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company and the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company south of the 
tersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues, 

Third, Providing equal privileges to acquire rea 
for their railway use and accommodation. 

Fourth, Providing for the removal of tracks and sheds on Sixth street, and 
for the paymentto the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company for the depot 
and bridge on Sixth street. 

Fifth. For placing all railroad tacks as far as poss 
any streets and avenues. : 

Sixth. Providing forthe payment to abutting lot-owners or occupants foran 
and all damages that they may sustain by reason of the construction, main 
tenance, and operation of the said railroad or any tracks thereot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont de- 
sire immediate action upon the resolution ? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


1 estate adjoining their lines 


ble below the surface of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. On Thursday last the Senate ordered 
that the consideration of the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama 
[ Mr. MORGAN] and the fisheries treaty should be resumed at the con- 
clusion of the routine morning business to-day, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAr] being entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 
I will say that it is necessary in order to consider the treaty that we 
should go into open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MORGAN. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion will be necessary to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the treaty in open executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. It was my purpose to make that motion, but the Sen 
ator from Alabama anticipated me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDEN'Y pro tempore. The motion not being debatable, the 
Senator from Maine can proceed only by unanimous consent. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam compelled by the situation of the river and har- 
bor bill to ask fartherinduigence on the part of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and that he will permit us to proceed with that bill this morn- 
ing, asit is in the Senate and all the amendments have been concurred 
in but two or three. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 


imous consent that the order for the consideration of the resolutions of 


the Senator from Alabama and the fisheries treaty made on Thursday 
last may be informally laid aside to enable the Senate to proceed with 
the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the river and harbor bill was fully 


discussed last week and reported to the Senate, and all the amendments | 
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urred in except three, which have been fully discussed, but which 
ire of an important character, and on which a yea-and-nay vote was de- 


sired. If we can have an understanding that we shall come to a vot 
n those amendments, I shall be very glad to agree to the suggestion. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempor Che number ofamendments! rved 
lor separate action was five. Doesthe Senator from Massachusetts ask 
for any understanding? 


Ir, HOAR. I should like to have an understand that the nd- 


| ments be voted upon without de 


Mr. TELLER. They can not } icted on wit] t some ¢ ‘ 
The Senator from Missouri [| Mr. Vt reserved t ! t to « ra 














separate vote on the Hennepin Canal and e | Rive l- 
ments, and they will certainly lead to ie d 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understa é 
from Colorado to object to any agreement or understanding— 

Mr. TELLE I shall have to object 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That the vote shall be taken on the 
rese age amendments 

TELLER. Without debate 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore Inthe Senate without debat Che 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] asks unanimous consent that the 
order of Thursday last may be informally suspended so that the con 
sideration of the river and harbor bill may be resumed Is t ‘ )- 
jection ? 

Mr. TELLEI I do net think that a vote ought to be taken upon 


Illinois and Hennepin Canal propositions in the Senate without ; 
further presentation of the facts in the case. I do not want to delay 
the Senator from Maine, who wishes to go away, I understand _ 
neither of the Senators who had this matter in charge is here. WI! 

it came up in the Senate I was illy prepared to present the matter; 


} 


the Senator from Iowafl Mr. ALLISON], who is interested in it. was en- 


gaged in the Committee on Appropriations and it does not seem to ne, 
if the Senator from Missouri insists on calling for a vote in the Senate, 
that it ought to be allowed to pass without some further attention. If 
the Senator will withdraw his call and let it stand on the vote that 


we gave as in Committee of the Whole, I am satistied then to let the 
matter go. 

Mr. VEST. Iam anxious to take up the river and harbor bill and 
dispose of it, and I shall not insist upon a vote in the Senate. I will 
let the vote stand and risk the conference committee on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope the conference will not regard the proposi 
tion as having been passed without a judgment of the Senate on the 
question. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, well, if you are g 
into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wanta debate. Iam ready for a debate 
however. 

Mr. VEST. Well, lam. Iam readv, too, to leave it to the con 
ference; but if the Senator is not we shall go into a debate, that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri to withdraw his demand fora separate vote on the H« 
nepin Canal amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I suppose there will be no objection to having 
a vote on the other amendments without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the order of Thursday last may be informally laid 
aside and that the consideration of the river and harbor bill may be 
resumed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. ] 


ying to have a debate, let us go 


DEN, one of oe taries, announced that the President had, on the 2Utk 
ultimo, approved and signed the following acts 

An act (S. 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright: 

An act (S. 1241) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City, by dumping or 
otherwise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; 

An act (S 2882 to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due hit nder 


t 


he act of Mat ch 3, A. D. 1883; and 

An act (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or nea 
Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 


RIVER AND HARDOR BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) mak 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 


tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che tirst reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, reserved for a 
separate vote, was, in section 1, page 6, line 128, after the words ‘* New 
York,’ to strike out ‘‘continuing’’ and insert “to complete;’’ and in 
line 129, after the word ‘‘improvement,”’ tostrike out ‘one hundred 
and insert ‘‘ninety-five;’’ so as to make the clause read 


Improving Buttermilk Channel, New York: To comp!ete improvem $55,- 
ooo - 


Mr. EVARTS. I hope the Senate will refuse to concur in this 
amendment. 
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On page 49, line 1180. after the word “‘ harbor,’’ 
numittee of the Whole, struck out the clause exten: 
18 
The 
ted by the Senate. 


At 


amendment proposed by th 
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Mr. BECK. 

Mr. HOAR. 
whether by 
in any other wa: 
fore the Senate on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky gave 
notice that at that point he desired to move an amendment in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That requires a new motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
Kentucky desire to submit an amendment in the Senate ? 

Mr. BECK. I have one suggestion to make. I have a letter here, 
and if the chairman does not think after reading the communication 
that that clause ought to go in I will consent that it may be stricken 
in the conference. It is a matter merely in the discretion of the 
Seci ‘tary of War. 

Mr. FRYE. It does not increase or decrease the amount appropri- 
ated. Ishall not object to allowing the amendment of the committee 
to he agreed to, with the understanding that in the committee of con- 
ference it will be rejected if the committee is not satisfied from the 
letter given to me that the amendment ought to be made. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to amend the bill by inserting what will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1179, after the word ‘‘ harbor,’’ 

And $30,000 of said sum of $380,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
may beexpended in the discretion of the Secretary of War in repairing the dam 
at the head of Cumberland Island, and building a dam from the head of Dog 
Island to the Illinois shore ; and $30,000 of said sum of $380,000 may be expended 
in protecting the harbor at Cairo, I1lL., in the discretion of the Secretary of War 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

rhe next reserved amendment was, in section 1, line 1138, to strike 
the word ‘‘continuing ’’ and insert: 


ne 


The next reserved amendment will 
be 


out 


For the purchase of the improvements known as the Green and Barren River 
improvements, $135,000: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended 
until a fulland absolute conveyance of said improvements, together with rights 
of way, easements, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every nature belonging 
to or connected with said improvements, by the owner or owners thereof, and 
the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the Secretary 
of War that the title is perfect. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This amendment having been agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole, and the amendment having been re- 
served by the chairman of the Committee, the question recurs upon 
concurring in the same in the Senate. [Putting the question.] The 
ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. FRYE. Ithink that there ought to be a yea-and-nay vote on 
concurring in the amendment, because there is another amendment 
pending, known as the Portage Lake improvement, which certainly ought 
to vo into the bill if this one does. I shall feel, so far as I am con- 
erned, instructed by the vote of the Senate on this amendment as to 
the other 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
upon concurring in this amendment the yeas and nays may be entered 
on the Journal. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator from Maine will not insist on the 
yeas and nays. Let this stand as it is now carried, and should the 
other proposition be voted on and rejected, I shall move to reconsider 
the vote by which this amendment was concurredin. Tagree entirely 
with the Senator from Maine that these two things stand in precisely 
the same category Chey are both important; they both impose heavy 
taxes now ommerce, which everywhere else in the country is free. 
I fully ag im that they ought to go together, but I think the 
course I suggest will enable us to apply the sense of the Senate as it 
may be indicated in the one instance alike to the other. 

Mr. TELLER. Both ought to go in? 

Mr. KENNA. Yes. 
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This amendment was inserted asin 
Committee of the Whole. It was reserved for a separate vote, and the 
question now recurs on concurring in the Senate in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole, upon which the yeasand nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
Kentucky ? 

The PRESIDE 
Kentucky. 

Mr. TELLER. 
appropriation ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was amended as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the motion of the Senator from Kentucky by 
inserting the language that has been read at the desk. The question 
recurs in the Senate upon concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. The Secretary will call the roll on concur- 
ring in the amendment. 

‘Lhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Michigan [ Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom]. Ido not know how he would vote 
on this question, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called On this and all other 
questions I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HArgts]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] on party questions. As I’do not under- 
tand that there is any partisanship in this question, I vote ‘*‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER.] I am not aware 
how he would vote on this question. I suppose his colleague [Mr. 
KENNA] can inform me. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no positive knowledge on the subject, but I 
think my colleague would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I will take the responsibility 
of relieving the Senator from Pennsylvania of his pair if he desires to 
vote, 

Mr. QUAY. Then I vote ‘‘yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] upon party questions, but not considering this to be a political 
question, I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from New York to the fact that a previous pair had been 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Before the vote is taken on the next resers ment to t 
amendment I wish to reserve, if I am not too late. and if I am too lat question re it ‘ t ci ‘ 
I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote on ihe If pin ¢ l | tee of t] nset { f e 1601 t 
amendment. clusive. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the right I LUM : W t ; 
the Senator to ask for a separate vote as reserved | ' ,’ , : bia 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iwas absent on duty of the Senate inaconfer ; i a Si 1 in 
committee when the reservations were made. 
Mr. TELLER. If that is done I shall then regard it as the right 
the friends of the canal to discuss the proposition further, notwithstand lof t com n, and I do not think there has « 
ing the inconvenience it may cause to the Senator from Ma ‘ ol it ry ' » badlv ¢ 
It was agreed in the absence of the Senator from Ohio that the call for f for the amount that has been appro; ted as it has bec 
a separate vote on concurring in the amendment should be withdrawn lministration of that commission. 
and that it might go to a vote. But : ‘ t the theory upon which the commission pro 
Mr. SHERMAN I have no desire to discuss it. [ nply desire to I theory upon which the approy itions were made meas 
ré ‘ord my vote on it. { ym 3s } = «le t of p ite} erest ul 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The <t reserved amendment l ks of that riv I was not present the « t but I rea 
be stated. LECORD a statement coming, | l from the ‘ from Mis 
The next reserved amendment wasstated to be, in section 1, after lin Mr. Vest] to the effect that there was no navigation practica l 
1600, to insert: the river, and that is true. 
That so much of an act entitled “‘An act making appropriations for the « Mr. VEST. Ont pwes 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har Mr. PLUMB. On the lower partof it, that is the 1 
bors, and for her purposes,’ approved July 5, 1884, creating the Misso this money is to be expended. and the part in whic h I hay n : 
River Commission, detining its powers and duties, be, and the same is hereb . | . 
revealed ern, as the people of Kansas hay 
ois ee eee ‘ o improve the Missouri River from yas toan 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment made as i: reasonable purposes of nav » conn 2 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the Senate ? 00.000 or $15.000.000. I believe tl ated $10 
Mr. PADDOCK. I hope this amendment will not be concurred in. | gag gy 0. and we all know that the estimates are within rather 1 


I think the Committee on Commerce is not tenacious as to the adoption | without the requirements of the situation. Thatamount of mon¢ 

of the amendment. | As I stated Saturday, this subject is under con- | never he appr ypriated; that is, it will not be for many years to co 
sideration by the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississip; at all events not in time todoany good. In the mean time we are 
River and its Tributaries, and until we shall have an opportunity to | inv into that turbid stream half a million dollars a year, over a million 
complete that investigation and make our report I do not think that | 4), r. and with n ceptible , hicl 








, iS year, and with ho perceptibie etiect upon an iterest which l 
so radical a change as this ought to be made. ve said to relate to that en Meanwhile tream is cutti! 

Mr. VEST. I suppose I am responsible for the amendment. Iam | away the hank portant place It is de ving ¢ veal : 
not at all exigent about the matter. If the Senators upon the Upper | greds of thousands of dollars imal ‘ ! al veneen Xtal be 
Missouri River who have some steam-boats left want to trv this com- nd that is going on notwithstanding Coneress has done everything ex- 
mission until another river and harbor bill is prepared, I have no dis- } ,,., » order the Commission to do sameth oO pre Sit 
position to detain the Senate. Isuggest to the Senator from Nebraska, onvress gave them an admonition in the river and harbor bill that 
however, if this amendment repealing the law creating the commission | 4}. ») 7 should be. or at least might be expended. if it not an 
be not agreed to, then he will have to amend the text of the amend- | exact direction that it should be expende: [ do not know but t 
ment of the committee by inserting, after the words ‘‘Secretary of | it said that so much as they deemed necessary should be expended 
War,’’ in line 1568, the words ‘‘in accordance with the plans, specifi- | certain specified points. The result was that they expended no 
cations, and recommendations of the Missouri River Commission.’’ St. Joseph, at Atchison, and at Leaven th ore inte : 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis right. That ought to be done. peril, large property interests, interests of individuals, interests of rail 

Mr. VEST. When it was proposed to repeal the act creating the sendt eaanmes aa and interes on @ bridge companies, and interests of 
Missouri River Commission, as a matter of course those words were private pers ns ‘on ) unless something is don » the destruction 
taken out of the bill as it came from the House; but they will have to | tyere wi l be Seren diable. and we mi vell not have it done 
be put back if the commission is retained. it all unless it is done very soon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the amendment is not concurred in that will Mr. PADDOCK. I shou ce to ask the Senator a question. | 
have to be done. mt ; wk him if that not due to the fact. as stated by the Senator 

Mr. \ EST. If the amendment rep aling the act that creates the | yissouri on Saturday, that the commission had not been supported 
commission be not agreed to, that is, if the action of the Commer proper appropriations by Congress; that it had made its re nda 
Committee is overruled as to that amendment repealing the act ap- | tions. ied that Congress uniformly had refused to grant its requests ? 
proved July 5, 1884, it will be necessary then to add at the end of line | | go not propose to indorse the ; reonnel of the commission: I do not 
1568, *‘in accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommenda- | ,now anything about it. My desire is simply to keep it until some- 
tions of the Missouri River Commission.”’ thine better can be secured, _ 
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begin at the mouth of the river and work up with their improvements. | Things occurred there which, if they had been carried on by anybody 
That is all right as a theory; but while they were working it out under | else but Army officers, would have led to but one general conclusion 
. , . ’ 


any appropriation Congress could be induced to give the upper por- 


tion of the river was being destroyed—that is, the properties of which | 


I have spoken were being destroyed. 

Now, it isabsolutely improbable, it is totally out of the anticipation 
of anybody, that Congress is going to appropriate the money to improve 
that-river according to the plan of the commission. It only needs to 
be said that it will take ten or fifteen million dollars to improve the 
river to have it understood at once that the money is not going to be 
given within any reasonable period of time. A million dollars a year 
can not be expended on that river, according to the theory of the com- 
mission, so as to do it any good. 

While the improvement of the lower river is going on, where there is 
no navigation and where there is to be no navigation, the river, as I 
said, is destroying the estates of individual citizens and corporations 
a few miles above. I understood that the Committee on Commerce 
had acceded to this proposition, that as long as the present scale of ap- 
propriations was to be indulged in the money was to be used in places 
where it could protect the property that has been iocated on the banks 
of the river, at the places named in this partof the bill, and that that 
was to be the main effort and the main result to be reached through 
these appropriations, believing that to be, as of course it would be to 
a certain extent, an improvement of the general navigation of the 
river and a part of some general system which might hereafter be car- 
ried out. That is to say, to improve the banks of the river at Atchi- 
son and other points, to prevent the encroachment of the river on the 
shore, to prevent the destruction of the packing-houses and of the rail- 
road bridges and railroad tracks and the dwellings and farms which 
are on the river, would of itself tend to confine the channel of the 
river, and would to that extent improve the navigation at those points. 
Of course it might be said to be an infinitesimal part of the general 
system of improvement of the entire river, but at all events it would 
do some good, it would prevent property from being destroyed, and it 
would be a recognition of the obligation of the Government to keep 
its own highway from working damage to its own citizens. 

Mr. VEST. 
appropriate for local improvements $25,000 here and $50,000 there why 
not let the money be spent under the general discretion of the commis- 
sion if it will tend to the improvement of the navigation of the river? 

Mr. PLUMB. 
last river and harbor bill that very provision. 

Mr. VEST. No; that was a different provision. That was that they 
might expend. Now we say that they shall expend. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it is to be done under plans to be prepared by 
them. 

Mr. VEST. I prepared a clause following that precedent, but Sen- 
ators from the Upper Missouri insisted on a specification of places where 
money should be expended. The whole question is, whether it shall 
be spent by the Engineer Bureau or whether it shall be spent on the 
plans of the commission. The discussion here amounts to very little, 
because the commission is composed of three engineer officers and two 
civilians, and if it is put back under the supervision of the Engineer 
Bureau the thing will still be exactly where it is to-day. 

Mr. PLUMB. It might or it might not be, because it is now in the 
hands of a commission in which the engineers constitute a majority. 
I think the Senator is mistaken as to the number; I think there are 
two engineers and one civilian. 

Mr. VEST. No; three engineers and two civilians, one from Ne- 
braska and one from Missouri. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the fact remains that they are constituted as a 
separate board, and they are not under the responsibility that the 
Secretary of War would be if he were commanded to do this thing, and 
should be at liberty to use his instrumentalities to work it out. As it 
is now it is to be in accordance with the plans of the commission 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLUMB. If he is not to accept their plans of what good are 
they ? 

Mr. VEST. That is what I suggested to the Senate the other day. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly that is a wrong position. The board 
is subordinate in all its work to the Secretary of War and reports to 
him, and its plans have to be approved by the Secretary of War before 
a dollar can be expended. 
War, except that he has this special agency to investigate and report. 

Mr. PLUMB. According to this provision the improvement is to be 
made on their plans, and I venture the prediction that if that provision 
is retained there will never be any improvement of the river at these 
points, because the commission is organized to do the other thing. It 
is organized against expenditures of that kind. There was never a 
commission that was so determined not to carry out the will of Con- 
gress. I do not care whether you speak of them as a totality or of the 
individual composition; that spirit has appeared to permeate the action 
of the commission from the beginning. The work it did at Kansas 
City subjected the commission to great imputations respecting its reli- 
ability ea ability to make contracts to serve the public interests. 
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and that was that the board was corrupt. 

But I do not care to go into that feature of the case. Ionly say that 
hereafter as heretofore there will be no improvement of these specific 
points on the river so long as the commission are left todraw the plans 
and the Secretary of War is to carry out the plansthey draw. For that 
reason I am in favor of abolishing the commission. 

I repeat that under this course of proceeding the Missouri River will 
not be improved in such a way as to become navigable and will not be 
navigable during the lifetime of any person now living. Therefore, 
whatever money we put upon it we ought to expend it in such a way 
as to prevent the destruction of property primarily, of course, expend- 
ing it as far as possible with a view to its being a part of the general 
system which in time may be adopted for the river, if any system ever 
is adopted which Congress is willing to vote the money tocarry out in 
a comprehensive and practical way. 

As it is now it is simply a question whether we shall expend this 
money in such a way as to do no good, absolutely bringing no return 
whatever to anybody in the United States, and meanwhile allow the 
river to go on sweeping away the accumulations of individuals along 
its banks. That is the question which isto be met, as I think, by this 
amendment. If anybody wants a pension from the Government of the 
United States or anybody wants a salary, for heaven’s sake put it some- 
where else, put him under the Civil Service Bureau, but do not ask us 
to put him in a position where by his obstinacy, by his lack of judg- 
ment or knowledge, or his corrupt determination not to do the thing 
which Congress has directed to be done, he obstructs beneficial action. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not care to have whatI said quoted 
incorrectly, and I do not assent to the remarks of the Senator from 
Kansas. I do not know anything about the contracts made by the 
commission at Kansas City. I know but one member of the commis- 
sion—Mr. Broadhead, of Kansas City, who is as reputable a man as ex- 
ists on the face of the earth. There is no question in regard to that. 

My idea in proposing to abolish this commission was simply that it 
had become unnecessary, because Congress paid not the slightest at- 
tention to any recommendation it made. I drew the amendment to 
the river and harbor bill of 1884 creating the commission. They rec- 
ommended that the Missouri River be improved by reaches upon a 
plan similar to that adopted on the Mississippi, but immediately there 
was antagonism to that plan in favor of what are called local improve- 
ments—that is to say, the encroachment of the river on the respective 
banks should be prevented at different localities to preserve railroad 
corporation property and private property. 

The Mississippi River Commission has reported over and over again, 
and so has the Missouri River Commission—and the whole Engineer 
Bureau is solid on the proposition—that these appropriations for local 
improvements are antagonistic toa general system of improvements for a 
stream and its navigability, and that antagonism has existed in regard 
to both great rivers from the beginning and will continue. I believe 
myself that the Missouri River Commission was right. I believe the 
only way we can make these streams navigable to the largest and full- 
est extent is by systematic improvements, and that sporadic and local 
improvements and appropriations are simply throwing money away. 
We have brought on us here from year to year in the river and harbor 
bill appropriations for $50,000 at one point, $75,000 at another, and so 
on, and each year the improvement done the year before is washed away. 

Mr. PLUMB. Was not that because enough was not appropriated ? 

Mr. VEST. That may be so, but still it was all Congress would 
give. The commission have estimated a million dollars. Congress say, 
‘*We will not give you a million dollars, but we will give you half a 
million dollars to be expended at certain points. We impeach either 
your capacity or your honesty, and we will take the matter into our 
own hands.’? When I found, by long experience on the Commerce 
Committee in the Senate, that it was perfectly useless to resist any 
such item in regard to the provisions of the bill, I yielded reluctantly 
and drew the amendment abolishing the commission, because I believed 
Congress would not accept the judgment of the commission in view of 
this local antagonism or rather this desire for improvement at locali- 
ties, and therefore I drew the amendment which Senators on the upper 
river object to. 

I may be wrong. I had no real intention to destroy the commission, 
but I know the result. I know it just as well now as if the bill had 
passed. The result will be that all their recommendations for the next 
year will be ignored, and every locality will come in and demand a 
specific appropriation and one Senator will ask another Senator to help 
him. ‘‘Helpme, Cassius, orIsink. Liberty lies bleedingin the streets 
if I do not get this for my town.’’ The other says, ‘‘I willdoitif you 
help me,’’ and so by agreement—— 

A SENATOR. Log-rolling. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, log-rolling, and no Commerce Committee can resist 
such things for a minute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if his criti- 
cism of the commission is against the plan which has been attempted 
to be forced upon it in place of its own plan, and that the money ap- 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to have the Senator from Mis: 
explain to the Senate on what principle it is that the United States 


any obligation, constitutional, legal, legislative, or moral, to pr 





tect the banks of this river for the benefit of private property, as stated 
the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. VEST. None atall. 


Vermont that if he will look at the reports of the Engineer Bureau | 
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will see that they always find that cheap local improvements help t 
general navigation of the river. That is the way the money is t 
No Senator will get up here and say ‘* I want $50,000 tosave a railro 


bridge. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That, in substance, has been said. 
Mr. VEST. ‘‘ Or $75,000 to save a town in 
Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? If the flood over 
flows the bank from the body of t 


ny state. 





1e stream, is it not of course im- 
proving the navigation of the stream to confine the river to its chann¢ 
Is it not true in the cases which have been specified in reports from 
the Committee on Commerce where the banks have been protected tha 
navigation has been kept secure ? 

Mr. VEST. That is part of the argument made. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know if it is not the fact? 

Mr. VEST. Isupposeitis. Theysayit istrue. I have heard tl 
same argument made on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HOAR. Theriverand harbor bill is reported to the Senate y: 


after year by menof personal honor, men of personal character, men 
. ~ I 


have usually no large interests of their constituencies involved, like 
honorable friend from Maine | Mr. Frye], and Ihave got sick, fo 


1? 


of hearing Senators get up here and try to blacken the 
their own associates in publiclife by charging tl i ‘ 
in considerable part through log-rolling and cheating. I have not 
any interest in it as a Massachusetts citizen; but I examined one of 
the most attacked and vilified river and harbor bills that ever 
before the public, and went over it item t h tl 

the engineers and such other facts as I could 
of some newspapers and presented the bill to them with the reports 
One gentleman of very high standing and distinction went over th 
items. Another newspaper which had joined in this talk, which gets 
its indorsement, I am ashamed to say, from gentlemen who sif in sea 
here, employed one of the ablest men on its editorial staff to answer 
letter which I wrote to my constituents on the subject; got him a 
the documents, intending to make an attack upon my record, and the 
editor reported to his principal that ‘‘Mr. HoAR was entirely right 
and he would not write the article. 

I say it is a vile slander upon the trusted representatives of t 
American people to declare that these river and harbor bills to any con 
siderable extent, to any appreciable extent, toan extent amounting to 
5 per cent., contain provisions which are not thoroughly defensible upon 
their face as demanded by the interests of international or interstate 
commerce, and I never have heard any of the gentlemen who indulge 
in this vilification get up and point to items on which they could put 
their fingers. 

Mr. President, if the bill which is before the Senate at this moment 
contained items of that sort in any considerable number, my honorablk 
friend from Maine, witha character as unsullied as any man who walks 
this continent, is either unfit for his place in the Senate by reason of 
want of capacity or by reason of the want of integrity. There is 
alternative; and when Senators make these charges they ought to be 
able to substantiate them against their associates. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know that I have given any occasion for this 
onslaught on the part of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
such charges. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand my friend from Missouri to do so. 

Mr. VEST. I take the full responsibility of saying that our legi 
lation in regard to rivers and harbors is not free from the criticism tha 
has been made upon it. Not to say log-rolling, agreements, combi! 
tions made; that is to say one Senator goes to another and says ‘‘ Y: 
stand by my amendment and I will stand by your amendment.”’ 

I undertake to say this much for the Committee on Commerce, on 
which I have served for ten years, that we have honestly tried to do 
our duty. Wehave put appropriations in here against our own jud 
ment in many instances, certainly against sy judgment, becaus 
have been overwhelmed by personal solicitation and the effect of per 
sonal solicitation; and I say from my seat that of all the duties that | 
perform here as a Senator the nrost disagreeable are those connected 
with the river and harbor bill. I have made some, I will not say en 
emies—but I have drawn more criticism from friends, more antagonism 
by doing my duty on this committee than by the performance of all 
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prope &rtv. 


Ir. PADDOCK. ‘The criticism of the Senator from Kan upon 
the commission is that it adheres persistently to the plan of ul 
improvement rather than the plan of the improvement ot 
and places, and the fact is beyond any que n that t ! 
the commission has insisted upon adhering to 1 plan of 1- 
provement from the beginning to the end The re the conclusion 
of the Senator from Texas, if I understand him, is incorrect, that on 

count of this division in the « } ion to which allusion s been 
made there has resulted this state of things, of w h hecomplains that 
there must necessarily be expenditures for | ! its witl t refer- 
ence to improving navigation, or that nothir t can ( Vhile 
there may have been differences in the comm the p ther 
right or wrong, has been a consistent on 

Mr. REAGAN I feel responsible for my o itement, and S¢ 
ators who heard it will know whether I ha ( ectly st 1é fact 
ornot. I have no gualification to make 

Mr. President, in the Forty-four ( st i river 

nd harbor bill went for a purel el ) ) Atthe 
ne I protested against it as a t tha du ate break 


down the river and harbor bill 
’ 


posing it secured its adoptic We 
of local pi ect t 
é p to the pre ’ 
ded ee present 1 
| 
i had in i of la 
a catalogue. however, but varies t 


possible bounds of legality. 


«tl 


It provides for the appropriation of $1,- 


opularity of the member pro- 
rone on increasing the num- 
money from that 
imber of such works h ave bee n 
not contain the catalogue we have 
It does contain something of 


he purpose to bring it within the 


’ 
> 


100,000 for the improvement of the Missouri River, and I desire to 
say right here that while it may be possible to improve the navigation of 
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the Missouri River, it is avery difficult problem. It is a bad stream. 
Its ‘ h innel is shifting. 
permanently, and it never can be done short of a very large appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if it is any 


different from the Mississippi River itself. 


Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; it is very mate rially different from th 
Mississippi, unless you speak of the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is exactly the same character of stream as the 
Mississippi below the mouth of the Missouri. Really it should have 


been the Missouri all the way down, for the characteristics from the 
headwaters of the Missouri to the mouth of the Mississippi are the 
Bame. 

Mr. REAGAN. It, took many years to investigate that subject, but 
Ido not understand it as the Senator from Nebraskadoes. I only mean 
to say that it will be very difficult to a the navigation of the 
Missouri River, and it never can be done without very great expens 
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It will be difficult to improve its navigation | 


points and threaten them with di 


them to expend money on local 








missal from the service if they attempted to improve the river and 1 
| fused to expend this money in the improvement of local points. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the river and harbor bill has now p 
gressed by the indulgence of the Senator from Massachusetts [M 
HoAR], who is getting very is to have the floor, and if this 
hate continues any longer the river and harbor bill will be obliged to 

» over fora fortnight. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ifthe Senator will allow me to say about a di 
words, I think we shall soc & thre n 

In answer to what my friend the Sei vr from Kansas [ Mr. PLum 
said about the interest some might have in the rel of the co 
mission, I desire to say fi hat I] no interest whatev« i 
any person who is his commission. In fact, there is one gent! 


I was, however, speaking of the number of local points that we are asked | 


to appropriate money for, to protect 
bridges, to protect private prope rty. 
the riverand harbor bills passed but knows that hundreds of thousands 
of dollars have been, under one pretense or another, employed to protect 
and preserve private property. It is a wrong } 


town fronts, to protect railroad 
here is no one familiar with 


g, it is an injustice to the 
public, and it is endangering our great system of the improvement o! 
the internal navigation of the country. 
As I was saying, this bill appropriates $1,100,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River, and then it goes on to say: 
Out of the above sum the following amounts shall be applied to the purposes 
hereinafter specified, namely: One hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or so 


| Mississippi River and its Tributaries— 


much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on that portion of the Mis- | 


souri River lying between the cities of Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, Nebr., 
and a point 5 miles above the bridge of the Omaha and Council Bluffs Bridge 
Company, by the course of said river; that the sum of $100,000 or so much 
thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river at Sioux City, Iowa, 
ind in Nebraska, opposite said city; that the sum of $50,000, or so much there- 
of as may be needed, shall be expended on said river at or near Plattsmouth, 
Nebr.; that the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be 
expended on said river at or near Rulo, Nebr.; that the sum of $75,000, or so 
much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said river at or near 
Nebraska City, Nebr.; that the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be expended on said river at or near Kansas City, Mo.; that 
the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended 
on said river at or near St. Joseph, Mo.; that the sum of $50,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended on said river at or near Arrow 
Rock, Mo.; that the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended on said river at or near Leavenworth, Kans.; that _ sum 


of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended on said | 


river at or near Atchison, Kans, 

It will be seen that instead of appropriating $1,100,000 for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Missouri River and leaving it to the 
commission to expend that money where it should be expended to the 
best advantage for the improvement of the navigation of the river, Con- 
gress undertakes to distribute it out and require the commission in the 
improvement of the navigation of the river to expend much of the 
money on mere local works for the protection and preservation of pri- 

vate property. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. At every one of the points named the improve- 
ment will constitute a part of the plan of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion for the general improvement of the river. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be that it may have some effect of that kind. 
I do not know what information was before the committee in acting 
on this bill, but I do know that the committees who investigated this 
subject before had the impression that the object of making these local 
appropriations was the protection and preservation of private property. 
I have no doubt that the navigation of the river may perhaps receive 
some incidental benefit from it, but if the purpose had been to improve 
the navigation of the Missouri River, after appointing a commission of 
three United States Army engineers and two civilians, Congress would 
have allowed them the power to use the appropriation where it could 
be used to the best advantage for improving the navigation of the 
river. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK, There is not an appropriation that the Senator 
criticises or spe aks of that is not based on estimates made by this very 
commission in and for each and every case that has received the atten- 
tion of the Committee of Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam aware thatsuch estimates are asked from the 
engineers, but they are not the estimates which are adopted or origi- 
nated by the judgment of the engineers; they are those presented on 
application and solicitation for local improvements. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are part and parcel of their general plan. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course the Senator has his notions about that. 
I have had considerable experience with these bills and considerable 
information about them, and I only say that my judgment is that this 
river ought to be improved; and if we should deal rightly with this 
clause of the bill, we would strike out all after the appropriation of 
$1,100,000 for the improvement of the Missouri River, and leave the 
commission to improve the navigation, and not undertake to compel 


Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 


j 





| man who is a member of the commission who i 





versonally somew! 





| offensive tome. There is another person upon the commission that | 
did not think of as being i la days » Imeant 
member spoken of from I no inte t whatever i 
him as a member of the commission 
The only consi a ation that has influenced me in opposing the amend- 
ment is this: There is a standir ymmittee of the Senate which has 
special tharge of the yrovement of M iss River and its trib- 





utaries, of which I scene the honor to Under an instr 
tion of the Senate given a short time ag resolution adopted 
to that end, this committee—the Committe mprovement of t! 
was directed to inquire into and 


subject of commission me aa 





examine this whole work. It has been 
cuting that inquiry with great diligence, particularly in respect 
work of the Mississippi River Commission, but generally with respec 
to both. Weare inthe mess of f th it investigation at the present time 


yTOSe- 





It will be a thorough and « istive investigation of the whole sub- 
ject. 
The president of the Mississippi River Commission has bee n bef 





the committee and given his testimony r um ider him, hay- 
ing the principal charge of the work 
for ten years, has also been before 


elaborate and a most intelligé nt sta 





committee and made a most 
ment. Other gentlemen con 








nected with the steam-boat business upon the Mississippi River and iz 
other branches of busi ess upon “the r, Wl pecially interested 
in its navigation, have also testified befor »the committee, having a co 

trary view, with respect to the commission w rom those who tes- 


tified on its behalf. 
The general subject of the Missouri River v 
1 





and the committee desire to investigate that ft 
to secure all the knowledge that is ssible to be obtained by the coi 
mittee on the whole subject, and ito be able to advise the Senate as to 
what should be done at as early a _ as possible in the future with 
respect to this ] 


her, the objec ‘ 
. 








whole matter. ey sir, I thin] K I may say thi it hardly 
any subject of legislation can come before > the Sen: ate of greater im- 
portance than that of improving the navigati on f these two great 
streams. The Missouri River itself is navigable 3 000 miles above its 
mouth, and of course everybody knows about the Mississippi River. 
Everybody knows that it is one of the greatest water ways on this con- 
tinent. They are both great rivers. ‘They drain an enormous distri 
of country. 

The great corn belt, the immense wheat-growing region of the North- 
west, is drained entirely by these rivers. Were they sufficiently im- 
prov ed to admit of safe and eas y transportation of successful commerce 
upon them, it would be, if nothing more, a menace to, or perhaps I 
should say a restraint upon the railroads, and in that respect an im- 
portant competitive fac tor for lower rates of transportation for the prod- 
ucts of that vast region to the seaboard, and to the consumers of the 
whole country. 

I do not know about this commission; I do not know whether it is 
the best thing or not; I am not prepared to indorse it; I am not pre- 
pared to condemn it. I am not prepared to indorse the Mississippi 
River Commission. Ido not know but that this committee may rec- 
ommend the abolishment of both commissions; it may recomme nd the 
consolidation of both of them into one; or it may recommend some 
other agency under the Secretary of War to take charge of this “ee 
work; but I think it is due, in fact only decent treatme nt of this con 
mittee, which has been charged with the responsibility of inv selectins r 
the subject by the Senate, that it should be left alone, that there shou ne 
be no radical change in respect to these instrumentalities and agencies 
until it shall have concluded its labor which the Senate instru cted it 
to perform, and shall have made its report to the Senate. 

It may be truly said of the committee that it has not in time pas 
given any particular attention to the subject which it has had in a 
But this subject belongs to it to deal with primarily and the Senate 
should sustain it. It is irregular and in bad form for the Committee 
on Commerce to assume exclusive charge of this subject, considering 
that there is a committee charged specially by the Senate with the 
duty and the responsibility of looking after this very matter. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think that the United States are 
not the proprietors of the Missouri River or the Mississippi River as you 





tween St. Lonis and the Gulf 
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and make plans in the various localities. They donot do the work them- 
selves, and yet they are responsible for it; and if you had put the Mis- 
sissippi River improvement in the hands of the Engineer Corps of the 
Army alone the commerce of the Mississippi River would have been 
standing still to-day. 

A Senator told me the other day that the only thing which gave any 
hope of the improvement of the harbor at Galveston under the Army 
management was that since the death of Eads, since he was out of the 
way with the proposition he had made to Congress to improve that 
harbor for a certain number of millions, they had in a grudging sort 
of way partially adopted his plan. Of course they only adopted it par- 
tially. That is the only assurance that great city has that it ever will 
have a harbor, because these people have reluctantly taken up the plan 
of Captain Eads, which they had not the ability or the genius to invent. 

If we could have a system of river and harbor improvement under 
which some responsible authority should expend the money just as 
rapidly on such works as should be selected for the purpose as could 
be done economically, it would pay this country to give twice, or three 
times even, as much as it gives every year for this purpose, and we 
should make money out of it in acommercial sense. It not only would 
improve property—of course that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] is afraid of; it would contribute to the benefit of somebody 
in spite of him—but, more than that, it would contribute to the pro- 
motion of the commerce of the country at large to an extent which 
would compensate every year for the money spent; but we shall never 
have anything unless what we have now if we go on as we are doing. 

‘The Engineer Corps is intrusted with this expenditure. It may be 
because of the conspicuous lack of ability they have displayed hereto- 
fore in these things and their utter disregard of the interests of the pub- 
lic Treasury. They have a facile way of doing business. Thus many 
items, not necessarily bad items of appropriation, but those which are 
relatively unimportant (of which there are numerous instances in this 
present bill), creep in. If I cared to go into that I might take the re- 
ports of the engineers themselves and show that there are items of ap- 
propriation here which are not justified, which are of no importance at 
all compared with the Mississippi River, or with the Missouri River, 
or with the Ohio River, or with hundreds of other improvements where 
we spend money. 

And yet it can not be said that the river and harbor.appropriations 
are vicious wholly. Now and then a bill will be vetoed and then there 
will be a temptation to make the bill as small as possible the next year 
to escape another veto; and as long as we pursue this system we shall 
be perfectly certain that we are wasting at least one-half of all the 
money we appropriate, while at the same time We are postponing the 
accomplishment of that which we ought to have first in mind; that is 
to say, the improvement of rivers and harbors where they will accom- 
modate the commerce of the country. Whenever a bill with that view 
is presented I shall vote for it. 

When I say this I am not saying that which is new, I am not say- 
ing that which is not confessed all around; but driven by these various 
local aoplications of which I am speaking, we are led to extremes con- 
trary tothe general sense of the Senate, and Ithink of Congress. When 
we come to the true basis of these bills we shall have no trouble about 
the money. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
sixteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal year 1889. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on theamendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1669) 
authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Com- 
pany of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River 
at or near Natchez, Miss. > 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury Department; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BRIDGE AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 

Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi 
and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, Miss., to construct a 
bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez., Miss., having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to reeommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to the same, 

G. G. VEST. 

J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 

JAMES PHELAN, 

A. R. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the bill here? Let the action of the House on 
the report be read. 
Mr. VEST. The message has just come from the House informing 
us of the adoption of the report by that body. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
IN THE House or REPRESENTATIVBS, July 2, 1888, 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Houseto 
Senate bill 1669. 


The report was concurred in. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported seven 
amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR.-BILL, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of 
Whole striking out the clause. 

Mr. FRYE. Included in line 1601 to line 1607, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, which abolishes the Missouri 
River Commission. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, in line 1568, there must necessarily be an amend- 
ment, which the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest] will suggest. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of line 1568, of section 1, I move to insert: 

In accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the 
Missouri River Commission except as herein modified. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that apply to recommendations already made? 

Mr. VEST. It isan amendment suggested by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] which refers to the recommendations of the commis- 
sion as modified by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have their last report here, and in that the Mis- 
souri River Commission, referring to the appropriations in the last river 
and harbor bill, say: 

The current act, while materially reducing this estimate, directs that ‘‘ nec- 
essary work”’ shall also be done at nine specified localities according to plans 
and estimates to be presented by the Missouri River Commision. What this 
necessary work consists in is not stated, but the commission infer that the pro- 
tection of land exposed to the encroachments of the river is what was intended. 

So this language is asked for to accomplish the purpose the commis- 
sioners understand to be in view. 

The PRES'DING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 15, at the bottom of the page, beginning in 
line 355 of section 1, there was a committee amendment which was 
not concurred in, touching the leasing to a certain railroad company of 
the pier at the mouth of Grand River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is Grand River? 

Mr. FRYE. On Lake Erie, in Ohio. That matter has been further 
investigated. The two Senators from Ohio have agreed upon the fol- 
lowing amendment, which, it seems to me, ought to be adopted in this 
place. It is to insert, after the word ‘‘ River’’ at the end of line 354 
of section 1, the words: 

That the owners of such property abutting on Grand River at the mouth 
thereof shall have the right to load and unload coal, ore, and other freight over 
so much of the east Government pier as lies north of the present low-water 
mark, under such limitations as to time and use as shail be approved by the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that amendment by inserting in 
the proper place: 

And on the payment of such compensation as the Secretary of War shall de- 
termine, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont offers an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are going into the business of connecting 
ourselves with private enterprises, if the United States furnishes the 
dock, I think the coal operators ought to pay something reasonable for 
the use of it. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not think that is a proper amendment. Here is 
a Government pier and the only purpose is to authorize the carrying of 
goods across this Government pier, so that the great portion of the har- 
bor can be used forcoalandore. I do not believe there ought to be any 
compensation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why should the United States provide the means 
of unloading coal for the operators ? 

Mr. FRYE. They do not propose to unload it on the Government 
pier. They want to cross the Government pier. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But they have to go across the Government pier 
to carry it across. The pier is not between two parts of dry land, I 
take it. At any rate, I offer the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDs] to the amendment of the Senator from Main¢ 
[Mr. FRYE] will be read. 

fhe SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment of Mr. FRYE it 1s 
proposed to add: 

On the payment of such compensation the Secretary of War shall det 
Mit 
Mr. FRYE. Ido not careanything about it. Let it go. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Che amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 1257 of section 1: 


For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the Portage ] 





and River Improvement Company Canal,and the Lake Superior Ship-Can 

Railway,and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the watercommunication across Keweenaw Point from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake,in the State of Michigan,and to 
make the same a free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commerce and 
navigation, $350,000 Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended unt 

a full and absolute conveyance of said two harbors of refuge, canals, easements 
rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every nature belonging to or 





connected with said works, oreither of them, has been made to the United Sta 








by the owners or owners there and the Attorney-General of the United States 
shall have certified to the Secretary of War that the title is perfect. And when 
such title shall have been acquired, the said canals and harbors of refuge shal 

thereafter be subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled “An t 


making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ approved July 
1 


S34 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I was opposed to putting the Green and 
Barren improvement on this bill, and also opposed to putting the Portage 
Lake improvement question on ourriver and harbor bill. TheSenate, 
by a very decisive vote, as much as a two-thirds vote at least, has now 
placed upon the bill the purchase of the Green and Barren River in 
provement. Where there is one reason existing for that action there 
are at least five in favor of this, and I shall withdraw any opposition | 
have to this proposition. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not examined this subject 
carefully, but when I voted against the Green and Barren River im- 
provement proposition I undoubtedly knew that the improvement 
would accommodate the commerce of those two rivers. In this case 
the estimate is that $182,500 will be required for the completion of the 


existing project, and $70,239.44 has been expended already. ‘The re- | 


port of the engineer shows that ‘“‘ neither the present nor prospective 


commercial importance of this point would of itself seem to justify so | 
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large an expenditure by the General Government,’’ but it goes on to | 


say that it may be justified asa harbor of refuge. We have quite a 
number of harbors of refuge around the borders, and whenever there 
iv a place where there is no other ground on which it is to be improved 


it is stated to be a harbor of refuge. It is not for the improvement of 


commerce; it is not a harbor improvement in any sense that justifies 
an appropriation in this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer on line 916 of section 1, 
by striking out ‘‘one’’ before the word ‘‘ hundred ”’ and inserting 
**two;’’ so as to read: 


Improving St. John’s River, Florida, from Jacksonville tothe ocean, $250,000 


Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator desire to discuss that? It was dis- | 


cussed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. No, I shall not detain the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to get the bill out of the way of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. CALL. The letter of the engineer in charge of this work states 
the fact that $150,000 is absolutely necessary for the preservation of the 
work already done, and it is upon that ground this amendment should 
be made increasing the amount of the appropriation te $250,000. 

If the report of the engineer who has had charge of the work from 
the beginning is true, the money which is appropriated by this bill 
and that which has already been appropriated and expended in former 
years will be thrown away unless the additional $100,000 is given. 
The entire further progress of this work must be stopped because the 
present amount is only suflicient to preserve what has already been 
done. 

This is one of the most important rivers in the whoie bill, and al- 
though there are places of larger commerce than Jacksonville and the 
St. John’s River, there are none that present greater possibilities, and 
this amount is a very small portion of the amount which will be an- 
nually saved in the reduction of charges for freight and transportation 
on the business now transacted on the river. 

I call attention to the fact that the commerce has grown largely in 
the last few years on account of the improvement, and this is the most 


successful jetty work on the Atlantic coast, according to the reports of 


the engineer, and this additional $100,000 is an absolute necessity for 
the preservation of the work already done. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senate will agree to the amendment pro- 
posed by mycolleague. He hassubstantially stated the facts in the case 


O45 











but I should like toadda little to what I said when the matter was before 
the Committee of the Whole last week Che jetty work at the mouth 
of the St. John’s Rive nefits not the people of Jacksonville ak 
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those who have examined and reported upon it in their official cap 
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ity and those who have visited and inspected it because of the 

est in the work. I have myself had opportunities to give it a car 
examination, and I can testify to its value and the great results 
have been already accomplished. 
phy of the Florida coast and the contour of the shore line can see how 
the entrances to the rive: 


Any one who studies the hydrog 


n that section are affected by the forces of 
nature, which invariably force the channels in a southerly direction 


his jetty work has changed the direction of the channel of the St. 


John’s, but the same forces are still operating now to force it again to 
the south, and there is very great danger that the northern jet 
h re than 4,000 feet into the ocean, may, if these 


has been pushed out n 


ordinary forces should be aided by the storms which sometimes prevail 











be washed acros¥the new channel, blocking up and rendering abso- 
iutely worthless all that has been already accomplished, « ng an 
injury to the river in place of a benefit. 

rhe amount estimated as necessary to complet ) in b 
more beneficially and economically expended b at irgel 
sum now, sufficient to secure what has alré y ] l, 
than by doling it out in driblets from year to 

[ do not wish to take up any great length of time in disé ng t 
matter at this staye of the bill, as the Senator from Ma huset 
anxious to consider another subject, and will not delay the Senate 
further now. But in view of its importance, in view of the great in- 
jury that may result to this great national work because the appropr 
tion in the bill is so small, I hope that the amendment offered n 
colleague will be adopted, and that the appropriation will be 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs on tl 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida Putting t t 


Che noes appear to have it. 
Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and na 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll 
j 


Mr. BERRY (when his name was called I am paired with t 
Senator from Michigan [| Mr. Sx 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from I] Mr. Cul I 

Mr. PASCO (when his ‘ | I am paired h the Sen- 
tor from Illin Mr. FA i 

Phe re eall y on 1 

Mr. GRAY. On the assurance of the chairman of the « 
to the attitude of the Senator from Illinois | Mr. Cuttom]! 

Mr. PASCO, As my pair with the Senator from Il)lin« Mr. PAR- 
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senator from 


New Jer scy [ Mr. 


nays 18; as follows: 


Pasco, 
Payne, 
Pugh, 
Qu 

Rans 


Spooner 


Turpic 
Vance, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
Wilsor 


ym, 


r Md, 


herr 
~uecrm 


Vest 


Wil ‘ n of Iowa, 


ABSENT 


Ingalls, ' , 
Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
McPherson, Sabin, 
Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Mitcheil, Stanford, 
Morrill, Stewart, 
Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Palmer, Teller, 


Platt, 


hiale, 
Hampton, 


Harr is, 


ameron, 
Colquitt, 
Cullom, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST 1endment which was adopted ought to be mod- 
ified as to the amount of the appropriation. On line 1587, page 65, a 
change should be made in the amount from $75,000 to $65,000. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

lhe Cuigr CLERK. On page 65, line 1587, of section 1, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ’’ and in- 


sert ‘¢ 


. sixty-five;’’ so as to read: 


Ln an 
r 


That the sum of $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
pended on said river at or near Kansas City, Mo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Another isnecessary in line 1590. I move to strike out 

seventy-five’’ before ‘‘ thousand ’’ and insert “ sixty-five;’’ so as to 
read: 


That the s 
pend 


ac 


um of $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
l on said river ator near St, Joseph, Mo, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 1592 I move to strke out ‘‘ fifty ”’ 
‘* forty-five;’’ so as to read: 

Thatthe sum of $45,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
pended on said river at or near Arrow Rock, Mo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of line 1600, on page 66, I move to add: 

And that the sum of $259000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
expended on said river at or near Miami, Mo. 

This is to carry out the allotment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CALL. I move to amend, on page 38, after line 926, by insert- 
ing: 

lor improvement of the Indian River, of Florida, $25,000 ; $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be expended in the construction of a water way 
and steam-boat channel! not less than 6 feet in depth between Jupiter Creek and 
Lake Worth, the remainder to be expended in deepening and straightening the 
channel from a point at or near the island known as “ Grant’s Farm” to the 
southern termination of Jupiter Narrows. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that that amendment has ever been 
before the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. It has been. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I will modify the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Cuirr CLERK. 
sert: 

For improvement of the Indian River, of Florida, $10,000; $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be expended in the construction of a water way 
and steam-boat channel not less than 6 feet in depth between Jupiter Creek 
and Lake Worth, the remainder to be expended in deepening and straightening 


the channel from a point at or near the island known as “ Grant’s Farm” tothe 
southern termination of Jupiter Narrows. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to withdraw that motion 
for a moment, 

Mr. FRYE. 
tor from” Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] have the floor. 
Florida will absorb everything it can get if this is kept on. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is not debatable. 
Senator from Florida can proceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. QUAY. Itrust the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
will withdraw his motion to enable me to say one word. 

Mr. FRYE. If I withdraw the motion for the Senator from Penn- 

vania I shall be obliged to do so for the Senator from Florida [Mr. 

|} and then for the other Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco]. 


On page 38, after line 926, it is proposed to in- 


I desire to get through with the bill and let the Sena- 


The 


1 
| le 


| States for a period dating back some forty-five years. 


| survey and an estimate of a part of that river. 


and insert | 


The State of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. FRYE. 


The q 
mr} } + hh 
ihe amenament Db 


The qu 
beg pardon. I was wrong. 


INT pro tempore. The question is on the 


being put, a division was call 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 

rhe yeas and nays were not ordered 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
vote. The Chair will put the qu 
taken. 

Mr.CALL. I ask for the yeas and 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator desires to occupy five minutes I would 
a good deal rather he would occupy it than to have a call of the yeas 
and nays, which would take fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CALL. All right. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor The call for the 


| withdrawn by unanimous consent. 


Mr. CALL. In thetirst place I wish to say that I do not think there 


| should be such urgent haste to lay upon the table propositions to amend 
] 
| 


1e bill which the committee have reported. 
gislation in that method of proceeding. 

Now all 1 wish to say about the amendment is that this subject has 
received the favorable consideration of the Congress of the United 
It will be found 
in the reports of engineers and in the statutes of the United States 
that this project of opening an inland communication along the coast 
of 'lorida through Key West is one of the most important that can be 
presented, and that it has at every period of the history of this Gov- 


Phere is no fair nor proper 


| ernment received its favorable consideration. 


I have a report here from the Chief of Engineers, after having made a 
The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QuAY] having introduced this amendment, we have 


| simply asked for a small sum of money for an improvement which is 


one of the most important in the whole country, both ina military and 
in a commercial point of view. 

Five thousand dollars will open that river for the ordinary purposes 
of navigation, and the other $5,000 will open the Lake Worth country, 
which is settled now by a large and enterprising colony of people from 
all parts of the country, engaged in the production of fruits and vege- 
tables which are absolutely necessary to the comfort of the people in 
the cities of the East, and who are doing a large trade there, and 
cut off from all means of communication except the open ocean. 

Without saying anything further on this subject, I ask that the com- 
munication which I haye from Mr. Colonna, of the Coast Survey, may be 
printed in the RecorD without troubling the Senate to read it. This 
conmunication was given to me by Mr. B. A. Colonna, the assistant 
officer in charge of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. It 
consists of observations made by him while surveying the coast and 
that river. It gives the history of the settlements upon the river, the 
present development, and the practicability of the improvement. | 
desire to have it appear in the RECORD as an interesting and valuable 
contribution to a work of internal improvement sought to be appro- 
priated for by this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed 
in the Recorp if there be no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 


are 


CANAL ALONG THE EAST COAST OF FLORIDA, 


The inside passage or water way along the Atlantic coast from Charleston, S. 
C,, to the southward is interrupted at the St. John’s River, Florida, For al- 
though it runs parallel with the coast, it is so far inland asto form no part of a 
continuation of the coast-line, inside water way. 

Eighteen miles south of the St. John’s commences a series of lagoons with in- 
lets through which the waters from the sea enter in larger or smaller quantities. 
From St. Augustine southward for hundreds of miles these lagoons form an 
almost uninterrupted water way to Jupiter Inlet. From thence to Lake Worth 
there is an inside passage, the improvement of which will open up thousands 
of acres of land that will produce anything grown in the tropics, and Lak« 
Worth itself connects to the southward with the waters of Hillsborough Lagoon, 
New River, and Key Biscayne Bay, which, at its southward extremity, opens 
into the inside passage of the Florida Keys direct to Key West. 

Garden spots in Florida have been so frequently described that I shal! not 
designate this east coast by that name. After the bloody Indian wars it re- 
mained for years depopulated and almost forgotten except by a few officers ar 
soldiers who remembered its delightful climate and fruitful soil, and when th 
late civil war closed most of these veterans had passed away. 

With the return of peace home-hunters, spurning every privation, made i: 
roads into this isolated region. The Indian River country was soon sendin 
its delicious oranges, pineapples, and bananas into the Northern marketinsp 
of portages and difficult navigation, and land which a few years before was 
part of the public domain began to bring very fair prices, ranging from $10 to 
$1,000 per acre, according to location and quality, and there has never been a 
boom, either. 

Settlers soon reached Lake Worth, the most eastern point in Florida, th 
shores of which are washed by the waters of the Gulf Stream. Here are great 
cocoa-nut groves, the farthest cultivated ones to the northward in this country 
(the most northern cocoa-nut trees growing out of doors in the United States 
being twoat Indian River Inlet, 40 miles northof Lake Worth. They grew fr 
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ihe question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 21; 
no quorum voting 


Mr. EDMUNDs. Let us have the yeas and nays. That will settle | 


the question of a quorum, 

The PRESIDIENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
upon this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. FRYE. I should hope that the vote might be taken once more 
by a division 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us trust the thing on time, if the Senator wants 
very much to o 

Mr. EDMU)} . ut you want to get the bill through. 

Mr. FRYE. It will go by in a very few minutes. 


The PRESIDENT mpore. TheSenator from Vermont asksthat | 


the yeas and nay | 


amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 


Che yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | 


the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan | Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
19, nays 2°: as follows: 

YEAS—l‘ 

Allison, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Blair, dmunds, Hoar, Teller, 
Chace, ye Jonesof Arkansas, Vest, 
Chandler, man, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, lawley, Sawyer, 


NAYS—22, 


sate l, Pasco, Vance, 
Beck, Faulkner, Payne, Voorhees, 
Brown, Cieorge Pugh, Walthall, 
Call Gray Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Ilampton, Keagan 
Colquitt, Morgan, Turpie, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Evarts, McPherson, Sabin, 
Farwell, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Hale, Morrill, Stanford, 
Harris, Paddock, Stewart, 
Hearst, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Ingalls, Plumb, 


So the amendment was non-concarred in. 


Mr. CALL. On page 3k, after line 926 of section 1, I move to amend | 


the bill by inserting 
For the improvement of Indian River from Gilbert's Bar to the mouth, $5,000. 
i hope there will be no objection to this amendment. 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, noes 22; 
no quorum voting. 


Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw his ob- | 
tion to this amendment. Forty-five years ago the Congress of the | 


United States passed an act for the improvement of that river. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain debate 
while less than a quorum is present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take the question by yeas and nays; that 
is the shortest way. 

Mr. CALL, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. I very earnestly ask the Senator from Maine not to re- 
sist this amendment. This is a very small amount of money. This 
improvement has been recommended and it has been approved in the 


legislation of this country for forty-five years. The United States | 


have a canal now, the Haulover, to Indian River, and should main- 
tain it as a military necessity for the country. This great stream runs 


200 or more miles down the coast of Florida, and connects with the | 
inland navigation inside the reefs to Key West. I have only asked | 


that the small sum of $5,000 be appropriated for the removal of the 
obstruction at Gilbert’s Bar. 

Both sides of Indian River are now being settled and cultivated. It 
is one of the most beautiful regions of the world. It is visited every 
year by tens of thousands of people from all over this country, and 
contributes largely in its fruits and vegetables to the health and com- 
fort of the cities in the North and the East. This little obstruction is 
now abarrier to the commerce of those peopie, as will be shown in the 
communication which I have had put in the RecorpD from Mr. Co- 
lonna, an accomplished officer of the Coast Survey, inclosing them, so 
that they can not get to market with their supplies, their perishable 
trade. This little appropriation of $5,000 will remove the obstacle so 
that navigation may be had there and those people brought into com- 
munication with the world. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed on the | 


question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
[ Mr. CALL]. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 


Senator from Michigan [Mr. SrocKkBRIDGE]. 


entered on the Journal on concurring in the |} 





5 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
13, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—13. 


Allison, Gray, Stewart, Voorhees. 


| Brown, Paddock, Teller, 


Call, Pasco, Turpie, 

Quay, Vance, 
NAYS—29. 

Davis, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Hiscock, Vest, 
Edmunds, Iloar Walthall 
Evarts Jones of Arkansas, Wilson of Iowa, 
Faulkner, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 

‘handler, Frye, Pal 

ckrell Gorman, Pu 


Hampton, Reagan 
ABSENT—34. : 
Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberg 
Farwell, McPherson, Sabin, 
tt, George, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mitchell, Shermar 
Butler, Hale, Morrill, Spooner, 
Cameron, liarris, Payne, Stanford, 
Coiquitt, Hearst, Platt, Stock bri 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were, ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
0 appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frye, Mr. 
DoLruH, and Mr. RANSoM were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill be printed as amended by the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

: THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is desirable that there should be an executive 
session, and I move it accordingly. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts is 
entitled to the floor under the agreement of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought it would be agreeable to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I gave way to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], 


| who desired to go away to-night, at the risk of a good deal of personal 


inconvenience to myself, for 1 also desire to beabsent from the city for 


| some days, on the expectation which he, I know, entertained, as I did, 


that the river and harbor bill would be disposed of in a very short time 
this morning. I also gave way to the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL], whose convenience every Senator will respect. It is now 


| so late an hour in the afternoon that I doubt whether the Senate would 


like to remain here and hear a speech of any considerable length to be 


| begun at this time. 1 should like to have some understanding as to a 
| day when the fisheries treaty may be taken up again, that I may ad- 


dress the Senate. I suggest, if there be no objection, that the tisher- 


| ies treaty be set down, by unanimous consent, for Tuesday of next week, 


after the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] and of the fisheries treaty, as- 
signed for this day, at the conclusion of the formal morning business, 
be fixed for Tuesday, the 10th instant, immediately after the conclusion 
of the morning business. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion for an executive session. 

Mr. TURPIE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE] gave notice of his intention to speak to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allright. I yield to the Senator from Indiana, 
if he desires to submit some remarks. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to take up the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the President’s message. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor?. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
December 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President's annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion is before the Senate, and the Senator from Indiana will proceed. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the Federal Constitution forbids th The supply of currency to-day—upon What does it lepe l i 
States tolevy taxesuponimports. Congress alone is authorized ‘*tolay | the action or inaction of as e person, t Secretary of t i 
and collect’? such duties. Our earliest statesmen, illustrious by their | or uy the w ca ‘ \} j the | of nat 
labors in the camp and in the Cabinet, worthy to be notonly the founders | Is that a wise, ¢ nt, or pat ul | 
of a nation, but the authors of its form of Government, devised a fiscal | the ry tot ! ¥ straits \ ‘ 
policy otf characteristic simplicity. It is that of absolute free tra phen lave ma s 3 
between the States, fair trade with all the world besides. aiatribe hst an invisiPpie phanto 

lo direct a levy of taxes without collection would seem an idle ordi- y, Mr. CARLIS or ; 
nance in so grave an instrument. In their regulation of foreign co trat of atlau id proposed f 
merce our fathers avoided both free trade and prohibition. They wisely | reat ym ol taxe We 
chose the middle ground of safety. Their method so established is li part PI 3 race 
the Union they made, in contemplation of law perpetual. The first se of it, as if eithert Ls rt 
acts of Congress on this subject show no trace of mere inhibition That it g ¢ tha l 
idea, the growth ofa later period, appears most distinctly in 1861. ‘1 exercise. ‘These things have « e down t 
overwhelming exigencies of the civil war may h: excused or ju mer i 

so radical, but the legislators of 1883, in virtually re-enact ! to administ n the « te of t 
f the war tariff, designed, not a temporary use of this nove pul 1, lately d . 3 et W 
rather a permanent change of I y 7 3 someyv . y ‘ i 
in our present condition which may gi us pause, 1 t legacies y t ( 

induce us to retrace our steps, to stand once more wi 1 constit b t 
bounds and limitations. ese pressi nec f l - 

Congress some years a; if n 1 | moved 
generous, at least a reasonab! » use of the p 
pl Th lume or quanti d was carefully It has been writt t ‘ 
ruarded against dimint te ixed at an | Lord of all the I i 
amount not to be lessen to be regu i not s oti ’ y 
enlarged by a monthly in other forms, that tl The sy 1 of tariff laws now in 
country might not again be embarrassed for want of a circulating 1 needless ‘ ent upon the wag We, 
dium. Sorely vexed by this, the influential and theretofore governing | part w 1 t nt of this t I 
classes who had profited so largely by a different pe licy, east about for ot t i Mi ted pel t 
means to thwart this legislation and to defeat its purpose. Beaten in | t ( es for tl 1887, was, in round 1 vers, $ t 
the open contest for monetary freedom, they yet sought by indirectio1 31 no f iteen mil of worke 
to deprive the people of the use of that currency o provided for t I i ! t Un i stat t rate | ta amounts t per 
They cast about for some such means; they found it close at hand f ( arnings. With th eX] ( 
They found the leaders of the party then in power, with full knowl- | the the wa f the day pay, and do hardly pay, the t 
edge of their ulterior design, ready to aid them therein; they found | day Che tide of tax and time keep equal pace, save that on the seventh 
all parties at that time willing and ready to help them in their appar iy, the day of rest, when w 3 are not paid, taxes are 
ent purpose. The revision of the war tariff had become a part of the "\ ich tion 1, as $, Uy the |} l 
text of all political platforms and association -a household word, ex I ipboard, uj bed and} d, upon hunger, thirst, and nake 
pressive of a household want in every section of the country. ‘Th vhen every living sou thin our borders becomes a ta iver, ¢ - 
they eagerly seized upon, not with a view of correcting the injustice « mous receipts nd t s IS g t sno 
the existing law, but with an elaborate pretension of so doing, to « tl In the o y hous ‘ 1S el 
fect the contrary. The numerous sections, clauses, and lines of th iwe-earner and five tax-payers they are te mbered w ed 
tariff act of 1883, the tediously hypocritical parentheses of pseudo- | deposits. ‘The collector of this tax keeps no delinquent 
recuction and revision held in solution a single design, the forced ac no delay, and there can be no default 
cumulation of a surplus—a dead surplus—buried in the vaults of th Ifa man eat, drink, o ur, he st pay; if he move 
Treasury, which should drive the country once more to the verge of a | live, he must pay; death scarcely brings relief. The tax-gather D 
money famine. wages, be they ever so small; no pittance escapes. The amount of this 

The whole of the effective operative provisions of that law of 1883 are | collection is a direct daily charge upon wages fund—that | 
subordinated to a paragraph of a few lines obscurely placed in thes t eaith of the country which n trar day by day! if 10 
tion of an appropriation act concerning the surplus. By textual a oy to those who are employed Che mon due to labor are thus 
rangement this paragraph is remote, distant from the statute to v h in passing Any reduction of t int t exacted ! 
it relates: it might have actually served asa preamble to their bill | \ ny readjustment thereof as tothe list of taxed artic!: 1 
But this would have been a dangerous juxtaposition. ‘The termsof thi t 1 burden from this wages fund in transit to we ) 
paragraph are not subjunctive norconditional; they contemplate nocon- | wealth accumulated—i y tothe wealth accu ted by the bene 
tingency. Expenditure of the surplus is spoken of as an assured and | tf ries of the present law here is the rub; there is the teh and 
certain requirement, well known and foreseen. That this accumula- | hu this where and how the shoe of r t yt 
tion was deliberately prepared and intended is evident from the lan monopoly. No it is not intended to} Lh y that the may be 
g of the clause authorizing not only the redemption but the pu nything rin the general policy of requiring a 1 
chase of United States bonds; the perfected plan and completed | t Unite tates to contribute s vhat to t ipport of Ciov 
project being to tax the products of land and labor in such degree as | ernment . 
without doubt to inducein the volume of the currency a scarcity only but it is asked, neverthele W l e taken 1any 
to be relieved by paying large premiums tothe public creditor, « ing | one beyond lat is needed for tha : t im. 
him such a generous and li might tempt him to tra needed, should it iso Lss¢ 
nute his bonds into money. of our fellow izens least € to spare BCE 

The power to buy bonds was doubtless intended to create a sort of At such time as the Government takes f1 t r by t tion 
waste-weir for the overflow or excess of moneys taken from the p: ( pon his food and ent. upon t oO! 
by taxation; yet even S may not return to the regular course and es of life, more than i ry f 1) 
channel of circulation without being tolled by the holder of our pub! ‘The laborer is not worthy of 1 I e found th Ol 
securities. A precise analysis of the whole system is this: to tax all | worthy thereof. Who are these? ‘The law h, the 
the people for the benefit of a few protected classes up to the dang ss and grasping of all Mammon’s 3; m iat un é 
line of monetary restriction; then to tax all again for the of an- | unjustly wrung from the sweat of other me 
other class still less numerous and more highly favored. It would be impossible for the vored cla t 

It might indeed have been said, ‘‘ The public « reditor can wait until icceeded in controlling the po lo t | tical 
his debt is due—he has his interest, and is satisfied: his bond, and he i party, although they h D : e Gove f tate 
content.’’ But such a course would have afforded no excuse for t to act as salesman in their1 t id stor t d their coun- 
needless accumulation. The excess must in some way be disposed « ters, and to fix prices upon the t ipo : for 
it would be dangerously in the way; it woud create a demand for less | th to make an open av of t purpose l yuld not say 
taxation. Letthe bondholders have it—it will thus disapp ar Then | to labor Go to: ake for the nonce portion of your wages 
it is as} ‘Do you not wish to pay off the national debt?’’ Certain! vithout retarn ithout recompense. Chey h L saving a 
but not expect to pay for the privilege of paying it; to pay large | caution, of comp ce, or of cowardice. But they « P this 
amounts above the principal and interest—premiums unearned, for | t te, as for ne time past have been. It ( to 
which thereisno return. The exorbitant tariff now laid upon imports | make our profits large, still larg whet L Wwe e 
thus subserves the double purpose, first, of releasing our protecte W equite 3 
classes from their just share of the public burdens, then of depriving ta thing ta t or shown 


the people of the money provided by law for circulation. of men who have, by the mere operation of st I ! 
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t} noth and rust may corrupt, but which the 
tax-vathere ' intouched, have shared such gains with the victims 
ol 

feeble pret is founded upon the manifest fallacy that such 


mi ill own interest, do that they ought or should be- 
cau t} ey 4 il mig ht atlord to pay better and higher wages, 
be their law h imposed taxes which enable them to fix their 
own prices upon their goods, Have they ever done so? Whence comes 
the strike, that most remarkable social phenomenon of the century ? 


It originates from the circumstance that those who might pay fair wages 
will not do so; I 


rt to any means to avoid doing so. It springs 


fie the fact th incorporated and tariff-clad shareholder re- 
fuses to divi 3 current or long since accrued with his work- 
men. 

Before the } ive of the law forbidding the importation of workmen 
under passa ontracts, and even since, in violation thereof, these classes 
brought the low-priced laborers of Europe, of Asia, hither to take the 





places of their own countrymen, Americans whom they had discharged. 
foiled in this they have invented and organized the ** trust,’’ a syndi- 
orations, which, like the Six Companies of China,checks pro- 
duction, foreshortens the wage-time of labor, by this means destroying 


cate of cor) 


both external and internal competition and securing the unlimited and 
absolute control of the prices of both laborand commodities. Such is 
their aim and end. The Dynasty of Pelf, a costly rule founded upon 


1 
| 
L 


crall, cant 
order will 
same—to reac 
highest to reta 
§u bsistence 
Lao very wet 


cunnil An impartial history of this highly privileged 
r course and conduct to have been uniformly the 
wes to the lowest figure, to maintain taxes at the 


n their employés as dependents, upon the line of bare 


| recollect how last April when the honorable Senator 
from Texa speaking upon this subject he caused to be read at the 
Secretary’s desk, in this presence, the testimony of one ThomasO’ Don- 
nell, irom evidence taken by the Senate Committee upon Labor, as to 
the condition of the operatives in the factories at Fall River, Mass., in 
the year 1885. Mr. O’ Donnell was a skilled laborer, in an establish- 
men have been protected for many years up to the point 
of the prohibitory line. His case is in no wise peculiar; he testifies that 
one thousand of his fellow workmen live as he does, not any 
better. He was a cotton-spinner—a very good one, a peaceable man, 
had no trouble with the company or their men. There had been a 
strike three years before; he had not been in it. He was healthy, in- 
temperate, frugal to the last degree. Here, then, is an 
American laborer, protected, secured, guarded, and inclosed by the 
plenary providence of the prohibitory tariff. 

His gross earnings were $133 per year. With this he must pay rents 
and procure the daily necessaries of life for himself, his wife, two chil- 
dren—a family of four. He could not get work more than half the 
time. The company, with fear of glut of goods in the markets, laid 
its hand upon the wheel and piston. They stopped from time to time; 
with them wages ceased. 

What an extravagant practice the people of this country had twenty- 
five or thirty years ago of eating meats—beef, pork, mutton served 
every meal, three times a day. 

()’ Donnell was protected from this dangerous excess; he could only 
afford meat three or four times a year on Sundays. He dug and 
gathered clams from the sands to eke out this scanty supply. His fuel 
he got mostly from the same source; coal he could not buy; one- 
quarter ton for the winter must serve. The wife was poorly clad, the 
children worse. The little ones went barefoot in summer—of course 
this would be different in the cold weather of a New England winter— 
yes, in summer the children went barefoot, in winter they had no 
shoes. ‘The father had not the money to buy them. On the day he 
was examined as a witness he had no money in the house—the same 
supply of bread, but the mother had gone out somewhere in the morn- 
ing and had gotten a loaf for thechildren, who werecrying with hunger. 
Would he moveaway? Would he go West? Willingly, but he had no 
means of doing so. He remained, bound like Ixion to his wheel, with- 
out hope, without help, a skilled artisan, with his thousand comrades, 
wauing Adoubtful contest between living and starvation. 

\s for the multitude of unskilled laborers, the corporators of the pro- 
hibitory tariff trust donotemploy them. Butlet usbe candid, they do 
not overlook or neglect them—with impartial greed they tax them as they 
do all others. Not anything is less creditable to our race than the impu- 
nity with which privilege has always imposed upon labor the fiscal bur- 
dens of Government. These modern defenders of exclusive privilege 
areonly copyists. ‘They scorn because they have injured the whole order 
of unskilled labor. This order is the oldest in the world. 
the most venerable, one of the most honorable, and it is the most nu- 
merous of human societies. There is no ceremony of initiation, neither 
sign nor pass-word; any one may enter it at any time; only those do 
who must. Occasionally persons are demitted from this order, but its 
numbers are never diminished; accessions are constant, and those who 
join remain for the most part life-members. 

Chis order, ages ago, builded the stately tower of Babel, unskilled, 
using brick for stone, slime for mortar. They worked at the founding 


whose Wares 


others 


It is one of 


JULY 2, 


ry71 ’ 
ihe Canai ol sus 


of the Pyramids, and may yet look upon their ruins. . 
the dikes of Holland, the tree-grown mounds in the valley of the Great 
River of the West are theirs. The character of the society is that ot 
its work, durability. Moreover, it is a class more generous, less self- 
seeking than any other, not unintelligent, but not wary, 
Here, upon these, 


not suspicious, 


the inquisitors of the tariff-tithes have fallen de- 


vouring their substance without even the paltry pretense that they are 
to receive either increase of work or wages thereby. 
AGRICULTUI 


Much is heard now about the business of the country. If the mean- 
ing of the phrase is to be closely scanned, certainly it might be correctly 
detined as that vocation in which the largest number of our citizens are 
engaged. 

The capital invested in this pursuit, comprising as it does the im- 
mense acreage under tilth and the improvements thereon, is many times 
larger than that employed in any other. 

Seven millions of the people of the United States are found at work 
in planting and farming. If to thisnumber be added those employed 
in the manufacture and sale of agricultural implements and machinery, 
in the transportation and preparation of farm products for the market, 
who are really as directly interested therein as if they held the plow, 
it will appear that the number of those engaged in agriculture far ex- 
ceeds that found in any other calling, and is equal to the whole num- 
ber of those in all other industrial pursuits combined. There are also 
some plain, unmistakable indications that not the finger but the whole 
hand of destiny designed this. 

We have in the domain of the United States the largest area of tilla- 
ble soil ever embraced within the limits of a single Government, greater 
than that of the Roman Empire at its period of widest extension. This 
area of land is situate ina kindly climate, it is facile of cultivation, 
fertile, productive, and is placed by that errant daughter of the flood 
and fire, called steam, ata much less distance from the densely popu- 
lated portions of the globe than the granaries of Egypt or the Euxine 
were from Italy and its ancient metropolis. More than this; we know 
that in years not long gone by, American wheat, corn, and cotton and 
their secondary products did command and dominate the market for 
these staples in the emporiums of the world. That period, not yet 
passed, is passing away. 

From what causes? Commerce doubtless began between nations, as 
among individuals, with barter. With all its modifications, improve- 
ments, and dependencies it is barter yet. But we now barter debts, 
and exchange accounts, for the commodities which have been disposed 
of, instead of the commodities themselves. The balance struck, always 
a small sum compared with the whole amount of transactions, is paid 
in money by the debtor. Nor is this balance of trade always accounted 
as a loss by those who pay it. The really commercial nations neither 
shun this balance nor its payment. They pay the balance because 
they have received something for their money worth more than that 
they parted with. Butthey decline to trade or pay except of necessity 
where they are forbidden to trade in return. A commercial people, 
needing such supplies, will buy their wheat, cotton, and other staples 
where they may sell, or have an opportunity to sell, or at least are not 
forbidden to sell their own merchandise. 

By long years of a highly restrictive policy as to duties upon im- 
ports we have driven the trading people of the globe to the Black Sea, 
to the Baltic, even to India, for wheat, to Egypt, to Bengal, to the 
uttermost isles of the sea forcotton. This policy returns to plague us. 
The plague is manifest in the great and steady reduction in the de- 
mand and consequently in the price of our farm products. 

The friends of this restrictive policy tell us in answer of the home 
demand and of our domestic resources. 

There is no man who this spring drew a furrow expecting to raise 
more than enough for his own use who does not know that the value 
of the surplus of his crop, and consequently of his labor, depends not 
upon his own settlement or neighborhood. He will find the price set 
upon what he has to spare and sell is fixed at the county seat or the 
railroad station; there it depends upon the price at New York or Chi- 
cago or elsewhere, and at these points upon the price at London or Liv- 
erpool or other trade centers of the world. The price of our surplus 
produce is fixed by those who need it, not by those who do not. ‘The 
farmer can organize no trusts, and the ever-bountiful forces of nature 
are not lessened by fear of overproduction. It is true that American 
staples are yet purchased—they are the best and most useful of these 
articles. Butthey are purchased at reduced prices and in less quantity. 
The foreign buyer does not purchase as under circumstances of fair 
trade he would or might, but only when he must. 

A return to our former policy, that of fair trade, would bring with 
it that superiority in the market of the great agricultural products 
which we once enjoyed. Nor can any one truly say that a reasonable 
reduction in the duty-list upon imports could injure any other inter- 
ests. No period in the history of our country can be found when agri- 
culture highly flourished and manufactures declined or commerce de- 
cayed. When the pecuniary advantage of the majority is subserved, 
that of all others will be aggrandized. The abundant and diversified 





products of the soil, these constitute our largest material for export, 
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only hear of the imposing and impossible myth of exclusive domest 
consumption. The farmer, the skilled artisan, the laborer find now a 
large part of their moneys needlessly impounded in the public Treasu 

Many are the sayings of the wise, consolatories writ, to comfort th 
losers by this confiscation. ‘There is an eternal jeremiad concerning Mr. VES 
the pauper labor of Europe. The farmers and planters of the [ 
States have now for many years been competing with the pauper labo } tion v rreed 
of Europe, of Asia, of Africa; with that of the peasant of the Nile delta 
who works for 10 cents aday. The existing policy of so-called 
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tection has forced that competition. What has thus cheapened and ae aes Saaeee aw ones 7 a 
pauperized labor in*India, in Egypt, in China, or elsewhere? Lor CPRESLUEN I ytempore. 4 ; 
ages of commercial restriction and repression; the entire inhibition of | PPOPM@tions tor U apport “a 
foreign traflic; a constant isolation and seclusion of manufactures; an iné ov, LOY, and lor other purposes, 
exclusively internal consumption, both of work and wares, the d1 segs the amendment proposed by the senator | ie 
rot, and ataxia of national enterprise. MAWLEY]. 48 the Senate read 
Yet itis seriously proposed that this nation, new born, in itsstrength | EX! 
and youth, should receive its lessons in political economy and the prac- | COCKRELI l itor from \ t [M 
tical rules of its revenue administration from the archaic and molder dicated iust before the S tor from Indiana [M { 
ing systems of the Mikado and the Mandarin. The trade of Great tive session was! . 
Britain with our near neighbor, Mexico, and the countries south thers IT pro , 
last year very much exceeded the entire foreign commerce of the United | drew the wr the enit of the § t 
States. The countries of South America, lying nearus and many of Mr. RELI I e 
them closely related to us by the similarity of their governmental form of executive bu 
have a large external trade, but not with us—it is with England, Ger- i motion v : 
many, Italy, and France. Is this because the pottery, cutlery, uten- | eration of execu ” 
sils, textiles, or machinery of these countries are better than ourown? | ; ession t 
The South American will himself say no; but he will also say that |». m.) the Senat ‘ | 
the duty-rates here upon the products of his own country, which | ! 
has in abundance, which we lack, are so high that they can not profit- 
ably be exported hither; and these being his material and stock in 
trade, he must buy where he can make some disposal of them, not else- | - 
where. But although all inquiry into the causes of the Wealth of na- | i 
tions, the experience and observation of mankind, have alike shown ' 
that an extensive foreign commerce is achief element in national thrift, 
and especially in that of manufactures, the prohibitory protectionist ae * 0 ‘ 
will none of this ; he prefers discoursing upon the imaginary free-trade | eat P : 
tendencies of Mr. MILs or Mr. Cox, both of whom are this very moment | 
urging the passage of a bill imposing the highest dutieseverknownas!| ¢ les de ( 
peace-rates in the history of thiscountry. Protection, like fire or wate ( 


is a good servant, but a bad master. Overprotection leads by every | 
way and road to overproduction, to consequent stagnation and decay. | 

It can not be shown or proven that any person or corporation in good CONPIRMATIO 
faith engaged in the business of manufacturing will be injured by the | 
reasonable reduction of duties, or that any employé of such an one will! 
be so harmed. That they will be is only a prediction made by a very | = 
small school of the prophets, whom the narrowest self-interest has| J 3G. Jen! of W n, to be 
prompted to assume the réle of Amos or of Malachi. | eastern district ) 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 2, 1888. 





The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILbBury, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Diee_e, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Hoaa, until the 28th instant, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. HAatcu, Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, and Mr. CoNGErR, 
from the sessions of the House to-day, to attend the sessions of the 
conference committee on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

To Mr. LANE, for five days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for two days, on account o jsickness. 

To Mr. OSBORNE, for four days, to attend the Gettysburgh reunion. 

To Mr. McCLAMMy, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Bynum, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. McCuLLoei, until the 9th instant, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Morrow, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEPHENSON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ANDERSON, of IIli- 
nois, to withdraw from the files of the House petitions and papers filed 
in support of House bill 6305, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, 
for the relief of Robert Fillson. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask an amendment of the 
Journal. I send to the Clerk’s desk the REcorp of the proceedings of 
June 14, and ask to have read a portion of it with reference to the 
appointment of tellers and the vote on a motion submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] on that day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. Miius, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution 
I send to the desk. 

he Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the House will, on the days mentioned below, take a recess 
at 5 o'clock p. m. until 8 o’clock p. m., and that the evening sessions shall be 
devoted exclusively to bills and measures reported from the committee indi- 
cated in the order to be designated by such committees, namely: 

‘On Saturday evening, June 9, to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

“On Monday evening, June 11, to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

“On Tuesday evening, June 12, to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

* On Wednesday evening, June 13, to the Committee on the Territories. 

‘‘On Thursday and Saturday evenings, June 14 and 16, to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

‘On Tuesday evening, July 10, to the Committee on the Territories. 

‘And that, if at the adjournment of the House on either of the evenings indi- 
cated any bill called up should remain undisposed of, such bill shall be consid- 
ered in the House on the succeeding legislative day, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and, after one hour's debate thereon—except on Wednes- 
day, June 13, when three hours’ debate shall be allowed, to be equally divided 
between those in favor of and those opposed to the bill—the House shall pro- 
ceed to vote upon all pending amendments and on the final passage of the bill 
without any intervening motion or business.” 

Mr. CANNON, Before demanding ‘a second, I ask the gentleman from Texas 
to withhold the resolution a moment, in order to permit an amendment giving 
two days to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for the consideration of general 
pension bills, 

Mr. Miuus, Regular order. 

The SPraAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CANNON, I demand a second, 

Mr. CANNON. Thatissufficient. <A little lower down on the same 
page the following occurs: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from Texas, Mr. MILLS, and the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, Mr. CANNON, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 2. 

Mr. CANNON. No quorum. 

Mr. Miuzs. I withdraw the resolution, 


I want to suggest to the Chair that the Journal does not show this 
motion, or anything touching it; and I ask, therefore, that the Journal 
be amended to show —— 

Mr. MILLS. What? 

Mr. CANNON. The motion— 

Mr. MILLS. What about it? 

Mr. CANNON. That it was submitted and withdrawn, and all that 
occurred in relation thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal should show that the gentleman from 
Texas moved to suspend the rales and pass the resolution; thatasecond 
was demanded, and that pending the demand for the second, the point 
of order being made that no quorum had voted, the resolution was with- 
drawn. That entry will be made in the Journal if there be no objec- 
tion. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MILLS, lask unanimous consent that the hour of adjourn- 
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ment, fixed for to-day at 5 o’clock, may be modified so as to provide 
that at 6 o’clock to-day the House shall adjourn, unless ordered other- 
wise by the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move that the House take a recess to-day from 
5 o’clock until one minute past 5 o’clock, with a view to continuing 
the session until 6 o’clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this could only be done 
by unanimous consent. The motion for a recess could not be ordered 
in advance, except by unanimous consent. At any time before 5 o’clock 
it will, of eourse, be in order tomove that the House now take a recess. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move tosuspend the rules and fix the hour for 

} adjournment this evening at 6 o’clock instead of 5. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that this is 
not a motion which can be received except by unanimous consent. The 
motion to suspend the rules is not in order until after the call of States 
and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘then let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States for the in- 
troduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions. 

FORT MORGAN MILITARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of 

way through the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birming- 
| ham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
| 





mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAWLER. Ilask to have read the heading of the petition which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. A petition is not in order under this call. 

Mr. LAWLER. My object is to ascertain where the petition should 
be sent. I have some doubts in regard to the proper reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the petition; but it goes 
in the petition-box under the rules. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I will withdraw it. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WABASH RIVER. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 10680) authorizing the re- 
moval of certain obstructions in the Wabash River, opposite Mount 
Carmel, Ill.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics: 


Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to close all perfora- 
tions in the floor of the Hall of Representatives where such may be practicable, 
and to enlarge the openings in the floor along the wallsof the Hall, and to pro- 
cure seats or sofas to be placed along these walls. The cost of said work and 
the purchase of seats shall not exceed $3,000, to be paid for out of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives. 


CONTROL OF FORFEITED RAILROADS, ETC. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. Rk. 10681) provid- 
ing for the control and regulation of railroads acquired by the United 
States under judicial foreclosure or forfeiture, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask that this bill be read in full. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BLAND (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
know whether it is now in order to move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that it is not in or- 
der pending the reading of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, but before it was con- 
cluded 

Mr. BELMONT said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged re- 
port, the report of a committee of conference. I believe that is now 
in order under the rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that the 
reading of the bill of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] must 
be concluded. 

Mr. McCREARY. If there is any doubt on this question I would 
like to have Rule X XIX read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN). The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT] states that he rises to submit a conference re- 

ort. 
: Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that the conference 
report can not interrupt the reading of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas makes the 
point of order that the reading of this bill can not be interrupted by 
the presentation of a conference report. The Chair hardly thinks it 
necessary to have the rule read. The rule provides that a conference 
report is always in order, except during the reading of the Journal, 
during a cali of the roll, or while the House is dividing. The Chair 
thinks that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] is in order 
in presenting at this time the conference report. 


rs 
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i ae os ee | 
; Mr. BELMONT. It will not take long to dispose of the report. the upper and lower Cong: isin in Africa [wo gent en en 
Ir. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. | sent from this country t country wi » the s I 
3 : ’ . . e a as ; ' yy 1 } 
; Does not the consideration and disposition of this conference report act ld in my hand the report made by Mr. Tisdel. He says in ara 
slip! an interruption of the regular order ? to tl intry 
I XAKER pro tempore. That isall. The House will resume] It is my ef that in all the world there is 1 that 
j it = isiness just where it left off, and in the same order. wales fers the sea, g at the Seneg 
Mr. AND! RSON, of Kansas. All right. itlen ae vt ; Fae 
; ‘ r ' ‘ i s t and 
i DIPLOMATI AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. eas und . : ¢ i 
i k s and } 
; The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the conference re- | 2USS, and wax ; 
§ port. The report also sho t that co y is i n 
: DMT ¢ 7h rye , , 7 | ) ’ y Y ly It tty ted 1 tt tio 
Mr. BELMONT. The bill has already been agreed upon with the | also in gold and silver. It has attracted mu att i ’ 
. L . nd | nd. B ' we 
exception of one amendment. few years, and a, De 
he Clerk read as follows: | se their comme il agent 1n 
i committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | | tance and of its prospec a Sean 
ainendment numbered 16 of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropri- and it has been deemed tf Lot be 
4 ‘ r the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal | g¢}o, tri but that to 
: ; : + Olher countries, Dut that we 
f y ‘sv, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend | —— ; se Brace 1 ’ ¥ bs 
¥ do recommend to their respective Houses as follows and reporton Ws commerchat aoe “5* 
7 That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment ofthe Senate | table products, and ascertain what benefit that country might be made 
3 imbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows In lieu | to ours 
: of the matter prop sed to be inserted insert the following: The S s ndment asked for $25. ( ) brut we ft} ’ t after 
For salary and expensesof a commercial agent at Boma, inthe Lower Congo ihe Senate in its a >in for }20 ae WO te ; 
asin, with authority to visit and report upon the commercial resources of the | conference $4,000 would enough for us to send to that ¢ try a 
l er and Lower Congo Basin, their products, their mine s, their vegetable | egmmercial agent who would make report to us on its co i 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information on the : : andl ta mieevs) and veantahie neoducia and attract rhe 
sul ect of that country as shall be thoug ht of interest tothe United States, $4,000,” terests anc on its mineral ant vegetabyie ee A aura - 
‘And the Senate agree to the same. | committee believe after lengthy conferences we have arrived at a very 
PERRY BELMONT, _— proper conclusion. If this is the great basin it is represented to be, and 
JAMES B. McCREARY ae om , 
WILLIAM W. MORROW, | if there is to be the great development in that country th e@ per- 
Managers on the part of the House. | sons think, and if other countries are sendi cial a there 
V. B. ALLISON, to make explorations and report, it is certa for end a 
JOHN SHERMAN I : , 
aT HIN T Ona ai commercial agent there to re port to our country. 
JOH) ‘ SGAN, ; Mr. BELMONT I move the adoption of the report 
: Mea e the nart of the S : | MYT, rhuhas i 3 move the ad hn of tn repor 
* Man rs on the part of I i 
. » . ° The mot or as acres ) 
The following statement of the House conferces,submitted under the Phe ee ee d to. 3 ae 
rule, was read: | Mr. BELMONT moved to recons - the vote by which the « er- 
’ JUNI ) 1888. | ence report was adopted; aakiinnaa/sts it the motion »1 er 
a ; he lai he tahle 
The managers on the part of the Housesubmit the following statementtoac- | Y© 44 don the tabl 
company the conference report on the disagreei votes of the two Houses on Che latter motion was agreed to. 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. As indicated by the previous x Z a ae se ee aaa : 
report an agreement was reached upon all points of differ ence exceptu pon the BRIDGE ACROSS MIs sIPPE RIVER NEAR NATCH 
following amendment inserted by the Senate: Mr CRISP Mr S | } t r i rt, a 
‘For salaries and expenses of a sc ks fic commission of three persons, to ALT RISP. i peare I de e to i a pris y ( 
consist of one officer of the Army or Navy competent for such service, a geolo- , Conlerence report 
gists and mineralogist, and a naturalist, to visitand report upon the commer The SPEAKER p { é Che Clerk will 1 1e re¢ 
cial resources of the Upper Congo Basin, its products, its minerals, its vegetab! The Clerk read as fo - 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information « P os = t 
; the subject of that country as shall be thought of interest to the United States, _ The committee of conference on the disagreeing v of the tw son 
; $25,000; and the President may fix the salaries and comp ensation of the mem- | the amendments of the House to the L(S, 1669) authorizing t » sippl 
hers of this commission at such sum, not exceeding $6,000, as he may deem | and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Com, yof N liss 
proper; and said commission shall expire on the the ‘30th day of June, 1889 , bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Nat ss ‘ afte 
Phe s receded from that amendment, and the House conferees have | full and free conference have agreed to recommendand dor in »th 
agreea, as a compromise, to an appropriation of $4,000 for the salary and ex- | respective Ilouss llows 
penses of a commercial agent, to be stationed at Boma, in the Lower Congo That the House recede f ts i if numbe i] 
Pasin, with authority to report upon the resources of the country. Phat the Senate recede ym its disa rent t 1€ Alena tot i 
PERRY BELMONT, numbered 2 and agree to the sam ; 
JAMES B. McCREARY, CHARLES F. ¢ 
WILLIAM W. MORROW, JAMES PHELA 
Managers on the part of the House. A. R. ANDERS 
Managers on the part e Hous 
Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, the House conferees considered it | G. G. VEST 
to be their duty to oppose firmly the Senate amendment of $25,000 for i. N. DOLPH, 
an exploring expedition to the Congo region, on the ground that such | Managers on the part of the § 
expenditure would be unnecessary and fruitless; and inasmuch as ac- | STATEMENT 
; cording to the Senate provision the commission would expireon June =e managers on the part of the House on the dis the two 
‘ 30, 1889, even should such an expedition be undertaken, the time report : a ee ee eer 
é would not be sufficient to pt roduce the result desired. After two con- " rst amendment « se kk 1< to tl protes n 
{ ferences on this subject the House conferees agreed to a compromise. | of the navigation of the riy ireful examination is Ssatistied 
: ° . us t tt sions t ‘ 1 suflicient 
: Conside ring that there are American interests to be protected in this ie A ae ee aaa a ee teal 
' region and that American missionaries are there at present, it seems CHA 
; important to have an American representative there. The other pow- | \MI a= me 
: : ae ; : 5 7. lt, ANDERSON 
ers are represented by commércial agents to the Congo Free State. We Bin E Pi gnpeion gu Paha! 
could not send a consul because the peculiar nature of the Govern- | Mr. CRISP. I tin cided of tl ; 
Mr. CRISP. move the adoption of the repo 
i ment of the Free State would not permit us to senda consul who} jy s , 
ee: > ; ate The motion was agreed to 
could be received. We therefore have followed the example of other Me CRISP moved to1 . ¢] . a cn ; - 
; : 1. Sir. NiSt oved to reconsice the vote bv which the report was 
Governments and propose to send a commercial agent. The salary 5 oe Ca es ‘ 
apes ganic Ee : adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
: laced at $4,000 because the duty of the commercial agent would ac- 
4 cording to this provision be to report upon the resources of that com- Nae Dodtnw wanbion we 14 
° ° . . 1e iatte novlon Was agreed 
i paratively unknown region; and the expenditures necessary for ob- | 
} taining information would certainly make it important he should re- i GE FROM THE SENATE, 
ceive a sufficient salary. A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
; The Senate wished, I believe, to place the salary at a much higher | that the Senate had agreed to the report of the comn of conference 
; rate. I notice when the report was made in the Senate the sum here | on the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for t egislative, ex- 
{ provided wasconsideredinadequate. Still we feel confident $4,000 will | ecutive, and judicial expenses of the G t l year 
$ be sufficient. I trust the House will so consider it, and that the re- | ending June 30, 1589, and for other purp 
J port will be adopted. The message also announced that the S te had passed without 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, a good deal has heen said in the press | amendment House bills of the following tit! 
and at the other end of the Capitol in regard to the prospective com- A bill (H. R. 9610) to author the Birmingham, Selma and New 
merce of the Congo Basin. I think it is due to the country that some | Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across Tombigbee River in 


explanation should be made of the prospective commerce of that coun- | Alabama; 
try, which makes it necessary for the creation of an office and the ap- | A bill (H. R 
pointment of an officer of this character. |} <A bill (H. R. 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentleman from A bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 
Arkansas I will say that the Senate amendment ordinarily provided A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Whe eler; 
for $25,000 to pay fer the employment of three commissioners to visit A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F, Joseph; 


231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth; 


362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 


Se em ol we a ass 2 
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A bill (11. R, 2193) granting a pe n to Elisha Wilkins; 

A i(H. J 195) for the relief of Ruth Clark: 

A bill (H. 1 20.00) granting a pension to John FE. Wagoner; 

A bill (11. RR. 2¢ for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey: 

A bill (FH. O41) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

A bill (If. R. 5537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

A bill (HL R 2) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice: 

A bill (H. it. -) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R 36) granting a pension to Hiram Bateraan; 

A bill (Hf. QR. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F, Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- | 
nans; 


i ( 


A bill (H. ) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 


A bill (Hf. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 
> ) | 
R i I 
A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 
4 


A bill (H. R. 6354) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 
A bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased ; 


A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 
bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow of 
John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteers; 
t. 8455) for the relief ef Elizabeth Terralls; 
t. 87041) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Hospital; 
t. 8930) forthe relief of J. H. Corn; 


. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; 


A bill (71. ht. 
A bill (H. R. 
Jeffersonville 
A bill (1H. J 
A bill (HL I 
bill (Hf. I 


% 


A t. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin; 
A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 
A bill (11. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 
A bill (H. It. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 
A bill (1. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 
bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit; 
A 
4 


\ 
ill (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to Milton Merwin; 


} 
\ bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb; 
bill (H. R. 10212) to ame 
Il, approved March 3, 1879; 
A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent. 


id an act granting a pension to John 








The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, House 
joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) toamend the joint resolution approved 
“aT 1 


lay 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States; 
\ bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
It in the State of Georgia; 


A bill (If. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 


9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 


. SE ses 


‘urther announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
es; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 





ill (S. 35) to authorize the promotion of certain assistant surgeons 
of the Army after twenty years’ service; 
A bill (S. 59) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts; 
A bill (S. 705) to establish additional life-saving stations; 
- A bill (8. 707) providing for the purchase of asite and the construc- 
tion of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light-House Es- 
tablishment; 

A bill (S. 1257) for the reliefof Mrs. Sarah H. Wood; 

A bill (S. 1438) to provide for the appointment of assistants to chiefs 
of bureaus of the Navy Department; 

A bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai; 

A bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the mouth 
of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon; and 


A bill (S. 2949) granting a pension to the widow of G. K. Warren. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will resume the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. BLAND (before the conclusion of the reading). I move that 
the House take.a recess for fifteen minutes. J make this motion in the 
hope that we may come to some understanding by which we can pro- 
ceed with business. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that that 
motion is not in order while a bill is being read. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Kansas that a motion to adjourn and a motion to take a recess 
are always in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the Chair hold that while a 
gentleman has the floor, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON ] 
has, when he has introduced a bill, and has called for the reading of 
that bill, and the bill is being read, he can be taken off the floor by a 
motion to take a recess? 
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Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Kansas were right a man 
might introduce a bill here which it would take a week to read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. An- 
DERSON | has not the floor. The bill is being read in accordance with 
the rule, but the rules of the House provide that a motion to adjourn 
and a motion to take a recess are always in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The motion to take a recess would 
undoubtedly be in order if the gentleman had the floor to make it, but 
my point is that the gentleman trom Iowa | Mr. ANDERSON] holds the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is where the gentleman from 
Kansas ismistaken. The gentleman from lowa has not the floor. The 
bill is being read in accordance with the rules of the House, and not 
in the time of any gentleman. The gentleman from lowa could not 
possibly have held the floor for this length of time under the call of 


States for the introduction of bills. No gentleman has the floor on this 


| call except tointroduce his bill. The gentleman from Iowa demanded 
| the reading of this bill under the rule, and it is being read in accord- 


ance with the rule, but it is not being read in any gentleman’s time, 


| and no debate is in order. The point of order is overruled. 





Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the Chair in his rul- 
ing that a motion to take a recess is in order, as would be also a 
motion to adjourn; but I hope that my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] will withdraw his motion forarecess. It is now only 1 o’clock; 
we have been in.session only a short time; this day is set apart for par- 
ticular business; the call of the States for the introduction of bills is 
the first thing in order, and we are engaged in that business now, read- 
ing a bill which has been introduced under the call, and I can not see 
that any good will be accomplished either by taking a recess or ad- 
journing. I hope, therefore, that we shall go on with the regular 
order. 

Mr. BLAND. I proposed a recess for only fifteen minutes, in order 
to see if we could not arrange to proceed with the business of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that the House take a recess 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the motion for a recess is carried —— 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course my parliamentary inquiry fails with 
the motion. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY, from the committee of conference on the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, submitted the following re- 
port: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. &. 9377) ** making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” having met, after 
full and free conference haveagreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 34, 55, 56, 58, 59, 67, 68, 
69, 78, 80, 83, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 108, 109, 112, 113, 116, 117, 118, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 
127, 146, 147, 149, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 171. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2,3, 4, 6,7, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 28, 50, 51, 52, 60, 61, 62, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 
81, 82, 85, 86, 87, 88, 96, 97, 98, 104, 105, 110, 111, 129, 130, 142, 143, 144, 145, 160, 164, 166, 167, 
168, and 169; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $322,015.30; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, and in line 1, page 4 of 
the bill, strike out “twenty-seven” and insert in lieu thereof *‘ twenty-eight ;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In licu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘$93,472.43;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 35, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
number proposed insert “eight,” and after the word “ each,” in line 4, page 14, 
of the bill insert: ‘‘ One of whom shall be in charge of international exchanges ;"’ 
and in line5, page 14, of the bill, “ one at $960 ;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘'$39,000;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $4,000 ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “*$11,000;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number a insert “‘three;’’ and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$116,070;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the following: ‘‘ Forindexing 
records, one clerk of class 2, $1,400; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “‘seven;” and the Senate agree to the same, 
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Mr. ADAMS. 
this particular amendment is 


It makes not the slightest difference to me whether | 
adopted or not; but it ought to make a | 
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considerabie difference to all of us whether a conference committee | 
shall be permitted to strike from a bill anything in regard to which | 


i 
Bhs 


ve come to an agreement. I submit to the gentle- 
rence committee has no more right to strike outa pro- 
ind than I have. 


the two House ha 
man that a <« 
Vision of that } 


Mr. FORNEY. Wehavenotdoneso. The Senate added that amend- 
ment; and of course we had the right to amend the Senate amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. ADAM®S. Let us see whether I understand the case. The 
House in that part of the bill provided for one clerk of class 1. The 
Senate proposed to ald to that provision one clerk of class 2. AsI un- 


derstood the reading of the report, the House conferees agreed to the 
insertion of one clerk of class 2, with a provision that a clerk of class 
1 be stricken out. Is that correct ? 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the provision? 
class 1? 

Mr. FORNEY. Only one clerk of class 1. We refused to concur in 
the amendment of the Senate. We have increased the force one clerk 
of class 1 and three copyists. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then you did not accede to the proposition of the 
Senate there should be any addition of one clerk of class 2 4 

Mr. FORNEY. Only one clerk of class 1. 

Mr. ADAMS. You struck it out. 

Mr. FORNEY. We compromised by giving three copyists instead 
of one. . 

Mr. ADAMS. 
quence of the adoption of the conference report ? 

Mr. FORNEY. 
three copyists. 

Mr. ADAMS. All right. 

Mr. FORNEY. We think that isa sufficient force. 
ference report be adopted. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Are there two clerks of 


I move the con- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the States and Territories be called and 
the cali be completed with the understanding and agreement that there 
shall be no motion made to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. There will be no objection to that if we can be per- 
mitted to suspend the rules and pass the dependent pension bill. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand there is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard objection to the re- 
quest. 

Mr. BURROWS. Who made it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hopkins ]. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move to proceed with the consideration of Senate 
bill 1305, to incorporate the Maritime Company of Nicaragua 

Mr. BURROWS. Who objected to my proposition? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Several gentlemen objected. 
tleman from New York [| Mr. Hopkins] objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My understanding is if consent be 
given to that bill then we will be taken ont of the position in which 
we now are, 

Mr. CLARDY,. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gen- 


The reading of the bill to which the 


Two of class 1, none of class 2, one of $1,000, and | 





| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


gentleman refers will be resumed when the call of the States is re- | 


sumed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I object. 

Mr. WARNER. Iask unanimous consent to take up a bill to or- 
ganize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, to which 
there can be no valid objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WARNER. Perhaps the gentleman might withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Massachusetts will not object 
to this bill. It has been indorsed by the Chicago Convention. I do 
not think any objection will come from that side of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw his ob- 
jection? ‘Che Chair understands the gentleman does not withdraw his 
objection. 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill introduced by Mr. ANDERSON, of Towa, was 
concluded; and it was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads, and ordered to be printed. 


Without any business coming in? 
Is there objection to the request of the 
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MUNICIPAL CODE FOR THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. ANDERSON,ofIowa. Lask,by unanimous consent, to introduce 
a bill (H. R. ——) to establish a municipal code for the District of 
Columbia. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask for the reading of the bill in ex- 
lenso. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I rise to ask, by unanimous consent, that the 
House pass to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) for the redue- 
tion of the revenue. It is evident unless this motion is adopted we 
will trapsact no business to-day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. If there is- 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to take a recess for twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I moveanamendmentso we may take 
recess until one minute before 5 o'clock. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Task the gentleman from Kansas to yield to 
allow me to pass a little bill that will not takea minute. Itis merely 
to correct the description of a piece of land. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have no possible objection, so far as 





_ 


« 


| Iam concerned, if it does not interfere in any way with our rights un- 


der the call of States. 
Mr. MACDONALD. Then I ask consent 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would remind the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
made the motion to take the recess. The gentleman from Kansas, who 





; , a2 | moved an amendment to that motion, can not withdraw the pending 
How many clerks of class 2 will remain in conse- | 
! 


motion; and until that is withdrawn the Chair can entertain no re- 
quests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I only ask the gentleman to yield to me long 
enough to allow the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas as an amendment to the pending motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri, that the House take a recess until 
one minute to 5 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The gentleman from Missouri consents that I 
may call this bill up. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the question is taken on the motion, I think 
perhaps we might reach some agreement by which business could be 
transacted to-day. It is evident that the House at this late time in the 
session and at the present stage of its business does not desire to waste 
this day in useless dilatory proceedings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 
consent to take up the land-forfeiture bill 

Mr. CANNON. And I ask unanimous consent to take up the de- 
pendent pension bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORD. The ruling passion strong in death. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to taking up any bill that 
we can agree upon and dispose of it—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I do object to wasting the time of the House 
for the whole day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
that it can not entertain any matter by unanimous consent pending the 
motion for a recess. The regular order being demanded—— 

Mr. ROGERS. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] as- 
sented to the withdrawal of his motion for the purpose of permitting 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand the 
gentleman; and in addition to that a gentleman in front of the Chair 
has demanded the regular order. Now, if the motion for a recess is 
withdrawn, then the regular order of business will be the proceeding 
under the call of States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit a point of order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will remind the gentleman 
that the regular order has been demanded, which is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas that the House take a recess until one min- 
ute to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I wish to submit a question of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If the gentleman from Missouri who 
made the motion to take a recess for thirty minutes will withdraw his 
motion I will withdraw mine. ; 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; I will withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion for a recess having been 
withdrawn, the regular order is the proceeding under the call of States. 
The gentleman from Iowa demands the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that the regular order is not insisted 
upon. I want the House now to agree to take up and consider- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BAYNE. 1 understood the gentleman from Iowa to withdraw 
the demand for the regular order. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not so understand him 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has also de- 
manded the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; I renew my motion for a recess. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ntleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. t is toask unanimous consent that the House take 
up and consider the bill declaring the forfeiture- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Indiana that the regular order is demanded, and that the Cha 
can not entertain any request. 

HOLMAN. But my question involves one of order which I d 
sire to submit to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman willstate his question 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
up the bill declaring the 
sir, that the presentation of that re 
mitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der; and the question is on the motion of the gentleman from Mis 
souri. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And I renew the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, But, Mr. <~ 

The SPEA KER pro te mpore. The ¢ ‘hair desires to re mind the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, because the Chair wishes to be perfectly patient 
and respectful to the gentleman, that the regular order was de- 
manded before the Chair had an opportunity of recognizing the gentle- 
man to submit his request. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Chair state who has demanded it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempofe. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Outir- 
WAITE] in front of the Chair for one, and the Chair has heard several 


a 


It is that I have asked unanimous consent to tak« 
forfeiture of certain land grants. I submi 
juest entitles me to have it sub- 





gentlemen make the same demand from different parts of the Hal 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I renew the amendment that the 
House take a recess until one minute to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And that members be permitted to file 


their bills with the Clerk. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is not my motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Isit not in order for the Chair to recognize a mem 
ber to ask unanimous consent that a special bill be taken up and made 
the regular order of business for the day ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when the r 
demanded. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will not the request, if granted, 
mand for the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not, 

Mr. BAYNE. If unanimous consent be given will not that su; 
sede—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not the liberty to en- 
tertain a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYNE, I desire tomakea parliamentary inquiry. I propose 
to ask that the dependent pension bill be taken up, to which there will 
be no objection on either side of the House. I propose to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the dependent pension bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the n 
tion pending the demand for the regular order. ‘The que 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
the House take a recess until one minute to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. ao suggestion was accepted by tlie 
gentleman from Kansas that members be allowed to file bills with t 
Clerk 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain request 
for unanimous consent pending the demand for the regule 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
cess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is for the 
clerks a rest. 

The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for a division. 

rhe House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 75. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McSHANE. On that motion I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 70. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The SVEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [iir. BAYNE]. 

Tha House again divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 58. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum. 
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dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now adjourn 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. On that I call for the yeas and nay 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays are 
Those in favor of ordering the yeas and na 
ounted 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I withdraw the call. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore having put the question on the motion 
The ayes seem to have it. 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. .« call for a division. Mr. PrpcocK with Mr. PHELPS. 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 90, noes 38, | Mr. Hutron with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, and| Mr. Norwoop with Mr. CooPer. 
others called for the yeas and nays. {r. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLoep. 
t] led for the : | na’ | Mr. H f North Carol th Mr. FLoer 
The yeas and nays were ordere there being—ayes 28, noes 90; more | Mr. McSHANE with Mr. GUENTHER. 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. Mr. Wurre, of New York, with Mr. CocKRAN. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILs that the House | Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 
adjourn, it was decided in the negative—yeas 88, nays 105, not voting | Mr. FoRAN with Mr. WEST. 
31; as follow r. STEWART, of Vermont. with Mr. .\ TES. 
13] foll M f \ t th Mr. Oa 
YEAS | Mr. DouGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 
Abbott, Cra Jones, Robertson, | Mr. CARLTON with Mr. RussE.1, of Connecticut. 
Anderson, Miss Crisp, Lagan, Rogers, | Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. McCuLLoGH. 
Anderson, Il Culbe } Landes, Rowland, ‘ Qrawarre with Mr Rocrwr! 
Bacon, Dalzell Lanh , Rusk, Ir. GRANGER with Nir. ROCKWELL. 
Bankhead, Dargan, Latham Gayers, Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCorMIck. 
Barnes, Davidson, Ala. Lee, Scott, Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER 
by Vy i dso "le in Se y 7 ata ea : 7 
ee’ —— Show’ Mr. BuRNEtT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
Bliss, Elliott, —~ McAdoo, Snyder, } Mr. WILKINS with Mr. DE LANO. 
a a ee Sean ay Sowden, — Mr. NEAL with Mr. Morritr. 
preckiartaee, irk. Rome oes, eee Mr. Perry with Mr. Bromo. 
Buckalew, —:* Moore, Stewart, Ga, Mr. BRYCE with Mr. LAIDLAW. 
Burnett, Grime Nelson, Tillman, | Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. OSBORNE. 
a. a tac eee nd, | Mr. FELIX AMPRELL with Mr. McComas. 
andier, are, NICHOIS, ance, ns OT oe ‘ 5 - 
Caruth, Hatch, Oates, Walker, Mr. MoRGAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Catchings, Hayes, O' Ferrall, Wheeler, Mr. McCLAMMyY with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Chipman, Heard, ©’ Neall, Ind. Whitthorne, , ~~ o AT: 3 . - TAODRITR YT 
Cobb, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wilkinson, Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WoopBURN. 
Collins, Howard Parker, Wilson, W. Va. Mr. LANE with Mr. WILBER. 
Cothran, Budd Richardson, Wise, Mr. Foran with Mr. DUNHAM. 
NAYS—105. Mr. REED with Mr. DocKERY. 
Adams Visher Laird iain Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
Anderson, Iowa Fuller, Lawler, Smith, ’ Mr. FISHER with Mr. CUTCHEON, 
Anderson, Kans. zener, Lehlbach, Springer, Mr. BLouNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Se y oo a ee. Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Baker, lll. Glass, Matson, Stone, Ky. Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. LopGE. 
sayne, Grosvenor, McKenna, Stone, Mo. Mr. Bynum with Mr. STEVENSON. 
Bingham Haugen, McKinley, Symes, ha 1 ie eae a i we ware 4 iti ae Rei in S08 
Rowen, Hayden. McRae, Taylor, J.D.,Ohio | Che following-named members were announced as paired for this 
Brewer, Henderson, IIL. MeShane, Thomas, Ky. day: 
grower, Hermann, Mofilitt, Thomas, Wis. Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. YARDLEY. 
sgrowne,T.H.B., Va. Hires Morse, Tracey, Se Te 3 , AIR 
Soomaali Wa ieienn, O'Donnell, Turece, Kane. Mr, RAN DALL with Mr. HARMER. 
Buchanan, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa, Vandever, Mr. HOOKER with Mr. FITcuH. 
aaa Hopkins, Il Zo —— Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BowDEN. 
surrows, jiopkins, Va. ’atton, arner, AT, ' 7T wa wi > a r 
Cannon. cronking 3, Payson, Weaver, Mr. Cow LES with Mr. BooTHM AN. 
Caswell, Houk, Peel, Weber, Mr. Hoaa with Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. ; 
Cheadle, Hovey, an rkins, wae. MY. The following-named members were announced as paired for two 
Clardy Jackson, eters, ‘hiting, Mass. alc 
Clements, Johnston, Ind. Phelps, Wickham days: : a 
Conger, Kelley, Plumb, Williams, Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. FINLEY. 
Davis, Kennedy, Pugsley, Wilson, Minn. The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


Dingley 
Dorsey, 
Dunn, 

Farquhar, 


Allen, Mass, 
Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Miss, 
Atkinson, 
Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 

Burnes, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 

ta mpbell,T. J.,.N.Y 
‘Xampbell, F., N.Y. 
tam pbell, Ohio 
Jarlion, 

Mark, 


a 


‘ 

( 

( 

< 
Cockiran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Cox, 
Crouse, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 


Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 


La Follette, 


NOT VOTING 


Darlington, 
Davenport, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dunham, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 
Foran, 
Gaines, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
liarmer, 

He mphill, 
Henderson, lowa 


Henderson, N. C. 


Hiestand, 

Hitt, 

Hogg, 

Hooker, 
Hunter, 
THlutton, 
Johnston, N, C. 


tome is, 
Rowell, 


Russell, Mass. 


Seymour, 
131. 
Kean, 
LatYoon, 
Laidlaw, 
Lane, 
Lodge, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McOClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McCullogh, 
McKinney, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Neal, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 

O’ Neill, Mo. 
Osborne, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Pidcoc k, 
Post, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKEI 
Th 


% pro tempore. 


litical questions until further notice: 
Mr. Cox with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. BAe 

Mr. CAM! 

Mr. GLOVER W 
Mr. Trmoriny 
Mr. TAULRB 
Mr. How 





ith Mr. GOFF. 


IN with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
BELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 
EE with Mr. SHERMAN, 
inp with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 


Yost. 


Randall, 
Rayner, 

Reed, 

Rice, 
Rockwell, 
Russell, Conn, 
Ryan, 

Sawyer, 

Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simmons, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Struble, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, I). 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Turner, Ga. 
Washington, 
West, 

White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 

Yode r. 


The Clerk will announce the pairs. 
1e following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 





Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 

I have already sent to the desk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Letus take up the dependent pension bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the bill introduced by 
the gentieman from Iowa is asked for, and the Clerk will proceed to 
read it. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask the Chair whether under the order of the House 
we will not adjourn at 5 o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the standing order. 

Mr. HATCH. It is certain this bill ean not be read between now 
and 5 o’clock, and in the interest of the reading clerks I hope gentle- 
men will agree to the motion to adjourn. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


[ call for the reading of the bill which 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

by Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10682) for the relief of Cynthia J. 
Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 10683) for the relief 
of William Brice & Co. and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10684) granting a pension to 
Christian Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10685) granting a pension to Co- 
lumbus C, Patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10686) granting a pension to John 


| J. Treanor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10688) granting a pension to John K. Ferguson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10689) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Oldham—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10690) for the relief of Joseph F. Hawley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (Hf. R. 10691) to increase the pensior 
of Mary A. Bedel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Militarv A irs. . OM 
By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill 10694 iting a pe to Ji , 
W. Elli ( I Pensi ‘ 
By M KELLEY A bill (H. R. 10695) granting an increase of Mr. O°’FERRAI tit } | ( 
pen ym to Caroline V. English to the Committee on Vensions. vil I I t ( ( 
By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10696) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ball mittee on \ { 


to the Committee on Claims. By : I | a\' 
By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 10697) for the relief of Elizabeth | ; of the Governme Printing t 1 e the ( 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. on ibor to v it < i ! 
By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 10698) granting a pension to ts wants and 1 33 , wo! he 1 1 ( 
Sarver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensik ! , and a { pacit ; 
> Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10699) g1 ing a } to | ment of and w ha trad to t ( 
Charles Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | I 
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By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 1070 pel to John M M L: ] x ( 
Bailey—to the Committee on Pensions I f ! ! nts to { tat the ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10701) for the relief of M Barbara A. Skeen n Comn e. 
to the Committee on War Claims. so, petition of B. A. Sk wid \\ : “ ref 
By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by request A bill (H. R. 10702) gran 3 claim to the Court of Cla to Ci tte 1 War ¢ 
ing apension to Emilio Caraleri—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio iy Mr. RICHARDSON: Petit fl 3, of I bet} 
By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10703) for the r f | Diekey, of Elizabeth Duncan, of I L.. Jones, of Thomas B. McElro 
of the heirs of John Wooten, deceased—to the Committee on Claims f A.W. Bowers, of William B ! s, of Jacob Vanh er, of R i 
by Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10704) granting an increase of p« Fanning, of Margaret | Mrs. A ( 1d of David H 
ion to Joshua H. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ton, of nn ( ( ( 
By Mr. WEBER: A bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary | to the Committee on War ¢ 3 
L. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. STOCKDALI etition of Willis Carter. of Natchez. M 


By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10706) for the relief of ~ if refere ] til the ¢ tof ¢ te the ( 





yhonse Desmare—to the Committee on War Claims. War ¢ 
By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10707) authorizing the Secreta y Mr. THOMPSON: Petit t 3 of ¢ 7 ity. ( 
the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who owned or re tier vol-grow f lw ; 
pied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reservation, whi: nt to the Committee on Ways and M: 
been condemned by the HotSprings Commission and afterwards b Mr. WILKINSON: Petit of James FE. ¢ 
and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the ev tot C ttee on Invalid Pension 
dence now on file in-the Interior Department —to the Committ _ 
Claims. netition | , proper prot of the Yell 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knol Nat c, as |] 1 in Senate bill 283 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i to the ‘ m ttee on the Publi Lar 
By Mr. GLASS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 1] referring the clai: by Mr. FRENCH: Of citizens of Port 1, ¢ 
of I. F. Bailey and Jordon Broadaway to the Court of Claims—to t 


Committee on War Claims. | foll ng petition, praying for the enactment of 





¥ temporary aia [or it Ss, to be ¢ l 
PETITIONS, ETC. teracy, was 1 d ttee on Edur 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s d By Mr. GEAR: Of 132 cit of Des Moi iv ( 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ties, I 
By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Cynthia J. Lewis, for reference of le 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims ; 
By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of M HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Emily Oldham—to the Committee on War Claims. " 


\lso, papers relating to the claim of John K. Ferguson and of Char 


TUESDAY, July 3. 1888. 


Junot—to the Committee on Pensions. The Ho was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Mr. Cri 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3679 to pension Priscilla | r pro tempt who directed the reading of the following 
Prime—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. iunication: 
Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to John S SPEAKER’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIN 
Manor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
I ‘ y Hon. ¢ A F’. ¢ 


By Mr. CLARK: Petition of Hollis Stedman and others, of Green | , a n of tl { f Rep? 
are ' rT: . . . > if the session o 1e House o tepres 
Lake County, Wisconsin, for better protection to wool and woolen man 
ufacturing interests of the country—to the Committee on Ways and Hon. Joun B. CLARK, 
Means 7 . Clerk House of Rep nia 
4 ex 5. 


By Mr. COLLINS: Memorial and resolation of the board of alder- Pray y the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitbury, D. 1 





men and common council of Boston, Mass., for the passage of joint The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, 
resolution granting the use of Castle Island to the city for park pur- | ®PPTEVee- 
poses notwithstanding the President’s veto—to the Committee on Mil a See ae 
itary Affairs. The SPEAKER pro tempore laid befare the House the joint 
By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Ned Bright, of Squire Gardner, of Eliz- | tion (H. Res. 154) to amend the joint resolution app: i May 14 . 


abeth E. Jordan, of M. D. L. Jordan, administrators of William Jordan; | Te/ating to the disposal of public lands in certain Stat 
of estate of J. Robinson, of Mary J. Light, of William H. Landrum, | Phe Clerk read as follows: 
and of James Cronan, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the IN THE SENATE OF THE Untrep Srartes, July 2 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. Resolved, That this joint resolution pass with an amendmer 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Com Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Honse 
mercial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges, and Vessel-Owners and Ca; cur in the Senate amendment to the resolution which has just 
tains’ Association opposing Senate bill No. 1448 and House bill No. | read. 
Z 4923—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The Clerk reported the amendment, as follow 
Pe By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of wool-growers of Oregon, asking for | Page 1, at the end of line 4, add 
revision of the law classifying worsteds, so as to make them woolen he provisions of said t t ended are extended 
cloths—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





- 


until the close of the present Cor 


Set. 


= By Mr. HOVEY (by request): Petition of Solomon Salin, of Troy, Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that amendment will be concurred in. 

, Ind., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Chere vas no objection, an i the amend me nt was agreed to. 

i By Mr. LIND: Memorial of the Zach. Taylor Post, Grand Army otf Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend 
: the Republic, of Fulda, Minn., praying for the passage of the dependent ment was agreed t moved that t motion to reconsider | 
2 pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, laid on the table. 

% By Mr. LONG: Petition of Boston Board of Marine Underwriters and Phe latter motion eee Se 


others, in favor of House bill No. 10183 , for a light-ship off Nantucket, | BRIDGE ACROSS FLINT RIVER, G 
Mass.—to the Committee on Commerce. ! The SPEAKER prot e also laid before the House the bill (H. 
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R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Flint River, Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 








in the State of Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNiTED STATES, June 20, 1888. 

Resolved, That this bill pass} with amendments, 

Mr. ROGERS. 
unaninious consent to concur in the Senate amendments to the House 
bill. 

The Clerk reported the amendments, as follows: ° 

Page 2, line 18, after the word “war,” insert “the construction of.” 

Page 2, line 18, strike out “ built’’ and insert ‘‘commenced.” 

Page 3, line 1, strike out “‘ Congress” aud insert “the Secretary of War.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the Senate amendments? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

BRIDGE AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
9816) to authorize the building ofa railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1888. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, with amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, there are two formal amendments to 
this bill, one simply changing the word ‘‘Congress’’ to the ‘‘ Secretary 
of War,’’ and the other providing that if the bridge is not constructed 
within three years it shall be forfeited without any judicial or legisla- 
tive act. 

I ask unanimous consent to concur in these two amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk reported the amendments as follows: 


Page 3, line 26, strike out ‘‘ Congress”’ and insert ‘Secretary of War.” 
Page 4, line 4, after “ bridge,” insert ‘‘ under the provision of this act.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the Senate amendments? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
Rt. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1888. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amendment. 

Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT SURGEONS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
35) to authorize the promotion of certain assistant surgeons of the Army 
after twenty years’ service; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE E. W. SHARRATTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 59) 
for the relief of George E. W. Sharratts; which was read a first and 
secoud time, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 705) 
to establish additional life-saving stations; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LIGHT-HOUSE WHARF, ASTORIA, OREGON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also Jaid before the House the bill (S. 707) 
providing for the purchase of a site and the construction of a wharf at 
Astoria, Oregon, tor the use of the light-house establishment; which 
was read a firstand second time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read twice, and referred as in- 
dicated below: 

The bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to the widow of G. K. War- 
ren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of asite 
and the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the mouth 
of the Umpqua River in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1438) providing for the appointment of assistants to the 
chiefs of bureaus of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1257) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY 8. FRENCH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 82) 

for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8. French. 


On behalf of the presiding officer [Mr. Crisp] I ask | 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| that bill be now put upon its passage. 


It merely provides to refer the 
case to the Court of Claims for adjudication. The claim has been favor- 
ably reported to this House, and it has been acted upon favorably by 
both Houses in previous Congresses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the legal representatives of Henry 8. French, deceased, 
late of Nashville, Tenn., be, andare hereby, authorized to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 230 bales of cotton taken at Jones- 
borough, Ga.,, in September, 1864, by General William G. Le Due, by order of Gen- 
eral Sherman, and turned over to the Treasury agent, and by him sold and the 
proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States; and for this purpose juris- 
diction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and determine and render 
judgment in conformity with the rights of the respective parties: Provided, That 
an appeal shalllie in said cause from said court to the Supreme Court as in other 
cases, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the report read, reserving 
the right to object. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It is a Senate bill which has just been 
laid before the House, and of course there is no House report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there a House bill for the same purpose? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not informed as to that. 

Mr. KERR. — Has the case been referred to a committee? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The case has been favorably reported to the 
House by Mr. GAINES, of Virginia. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] that this bill be now 
considered ? 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. 

ANCHORAGE OF VESSELS OFF THE PORT OF NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report and submitting an 
estimate of an appropriation for carrying into effect the provisions of 
the act in relation to the anchorage of vessels off the port of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
he printed. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BACON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JoHNSTON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Smiru, of Wisconsin, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. HAYDEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr.gLANDEs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY S. FRENCH. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (S. 82) for the relief of Henry 8. French lie for the present on 
the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
3y unanimous consent the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 653) defining the positions and salaries of assistant astronomers 
at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; and 
it was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to report back the Post-Office appropriation bill with 
the Senate amendments and certain recommendations of the committee. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriation for the service of the Post-Oilice De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 


Mr. BLOUNT. ‘There were seven amendments made by the Senate 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The first amendment strikes out the paragraph providing ‘‘ for com- 
pensation to clerks in post-oflices for unusual business, as contemplated 
by Revised Statutes, section 3863, $50,000.’? The House committee 
recommend non-concurrence in the amendment of the Senate striking 
out that item. 

The second amendment of the Senate strikes out the appropriation 
‘for rent, light, and fuel to post-oflices of the third class, $650,607,”’ 
and proposes to insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$450,000."’ The committce 
recommend non-concurrence in that amendment. 

The third Senate amendment is the insertion of a proviso in connec- 
tion with the appropriation for rent, light, and fuel to post-oflices of 
the third class, which proviso is in these words: 


Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third-class post- 
office for rent a sum in excess of $300, nor more than $60 for fuel and lights in 
any one year, nor shall any contract be made calling for the payment of either 
rent, or fuel, or lights beyond the fiscal year 1889, 


The committee recommend non-concurrence in the amendment, 
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vty, 


committee 


sixth amendr 


pects to the 


I be ¢ to Ca | attention tothe ft 


STEELF. 
BLOUNT. 
seventha 
.’? though other gentlemen 
I will read the amendment 
vide more cflicient mail serv 
and South America and the West Indies, $800, 
this appropriation the Postmaster-General is he 
American built and regis 
of the United States mails to such 
best subserve said postal service 
n five nor more than ten year 
outward trip $L per nautical mile of the di 
sailing course between the term 
rable to secure the ends abo 
The Postmaster-General shall 
ors stating dates of departu 
and in case of unreas 
to depart with mails on the d: 
may withhold from the 
tract price for sai 
on dates stated in the s« 
, or the same ‘ 
The committee recommend 
There is a division 
merits of the amendme 
on the part of ail the members of the comn 
eding it is better to non-concur in 
to the committee of conferenc j 
the amendments, save what 
has not been the fullest 
at least not so full 
the House, and which was not, b: 
brought to light in the discussion u 
therefore 
trusting that 


ixteen cents a pound. 


endment is what someof us term the 


lo promote 
1uthorized 











in advance, 











lule the Postmast 


opinion in the committe 
at; but I believe there 


lave des 
Th 1 


ment,’’ ther 





ll. The passaxe 
deemed best to non-concut 
ve shall reach in the committe 
sion satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
amendment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
with relation to letter-c 
» direction of the Postm 
propriation proposed in that amendment 
vot along with in order to execute the law: 
agree entirely with 
out of the way. 
in all the amendments, numbering seven, except the fifth amend: 
leman desires a separate vote, I will m 
1endments except the fifth, 


We recomm< amendm 
s, because a careful estimate made u 
he fact that tl 
ast sum that 
and the House committ 
» Senatein thinkingitad 
The comm ymmend non-conci 
Therefore, unless some gent 
to non-coneur in 
mittee of conference. 
I also ask to be 


all the a 


vermitted to print in the Recorp the views of the 
Postmaster-General in reference to all these amendments. 
TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Georgia asks leave 
to print in the Rrecorp a letter of the Postmaster-General in relation to 
the pending amendments. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 





DEPARTMENT 
POSTMASTER-GENERAI 


Post-OFFict 


Sir: In compliance with your request I have the honor to return herewit 
H. R. 9345, with my views upon the several ; 
ures and italics, and are numbered 1, 2, 3,4,5,6, and 7. 

‘* For compensation to clerks in post-oflices for unusual business, as co 
templated by Revised Statutes, section 3863, $50,000.” 

In my opinion, this provis 
Very early in my administra 
many cases where visitors a 
or for other consideration 
completely overwhelm t 
partment for tl 
tion increased from 
were there no adk quate means to serve the publi« 
what there were, 
allowances might be increased at such places 
fourth class offices 


. lr ‘ } } 
Mnenaments,w hich appea 


BS hire 


5 
5 
Bi 


1 of the appropr 





1 of this Department my attention was called to 
nterprise, in pursuit of health 
h numbers to localities as t 

ry means and facilities provided by the De- 
In one place the popula 
resuli was that not only 
post-oflices, but 
gal methods under whic 
third and 





»y business « 
n drawn in 


Se 








20.000 to 50,000 in four months. 





4) per cent of the 





were prostra By the ordinary le 


y an advan vances for 


-there could 


, and consequent allowances to 
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amour y the aggregate t 3,734). So that the nineteen hundred and 
eight third- 8 oflices can claim nothing but the salaries aggregating $2,561,300. 


lL append herewith the tables furnished me by the chief of the salary and al- 
lowance division from which the above figures have been gathered. 
If it is still contemplated to afford any amendment to the condition of the 








































folrth-class oflices, 1 may add for your information that on returns just com- 
pleted for the four quarters ended March 31, 1888, the aggregate postal revenues 
from those offices was $13 1,190.90, 

The postal revenue of the third an vurth class offices togethe r for the same 
period is § 8.90; of the first class for t! at period it is $23 6,337 

“4. The Postm er-General, in h s discretion, may hereafter allow rent light, 
and fuel at offices of the third class in the same manner he does now at offi 
of the first and sec« isses 

For t re I have here e given, I not think there should be 

] iry limitation o e Postmaster-General’s discretion as provided in 
provision »ve quoted Phe provision, however, should be amended, for 
i on that the sts lard applied to first and second class offices would not serve 
for third class offi i ’ t compensation by box-rents and commis- 

ions does t | J , a limitation upon the discretion of the De 
p i } ‘ ng amaximum allowance by a system of 
per ta on t ) I suggest that this be fixed at 8 per 
cent. with a proviso that not! yr herein contained shall be construed as taking 
1 the power of t j neral to allow for separating as at pres 
‘ lowances to come from this fund. 

For t addit al f the free-delivery service, made necessary 
by the act ¢ tled ‘An a t the hours that letter-carriers in cities shail 

emplo 1 per day, approved May 24, 1888, $1,000,000 

You have already had my vis yw that the appropriation of $1,000,( to carry 

out @ prov is Of the eight-hour law is adequate and needed. 
rhat hereafter the postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roo and cions 
be char 1 at the rate of 1 cent for each 8 ounces or fractior reof, - 
ject all others cts to existing law. 

J have had the honor to express my views on the subject of postage on seed 
cutt 3, | roots, and cions in several previous communications, I can 
not ibt that the amendment inse rte d in the accompanying bill, as printed, 
it lucha Ti it the postage shall be “at the rate of 1 cent for « each 
8 ounces or f ion thereof saa eiaaaehaneier [ do not understand that it has 
ever been co iplated that this postage should be reduced more iouin ono-batt 





I have not before heard that it had been suggested to reduce that postage to 2 


The remaini provision of the bill is as follows: 

7 Lo prov more eflicient mail service between the United States and Cen- 
tral and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. ‘To promote the purposes 
of this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed 
to contract with American built and registered steam-ships for the transporta- 
tion of the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judg- 
ment will best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be fora period 
of not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding, 
for each outward trip, $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct 

and fi asible sailing course to secure the ends above set forth. 

‘The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the con- 
tractors, stating dates of departure of steam-ships from the United States six 
months in advance, and in case of unreasdhable failure of any steam-ships to 
depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated the Postmaster-General 
may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-half the con- 
tract price for said trip or trips, and in the event of continued failure to depart 
on dates stated in the schedule the Postinaster-General may annul the contract 
or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress.”’ 

It will hardly be claimed for this legislation that it is either demanded or re- 

red, or that it can be utilized for the benefit of the postal service merely. 
‘The resources and powers of the Department have proved entirely adequate to 
afford to the citizens of the United States a foreign mail service equal to, and in 
most cases superior to, that of any nation in the world. Nine-tenths of our for- 
eign letter mail crosses the Atlantic, and the settled policy of the Department 
has been to employ the swiftest vessels from week to week for carrying the 
mail Phe Department, at the request of prominent merchants, importers, 
and bankers of the United States having commercial relations with foreign 
countries, has endeavored to induce foreign postal administrations to adopt a 
| y to promote expedition and security in correspondence. 

Under the present system, on routes other than to European ports, mails 
have been carried in A can steam-ships at four times the rates paid for 
transatlantic service, although no foreign vessel has ever refused or hesitated to 
accept the sea postage, or one-fourth the rate paid to American bottoms. Un- 
der the present conditions the Centraland South American letter mail increases 
at the rate of about 10 per cent. in weight a year, and the number of sailings to 
West Indian and Central and South American ports from the three ports of New 
York, New Orleans, and San Francisco increased in the fiscal yearending June 
30, 1587, from 712 to 831. In addition to the compensation paid in money, all 
common carriers by water are greatly benefited by carrying the mail. Pro- 
vision for their benefit in Brazilian ports are as follows: Mail steamers are al- 
lowed to immediately discharge their cargoes, preference being given them be- 
fore any other vessel and before they have been entered at the custom-house, 
both on week days and on Sundays or holidays. 

Chey may sail at any hour,day or night, afterthey have received the mail,and 
can not be detained under any pretext whatever beyond the hour fixed tor sail- 
ing. Similar benefits are provided for mail steamers at other West Indian and 
Central and South American ports. While the Department in every case has 
riven the preference to American ships at four times the cost of carriage on com- 

ting foreign shipsas permitted by law, yetin very many cases because of very 

expedition or because of the absence of proper facilities in Ameri- 









































I 
much greatei 
< steamers, or because of very great delays,the otherships offering have been 
given the business at the lower rate on the principle that the first duty of the 
Department to our citizens under the law was to give them the best, most ex- 
peditious, a d certain mail facilities within its resources, 
If there shall be superadded to the functions of postal administration that of 
administering a subsidy or a bounty forthe promotion of American shipping 
interests I can readily see why, in practice, these two offices must so conflict 
that, so far from being of advantage to and promoter of efficient mail service, 
such a subsidy, with such a purpose, in the hands of the Postmaster-General 
must antagonize and overbear the primary object of his office, which is to give 
to the « sevenpene nee of our citizens the best expedition and certain transmis- 
sion. Ifthe bounty or bonus system is to be revived, it should be done without 
involving this Department in the complications certain to arise from adminis- 
tering it, ¢ and without hampering its fundamental rule of action, which is that 
the mails must go at all events, 

ile we granted aid to Pacific railroads, with conditions imposed that the 
mails should be carried for a credit on the debt, yet the Department was left 
free to employ better or more expeditious routes in its discretion. The proposed 
legislation will be in effect a mandate to the Postmaster-General to contract 
with American-built as well as American-registered steam-ships for the trans- 
portation of the mails to the ports of Central and South America and the West 
Indies for a period of not less than five years and with a compensation for each 
outward trip of $l per mile. There is no condition for advertisement, and in- 
deed, unlike even the British subsidy acts, competition is not comtemplated or 
permitted, as the contracts are to be limited to American ships, and as to these 























RECORD—HOUSE, 


will be practically limited to those now in exi 
( paratively no competition because of-the 1 


e, between whom there is 
r which can be employed 





L scrvice 
In the present conditions the proposed law might as well have named the few 
persons to whom this money is to be paid. Even the laws (Revised Statutes, 








sections 3976 and 4203) under which American ships might be compelled to carry 
the mails have been repealed (23 United States Statutes at Large, 58), and it 
goes without saying that the proposed legislation intends the Department to 


pay the maximum rate provided, ¢. ¢., $1 per nautical mile for five years, tothese 
w persons, without troubling them with any negotiations as to terms, and, in- 
deed, as you will observe, without even the lodgment of discretion in the De- 
partment to designate from what ports of the I ed States the mails shall sail. 











It y be said in passing that presumably the erminal points’’.from which 
sailings willbe made, if self-interest, as is a ase, governs, will bethose 
which the gr st number of nautical miles may be comp uted, rather 


than from those at which the convenience and needs of the service would be 
suited, It may be noted also that the schedules of sailings are to be furnished 
by the contractors, and not by the Postmaster-General; altogether from an 
analysis of the proposed legislation it would seem to exclude the exer , 
any power of any representative of this Government to provide for this mail 

ce in the interest of the people, except after contract, which must be on 
the carrier’s own terms and after the carriers have fixed the schedules accord- 
ng totheirideas of what the mail servi should be, to compel them to con- 
form to their own expressed vik j 
and the public interests. 

* you to believe that in this criticism of 
favorably at this place upon a policy of gran bounties to 
I do think, however, that the carrying out hat policy sh 
volved in the postal administration. Such gifts should be voted a1 
rectly, if the Government shall determine to pursue a policy of eng 
this branch of private business, With very great respect, however, to 
framers of the bill, I do seriously object to that provision of the proposed legis- 
lation which places the mail service at the mercy of any firm, individual or 
corporation. While, indeed, the subsidized lines might be compel -d to carr 
the mails if tendered, yet the Department should be independent, ‘and sho ula 
at all times be enabled to send the mails by the most canviiiees routes and 
make use of the best facilities afforded for that purpose from among all car- 
riers offering. The Department should be free to take advantage of all s: 
ings, of increase? facilities coming from increased business, of changes for the 
better wrought by time, extension of commerce, and competition, and should 
not be tied up for a decade to single lines of communication, unstimulated to 
improvement and all progress by the existence of a settled, inordinate, and 
certain income, 

Herewith 1 furnish you two tables, marked “‘A”’ and “ B.””) From them you 
will see that the mails of this country were « ed to Central and South Amer- 
ica and the West Indies for the fiscal yearended June 30, 1887, by foreign steam- 
ta cost of $7,936.27 at the single rate, and by steamers of American register at 
a cost of $39,381.57. The number of miles sailed by the foreign ships employed 
was 666,448; the miles sailed by the ships of American register employed were 
546,758. It will be seen, on the plan of payment proposed, which is fixed with- 
out regard to the amount of mail carried, that the service, which cost us in the 
fiscal year 1887 $47,317.84, would have cost us, if paid for as proposed, $1,213, 206 
It is estimated that the weight of mails will be for the next fiscal year increased 
0 per cent. over these figures, and from what I have before shown it will be 
seen that the number of sailings will be increased in about the same ratio over 
the figures given in Tables A and B. The total cost of the sailings under this 
bill, pre dicated upon the business of 1887, can be but an approximate standar 
by w Nic h to aetiaie the cost under a provision of $1 for every nautical mil 
for each outward trip. 

But without regard to the cost, it is perfectly evident, from an examination of 
these tables and from the experience of the Department in aflording the best 
attainable service, that ‘‘American-built ships’ me, with whom the Depart- 
mént can now contract under this bill, and with which it must contract fora 
term of years, can not perform the service absolutely essential. Heretofore, as 
I have said, whenever it has been possible and consistent with the best inte 
ests of the public which this Department serves, American ships have been em- 
ployed to carry the mails at four times the rate paid to foreign ships; yet witl 
this policy steadily maintained, to give proper service at all it has been neces- 
sary toe maploy other carriers, as shown by Schedule A. One of the most serious 
dis advantage s from connecting the proposed subsidy with this Department will 
be that, even in cases where service is not furnished to certain ports by American 
ships at all, carriers that might be had will hardly suffer the enormous discrim- 
ination in compensation for the carriage of the mails. The conditions would 
certainly predispose human nature to refuse to perform the service at all. 

Again, it will not commend itself to our peoplei’, with this enormous compen 

vowedly for the carriage of the mails, frequency of transmission s! 
largely curtailed, even to ports touche y American ships, as must be the 
case where we pay one carrier about two hundred and fifty times as much as we 
offer for the same service to another. In my opinion the bill would not be ad- 
vantageous to the service, but the disadvantages would be positive in so far as 
this Department is concerned; while if it shall become a law, the Department 
willof course faithfully administer the fund in accordance with the spirit of the 
act. I feel confident that such administration will result only in avery great pc 
ecuniary benefit to a dozen individuals, at the expense and embarrassment of 
good service, and of inconvenience, injustice, and material injury to the great 
body of the people, whose money will be used in the purchase of those results 

Considering this as a subsidy pure and simple, unconnected with the postal 
service, it becomes a question of general policy with which this Department has 
nothing todo. The subject has been ably and exhaustively discussed in Con- 
ss, notably in the Thirty-fifth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-ninth. You, 
sir, and other distinguished members of the Post-Oftice Committee as at present 
constituted, have on the floor of the House presented the learning which the 
history of the subject, political economy, or the experience of legislation can 
teach. It has been frequently demonstrated by the experience of this and other 
countries that to enable one line by Government aid to carry more cheaply and 
thus to destroy competition, does not promote commerce.* The most success- 
ful ocean ste amship lines of the Continent—those of Hamburg and Bremen—re- 
ceive no pay from the government other than the moderate postage rates.+ Th 
British precedent is not in point and would not be eve n if Great Britain did not 
offer her mail service to the carriers of the world. ‘* Her aims are political and 
not commercial. She must have constant communication with the colonies, 
and she has spent large sums for this object. She must have an efficient and 
capable transport service for the protection of those colonies.’’ [ The views of 
that government are stated in Mr. Scudemore’s report (Parl. Papers 1867-8 XII, 
131) as follows: 

“The question (mail subsidy service) can not be dealt with on commercial 
principles. * * * For the sake of keeping up such communication with the 
East as the nation requires they must set commercial —— s at defiance, and 
cost what it may the nation must either pay them what they lose thereby or 
forego the communication.” 
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*Mercantile marines of foreign countries, Forty-ninth Congre 
No. 172. 

+ Forty-fifth Congress, second session, Ex. Doc. No. 38, Forty-sixth Congress, 
third session, House committee report No. 34: 

t Hadley. 


s, Ex. Doc. 
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‘ » eidential . ‘ . ? J > y > ea » , , —_ ° > . 
f Presidential post-offices in the : tlcs a Statement showing the number of Presidential post-offices in the several S! 
ritories—Continued Territories—Continu 


PA A SN 


masters. 


master 


II. .occuttsienstanvoes eaekpeeeneiine ‘ 26 43,100 

I ee conccccescesesccees 36 61,609 

‘ Territory. Saitehinintnbintinibiciteniniaiia 13 | 22, 200 

New Jersey : 123. 800 70, 980. 63 P irginia ..... aie 26, 100 | 

New Mexico ; : : | 14.500 44. 950.06 Re RR ns ‘ "= ane seat 3 36, 100 

New York 225 400 400 125, 343. 64 W yomaing...... ee at ain ; 9, 700 
North Carolina ‘ ie 4 41, 200 160, 639, 91 = . —— |§ ———$ | —_. —___ 
Ohio 141} 255,000 | 2,403, 142. 44 | POtAIB.......0ee0versreesererseesees stun onitn 4,003 |4, 203, 000 | 30, 408, 


Oregon ; 15 | 24.600] °952,527.10 | 
‘ 


Nebraska i 16, 500 
Nevada , 10, 200 


New Hampshir sites < 53. 000 297, 650. 02 


j 
Pennsylvania : 183 313. 100 3, Grand total gross rece ipts i it Sa sesccceee $08, 498, 72 
Rhode Island : vs 12 24.000 | 310 756 | Grand total postmasters’ salari dounene ; 4, 202, 400 
South Carolina z aha 20 30, 200 | 147, 165. 77 Percentage of gross receipts absorbed by salaries : 
Tennesse ‘ ¥ 28 6, 900 412, 459.15 The grand total of gross receipts of Presidential offices for the four qu 
Texas y oe ae s 74 120, 000 | 571,491.8L | ended “March 31, 1885, amounts to —— per cent. of the revenue of the 
Utah : . . 5 9, 400 65, 673.38 | Office Department for the same period. 


A.—Statement showing lines of foreign steamers plying between the United States and Central and South America and the West Indies, length of each route, number of tr 


performed, weight of mails conveyed, rates of compensation, total amount paid each line, and total amount if paid at $1 per mil e, during the fiscal year ended June < 


Total 
y umber of 
Number ae — amount if 
il 
traveled 
outward 


Route. Weight of mails. Total Distance Total 
between 
terminal | of trips. 


points. 


paid at $1 
per mil 


Name of line : amount 
paid. 
From— , Letters. Papers 


Grams. Grams Miles. 
Kiel ~ New York.......s00.....:+4| Montevideo 26,315 | 1,109,430 32. 7,915 
J. L.. Phelps & Co New Orleans -e-| Port Limon........ 186, 440 2, 428, GOS | 2 | D 
New Orleans and Central belted dee tiane 5 18, 765 117, 690 
American, 

ick scncicectianmsssevers BaltiMOTS. 20. ccsccccscccce ...| Rio de Janeiro 34, 791, 697 | 2. 7: 5, 3: 5, 336 5, 339, 0 
Oteri Pioneer sane ..| New Orleans... wee! Traxillo Selec demain 34, 37% 9,15 | 945 2 Gi G00, 00 
DOM EMIORM 00 vecossvevecesevecsescssesce | DUOW OEM dcras ....| San Domingo City . 58. 578 716 ao. é »7 | 5, O64 660, 00 
BOOT veceinse soe seeeeee} Philadelphia........... SING iccscrcisevsvccone | : j 99% j 
Williams & Rankine...............| New York...... cocvereeBevecss] MPO W EE Lccvcccses wwhee 
Harrison’s...... New Orleans.. “ dahenme vance 
United States and Brazil Mail..| New York Rio de Janeiro.......... 
Atlas utinbicnieals ba wan hisbiicded ice J : .| Kingston.... See 

TID. sorsssercocevowcnseses ; Aspinwall 94,2 , 980, 530 2.65 | 2, 000 
Amethyst. aa : copie delice ‘ , on 8, 920 | 2, 000 
New York and Jamaica......... : Kingston...... ; ‘ ( 3, 097, 405 | i 1, 460 

iia isndieniutlaneninionmeiniiedniels: >, wees) Aspinwall ‘ ¢ , 478, 085 68. 68 | 2,000 
Kleano..... ° gues J iy ..| Port au Prince........ 2, | 217,195 i.57 | 1,600 
Winchester & Co..... s absisese omits eerste east nnn 3! | 1,089, 476 12. 5s 7,915 
‘Thebauds - a 7 ties Campano... conene « 380 | 220, « | oo. | 2, 150 | 
Quebec.. : dvvilenbbate vane beianenat ..| Hamilton . j 

Do.. . wei posieted are UR 

Atlanticand West Indies. : biiptes iegieniamebupneile se as 

Booth , ; ove : nmasee eitinaopbanonpaiide ‘Rio de Janeiro.. 
Red Cross Sevan eviesidbininnaaed pcetaneens enegibictignet a 
Shadwan.. siepinemanlisaidie cawuivelis scpacheinaniacalt EN a connects 
Chrystal’s os ovscooese i i adebiit La GUBYIB.......0005000. 17, 280 | 40. 90 


3, 819, 862 43, 067, 278 CG ticseesiccs 347 666, 448 


Total number of pounds 
At rate of 44 cents for letters 
At rate of 4.6 cent for papers 


: a italia aaa 
otal amount wetlcaibioaMesinee ash I eabivessionennes 7, 936. 27 


Statement showing lines of steamers of American register plying between the United States and Central and South America and the West Indie s, length of each route 


nniber of trips perfor med, weight of mails conveyed, rates of compensation, and total amount paid each line, and total amount if paid at $1 per mile, during the fsisce 
cur € ad. June 10, 1887 


Total 
amount 
aid at the 
, ~~ Dis- Total 
. , $1.60 and 
Name of line, | 8 cents per 
pound 
| for letters 
| and pa- 
pers. 
Pounds. | Pounds. Miles. 
Pte BIE. cncierevcaverves aa San Francisco... | Panama. ...... ae 876 5, 402 $1, 833.00 | 3, 240 ‘ 129, 600 | $129, 600, 
Do dali New York.. ...| Aspinwall, 5, 464 82,468 | 15,340.62 2, 000 38 76, 000 76, 000 
Tampa pone ; ina Key West. ; TIAVann ......00000000 eter 31 48 52. 97 90 8 720 ¢ 720 
Lizzie Henderson...,........++ ‘Tampa, via Ke yw a  rentenieatiibencgeccsiiesnini 101 837 228. 37 540 | 13,500 | 13,500 
Nassau Mail.. ‘ covanval. SPARREETERROY, cocccsscnscncs fyceneetibeeseced Suee siti 92 970 | 224. 71 400 |} 4,400 it 
New Orleans and Ce ntral Amer- | New Orleans................ Port Limon... 55 966 | 165, 65 1,350 9,450 | 


Route. Weight of mail. 


Total 
amount if 
paid at 

$1 per mile 


tance be- | Num- number 
tween ber of | of miles 
terminal trips. | traveled 


Letters. | Papers. points, outward. 


ier | 
Hoadley & Co...... . seapaoaspebe ..| Aspinwal ; 69 23.39 1, 400 2,800 | 
Oteri’s Pioneer.........++. ; .| Truxillo aon 481 | 130, 40 945 | 22, 680 
Royal Mail . ipeesaeebuestil ND sans .| Puerto Cortez.. Katona 545 | 17,707 3, 887. 77 1, 065 4 37, 275 | 
Haytien Republic ° .| Cape Hayti 4 | 1, 280 | 205. 30 1,315 8 | 10,520 | 10,520 
United States and Bri zil Mail sonewaial .| Rio de Janeiro............. anti 52} 60,024/ 10,804.35 | 5, 339 f 80,085 | 80,085 
Morgan alinasiinaniin ...| Havana sinewbacoeertl 506 | 192. 81 620 25, 420 25, 420 
Blanch Henderson ™ essere) New York ..| Hamilton ‘ | 56 10.79 678 | 678 | 678. ( 
Clyde seme ..| San Domingo City........... 4, 395 960, 08 1,740 29, 50 29, 580 
Leacraft & Co silica : ania .| Puerto Cortez 225 80. 32 2 550 5.100 5, 100 
Winchester & Co sald . a} PROBES BRICO......ccccccccccccceseves o% 620 207.79 | 1,600 9, 600 | 9, 600 
Lord & Austin peueniouiaia Came Bag th, «is.csiccrcccrcccocee al 52 | 79. 42 1,315 | 5, 260 260 
New York and Cuba Mail...... ; . Santiago .......ceeeseccseeeeeesereeee| 56 3 124. 88 | 1,472 22, 080 | 

Do Snaoiiiiedad le oa ee : .| Nassau .. 7 8, 907 | 331, 48 957 18 17, 226 17, 226, 

Red D..... hele ibnnekciesenledege | La Guayra 18, 845 4,547.47 2, 067 30 62, 010 62, 010, 00 








DOBBS, .2ccccas ecnstevenwessasleseoncssnenns ° , 994 | 199,500 39, 381. 57 agoveesee 347 546, 758 546, 758. OC 





NICHOLAS M. BELL, Superintendent of Foreign Mails, 
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Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, the gentleman proposes to non- 





concur in all the Senate amendments, except the fifth, and his moti 
to non-concur includes the amendment relating to foreign mail servic 
What about the discussion upon that particular matter? 
Mr. BLOUNT. 1 committee have thought that the views of th« 
juite different from those of the House, and that 
n might be better promoted by having the debate later on 
GLEY. Then it is the 1 ‘standing that there shall bea 





nain a difference betw¢ 





pon that point if th I 
the two Houses when the committee of conference reports ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; if the conferees can not agree in refer 
to that item the matter will of course come back to the Hou 
committee think it will be proper to have it fully debated, and the 
liberate action of the House taken on the question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That meets with the views also of the mino 
of the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is entirely sfact 

Mr. ADAMS. J propose to vote for the g 
only with the understanding that there sha 





1 


leman’s motion, n 
a full debate on t Ss 





] 
question when it comes back, but also with the confident expectatio1 
that it will come back, because I am heartily in favor of the Senat 
amendment. I vote for the present motion simply to expedite tl 
business of the House, and with the confident hope that weshall have the 


ull 
debate, asthe gentleman from Georgia has expressed it, ata laterstage. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. Will the gentleman from Georgia pa 
don me for making one suggestion in respect to the amendment « 
cents per pound provided upon seeds, roots, and cuttings as the rate of 


postage offered by the Senate. I should not speak at this time were it 
not 1 am clear my colleague on the committee has made a mistake in 
the suggestion that the Senate intended to fix the rate at 8 cents per 
pound. On the contrary, the Senate have already passed a bill which 
is now pending in this House fixing that rate at 4 cents per pound, and 
this House, Mr. Speaker, stands prepared by a vote of two to one to 
ratify that amendment of the Senate whenever it can be got out o 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in order that a vote may 
be taken. In regard to the non-concurrence, so far as the 2 cents per 
pound is concerned, I desire, when the conferees meet and the repo 
comes back, that the question whether the rate shall be 2, 4, 8, or 16 
cents shall be thoroughly discussed, because I am sure that this House 
1 the sentiment of those who have already expressed th 
views in favor of 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend need have no question about the purposs 
of the Senate. If he will examine the report of the discussion of this 
bill and this clause in the Senate he will find the motion was made | 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB], and in presenting it to the Senate 
he announced therateas 8 cents per pound. 1 wiilsay tomy friend that 
that maiter has been examined by the committee fully. I believe he 
was not present on that occasion; but other members of the committ 
majority and minority both, will bear me out. I did not expect an} 
dispute upon this question, or Ishould have brought with me the records 
of the debate in the Senate. If confirmation were lacking, I am quité 
confirmed in my position by the statement of the Senator *r-om Kansas 
himself to me, and also by the chairman of the Commivtee on Post- 
( 








concurs 


ifices and Post-Roads of the Senate, both of whom advocated it, show- 

ing that at the time the Senate passed the bill providing for the 4-cent 
rate on seeds, bulbs, ete., the late treaty with Canada had not been 
made. The countries were on a different footing. SoIam quite sure 
there can be no mistake in relation to that matter, and trust the mo 
tion will prevail. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. All I want is the privilege of debat 
when the report comes back. 

Mr. BLOUNT. With the utmost frankness to my friend in relation 
to this matter I wish to say [have no idea this question will come ba 
here in shape for debate. It may. I will not undertake tosay as to 
that. It is possible, for instance, that there may be an agreement on 
every item in this bill except the subsidy clause. Iam inclined to 
think there will be. If that should be the case, it is possible my friend 
might not have an opportunity to debate the amendment except by 
voting down the whole report; and I think it is only fair to my friend 
tosay so. [ask the previous question on the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia moves to 
concur in the fifth amendment of the Senate and to non-cencur in the 
other amendments. On that question the previdus question is de- 
manded. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will first be put on 
agreeing to the fifth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now as to non-con- 
curring in the other Senate amendments. Is there a demand for a 
separate vote? The Chair hears no such demand. The question will 
be puton the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the Chair will announce the conferees on this 
matter, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will name as conferees the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLountr], the gentleman from Missouri 
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Mr. FORNEY This item for 
he 1 | so it did no 


ailed to insert it 
essary to pass this joint resolut 
pass both Hou 
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resolution to be engrossed and read : 
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third time. 


. and being enugrosse 1, 


Mr. FORNEY m 
olution was passed; and 
laid on the tab! 


» latter moti 


Mr. FORNEY. I 
lation to the pages of the House. 
that the | 
are three employed here who are 
change the bill so as n« 
For that purpose I 

The joint resolution 

Resolved by the Senate 
making appropriatio 


Governmen 
pages of the Hou 


rovided in the le gis) 


than twelve 


iterfere with 


tresolution which I send tot 





engrossed and re 
ordingly read the third 


The joint resolution was 


: and being eng sed, it was a 


o reconsider the vote by 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recons 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The House has agreed to adjourn 


Mr. FORNEY moved 


Mr. MILLS. 


yver until Thursd: 





ene 


At rey te We ee 


anaes 


ee 
rer 


ea 


ween 


[oe mem, 


DicbentMerawaioes 


Tr. 


Srey ee 


* 


5866 CONGRESSIONAL 


morning; and as some of the members of the Committee on bg and 
expect to be absent until Friday morning, I ask 
unanimous consent that after to-day the consideration of the tariff bill 
may not be resumed until Friday. 
Mr. BURROWS. Lhope there will be no objection to that proposition. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The gentleman from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent that after to-day the turiff bill be not taken up until 
next Friday. 


leans on both sides 


Mr. BLAND. : ~— e it may be further understood that the tariff 


bill shall be « —— id 


Th e SPE: 
the ge eine Texas. 


ed on I’riday to the exclusion of private business. 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxatien and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The pending paragraph is lines 118 to 150, inclusive, p: 

The Clerk also read as follows: 

Cylinder and crown glass, polished, above 24 by 30 inches square and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 15 cents per square foot; all above that, 25 cents 
per square foot. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think there is some mistake. According to 
my recollection, a motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee to 
strike out lines 103 to 117 was pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That was passed over by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, not exceeding 10 by 
15 inches square, 1 cent per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 


inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that,and notexceeding 24 by 30 inches 
square, 1} cents per pound; all above that, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 140, page 14, strike out “one and one-half” and insert “two ;” in line 
141 strike out ** one and three-fourths” and insert “‘ two and one-half;”’ so as to 
read ‘‘above that and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 2 cents per pound ; 
all above that 2} cents per pound.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Asanamendment to the amendment I offer the prop- 
osition which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 136, page 14, afterthe word “ one,’’ insert “ three-eighths;” in line 138, 
strike out ‘‘ one-fourth” and insert ‘‘ seven-eighths ;”’ in line 140, strike out ** one 
and one-half”? and insert “ two and three-eighths ;’’ in line 141 strike out “one 
and three-fourths”’ and insert “two and seven-eighths ;” sothat the paragraph 
re Uinrolighed eylinder, crown, and common window-glass, not exceeding 10 by 
15 inches square, lj cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 
inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches 
&quare, 2} ce nts per pound; all above that, 27 ‘cents per pound, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Committee of the Whole 
House to adopt the amendment just offered for the following reasons: 

To pass the bill as it now stands will cause the ruin of a very im- 
portant American industry. There are in this country 140 window- 

glass furnaces in fifteen States and Territories, with 1,246 pots, 1,100 of 
which are now running. These factories have a capacity of over three 
and three-quarter millions of boxes on ten months’ run, which is more 
than the largest consumption of both American and foreign glass in 
any year in the United States, and nearly a million of boxes beyond 
the average consumption of the past ten years. There are about 8,500 
workmen employed directly by common window-glass manufacturers, 
in addition to the large number indirectly engaged in mining and pre- 
paring the sand, lime, coal, lumber, clay, and soda necessarily con- 
sumed. In fact, 80 per cent. of the entire cost of glass is for labor. 

Such is the magnitude and extent of the industry which this bill 
assails, and if it becomes a law will at once suspend, if not entirely 
destroy, a fate which nothing can avert except a cruel and unjust re- 
duction in wages paid to workmen. 

Prior to the tariff revision of 1883 the duty on unpolished cylinder, 
crown, and common window-glass 10 by 15 inches and upward was 1} 
cents per pound; 16 by 24 inches and upward, was 2 cents per pound; 24 
by 30 inchesand upward, was2} cents per pound; 30 inches and upward, 
was 3centsperpound. By thatrevisionit was reduced one-eighth of a 
cent per pound. This bill proposes a further reduction of three-eighths 
cent, or three times the reduction of 1883. Now, I have before me the 
statistics furnished by the Government, which I will give, and which 
willassist the committee in casting aside theory and enable it to consider 
the condition which confronts us in respect to the proposed reduction. 

The facts given show that the reduction of 1883 is all that this in- 
dustry can possibly bear. In fact, as is well known to all who are fa- 
miliar with the subject, the great increase in the demand for glass above 
30 inches calls for a still higher rate on the larger size window-glass. 

I invite the careful and candid attention of gentlemen on this floor to 
the effect of the reduction of 1883 on the quantity of foreign glass used 
since that period. 


LE R pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
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Copy of statement by W. F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Wash- 
ington, D. C., January 4, 1888, showing the quantity, value, and amount 
of duty collected on imports of cylinder window glass, unpolished (entered 
Jor consumption in the United States), during each year ending June 30— 
Jrom 1880 to 1887. 


vlinder window-glass, 
unpolished, 


uantity; Value. Quantity 


Window-glass, cylinder, 
crown, and common, 
unpolished— 

Not above 10 by 15 
inches (1} cents per 
,pound) a 2, 041, 215) $308, 978'S180, 618 12, 700, OK 333, 712, $190, 514 

Above l0by Sand: not 
above 16 by 24 inches | 
(2 cents per pound).. 77,758| 333,063) 221, 555 12, 25. 

Above 16 by 24and not | 
above 24 by 30 inches | 
2} cents per pound).. 10, 699, 805} 267, 345 10,953,733 363,541 

Above 24 by 30 inches is | Se 
(3 cents per pound). 10 137, 07 hee 472) 304,112) 9,654,822 361 =| 2 

1| 
i | 


3,212 366,840; 245, 064 


’ 


. 43, 949, 851)! 999, 066 


1882. 1883. 
Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished. 


| | | a 


FS — So | — 


|e uan “) Value. | Duty. | Quantity! Value. | Duty, 


| 
Pounds. | Pounds, 
Window-glass, cylinder, | | 
crown, and common, 
unpolished— 
Not above 10 by 15 
inches (1} cents per | | 
pound) |11, 520, 220) $289,335) $172, 803 12, 141, 85s) $312, 633! $182, 128 
Above 10 by 15 and | | | { 
not above 16 by 24 | | | 
inches (2 cents per | 
a soereaetecccsfom 176,799} 355,378) 263,536)13,439, 103) 382,340) 268,782 
bove 16 by 24an | 
not above 24 by 30 | | 
inches (2} cents per | | | 
pound lio 062, = 366,300) 301, 567/13, 049,852) 407,805) 326,246 
Above 24 by 30inches| | 
(3cents per pound) /12, 5 41, 9911 443, 820 


376, 260/12, 317 ,077| 479,691, 369,512 
i 301, a 833 1, 114, 166 50, 947, 890 1, 582, 469 4, 146, 668 


; | 1884. 
Cylinder window-glass, | 
unpolished. 


Quantity | Value. | Duty. Quantity, Value. | Duty. 


a: 
| Pounds. 


| Pounds. 
Window-glass,cylinder, 
crown, and common, 
unpolished— | 
Not above 10 by 15 | } | 
inches (1} cents per | | | | 
pound) 119, 213, 741) $504,501) $264, 189 13, 396, 899) $341,740 $184,207 
Above 10 by 15 and | | 
not above 16 by 24 | | | 
inches (lj cents | | | 
per pound) 18,541,511 347, 653 14, 820,548} 393,641) 277,885 
Above 16 by 24 and | | | 
not above : 24 by 30} | | 
inches (2} cents | | | 
per nk sseeveeeee LD, 492, 932} 622,600; 461,532,16,024,772| 451,487) 380,588 
Above 24 by 30inches | | | 
(2} cents per pound) 20, 736, 483) 761,381); 596,174 15, 693, 78 4,469) 451,196 
Total ......ccc0++++0-00e177, 924, 667 2.417, 727 1, 669, 548 59, 936, 007 LH me, 876 
| 





1886, | 1887. 
Cylinet 6 eee ~~ 
unpolished. 


| 
| Quantity, ‘vena Duty. ere Value. | Duty. 


Pounds, 





Pounds. eal S| 


| 
Window-glass,cylinder, | | | 
crown and common, | 
unpolished— | 
Not above 10 by 15 | | 
inches (1} cents per i | | 
pound) 12, 646, 385) $280,796 $173, 888/14, 117, 875) $319,729 $194, 121 
Above 10 by and j j | 
not above 16 by 24 | | | 
inches (lf cents 
per pound) '12, 879,413; 299,251) 241, 489)13, 481,668, 271,485, 152,781 
Above 16 by 24 and | } 
not above 24 by 30 j | | 
inches (23 cents | | | | ! 
per pound) 5, 212, § 388,978 361, 30616, 419, 970 7,146, 389,974 
Above 24 by 30 inches | } | | 
(2; cents per pound) 13, 831, 579) 394,398 397,65817,608,435! 466,604) 506,243 





Bate) cccshisiins 154,57 0. , 255), 363, — 174, 341 61, 627, 948 1, 424, 964 1, 343, 119 
“| i | | \ 
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I 1 th ) l m¢ it ypears th the reduction ‘ 
eight ¢ nound 11883 bh sulted ) 1 I ( : 
mportation of window-glass amounting to 64,29 , 766 |] : 
years, and a net increase of revenue am ing int Sal 
$1,247,354 Mr. Chairman, if the honest purpose of t 
duce the surplus, my amendment ] t 
fail of accomplishing that result; for, if the s t red on of one- 7 
eighth cent per pound has added to the surplus a m n and rte 
of dollars in four years, how much will a reduction { 
‘ great add to the surplus { contend that it will gi 
i \ ‘ 
ma t ove to the © it t} : 
: -_% ; ) 
one wili | I e t i I ) 
Sir, coal and natura fuel t unt ] ; 
nd, limestone 1 the best qua ; 1 t] I 
generally found wherever there are coal deposits. We m pi 
our own soda, and with these raw materials we can make glass in com 
petition with any other people on the globe, upon one condition on! 
and that is with as cheap labor as other gla king countries 
and just here lies the difference—we have not the cheap labor, a 
one I do not wantit. Now, the wages to the different classes « 
men are from two to three times higher in this country than a 
Belgium, from whence comes the most of the glass impor A 
ing to the report of ‘‘Glass manufacture in ro} Depart 
State No. 29, page 329), the 1 paid there compared wit 
same class here are as follow 
P a be 
Blowers | ) 
Blowers © unt “ 
Flatteners " 
Fiatteners sistant t 
Cutt ‘ o ; 
Sh rs 00 ) 
The wages ora i greater n of ] ‘ 
the wh y Ur l State ge t wor i 
months, the average for past four years | : ssthaneightr 
No later oflicial data for this class of lal area = ‘ it f 
formation, and because 1882 was ’ f tivity and high pr s . . 
believed the difference is g1 ter nD 1g ist the ( il States = 
) 
In order to be certain whether the present wage pa ers mat 
from that of 1882, I have proct ithe following ment from a very — 
reliable offic of a window-glass company 1n my district, in wl 1 he 
Ba 
DEAR In ve t I i sd 
€ i wa I iim be r ny} 5 . 
ce Ss ar | I I 1 Ss $ « I ‘ 
give you era wages } sburgh 1d VW 7 
Z i rs ¥ ! AKC I i 1 t A t ‘ : 7 
] 
al. , : ‘ = ' { 7 
‘ i em ra I 
Pitts ‘ a ' 
Employ Belg i . ' 
\ Mr. Cha in, pass tl 7 ; 
> t win $ ft | 
) g } 
Bk } ST = vs 7 ‘ ‘ 
G rers, abou ; t . 
Flat ibout 5 106 | } {1 | 
t > * > r 
S slat ers 5 s 2 l i » « ¢ 
¢ Cu rs... } } i . | $ 
4 Master shearers.... : . : } . ' 
« Shearers i ligatess ‘ { UNC I I t » wp ed ‘ wa t 
Pot-makers icine rease the surpjus in th re t this amend t and 
Laborers ‘ sie a , St { 29 t 
i I l 
} { . ‘ 
¥ The es in 1 n ger and a greute i 4 4 
> days perannum. The worl t i $ . . 
z thirty-two weeks per year since 1833 it iS al i 
‘ rr MF ry CATT] S : 
i 7 > oo LA i ATI 
: ion. Ratru PLumep, Wa ’ D 
} Now, the reduction lis t] eighths cent p - 
pound, or about 35 per ( iss, and to meé T i 
: reduction would require a cut of not less tha | ry snot} 
: of skilledlabor. The profits of this industry to the baa in ial dunia 
! fitful, uncertain, and entirely unsatisfactory sine vn take ¢ tcelf : ect 
° : . . . : .7 . a i : i 
city a window-glass factory has been established with a valuable plant | jts tevont : 5 air 
which would cost from $75,000 to $100,000 to reproduce. It has been | movements of the } seal ae Ti Ole catia as of ls : 
3 in operation about five years, and although the plant has been some- | protec Whe cael ila 
: What improved, it has.never paid a dividend. Glass is made there | , ne labor to ca them forwa 
under favorable conditions The best sand is delivered in the factory | .,,, te aut) pr MEINE e 


at $1.15 per ton; the melting is largely done with coal screenings at 50 | aa aed 
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Labor in this country has become intelligent, and it also is combin- 
ing. Organized labor is contending against organized capital. Who 
will deny its pertect right to do so? What just government will re- 


fuse in such a contest to extend the egis of its protection to that grand | 


army of wealth-producers, whether organized or not organized, who 
constitute the great body of our people, from the banker at his counter 
to the wage-worker with his pick and shovel? We call garnered money 
capital, and so it is, but it is by no means the only thing entitled to 


uals or by corporations, which is too often heartless in regard to the 
just demands of the laboring man. The rich manufacturer of to-day 
may look with indifference on the great struggle now impending. 

Nay, he may even prefer free trade, for he knows that if all protection 
of Government is withdrawn from the laboring man who has astomach 
demanding food, who has limbs to clothe, who has a soul to aspire, or 
a family he loves dependent on his labor and effort, must resume his | 
old place and take for his wage whatever capital may be able to give. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
F 


cost of window-glass by legislation. The demand forareduction ought 
to be heeded; and therefore I trust the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois will not be adopted. 

Mr. DALZELL. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter from 
the president of the Window-Glass Workers’ Association of America 
respecting the duties proposed in this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I herewith submit to you a statement in relation to the tariff on window- 


that name. It is, however, garnered money, whether held by individ- | glass, and reasons why it should not be reduced as proposed by Mills bill, as 


reported by the Ways and Means Committee. 

First. The present tariff schedule on common window-glass was adopted in 1542, 
At that (ime 24 by 30 inches in common window-glass was as large as was made 
any where in the world, while atthe present time there iscommon window-glass 
made as large as 50 by 76 inches, and the schedule that would apply to common 
window-glass forty-six years ago will not answer as a criterion in determining 
as to what is a just and fair measure at the present time, the surroundings of 
| the case are so much changed in the period of forty-six years. 

Second. There was a reduction of the tariff on window -glass in 1883, and 


| since the reduction the importation of window-glass has increased very mate- 


For testimony on this point I will give here the declaration of a well- | 


known wealthy Western glass-maker. 


manufacturers in our State, published in the Chicago Tribune suortly 
after the President’s message was given to the country: 
INTERVIEW. 

Have you read the President's message ? 

It has been read to me. 

What do you think of it? 

It is a remarkable document, in view of what a message is supposed to be. 

Vhat will be the result of it? ; 

The tariff question is now squarely brought before the country as a national, 
a political, and a Presidential issue, A notice has been served thatthe Treasury 


rially, thereby increasing the revenue in the Treasury from this source. 
Third. The workingmen engaged in this branch of industry have had to 
w bes for less wages in consequence of the reduction of the tariff in 1883, and from 


7 . m r 7 a | the large increase in the imported article and the cheapnessof the same. Even 
Here is an interview with Judge Caton, of Illinois, one of the large | at. ! 
| this country is imported from Europe. It is but natural to suppose that with 


at the present time with the present duty one-fourth of the glass consumed in 


a decrease in the duty that these imports would increase, and also as a natural 
result the imported article would displace that made at home, and must of ne- 
cessity cause the workmen to lay idle or suffer a further reduction in order to 
meet the competition from the imported article. 

Fourth. The wages in Europe in this industry are exceedingly low. Two 
years ago, while passing through Belgium ona tour of observation in the in- 
terest of the window-glass work ers’ organizi ition, | saw women wheeling in 


| coal, carrying in glass in the sheet. Their wages ranged from $2 to$3 per week, 
while here in America this class of work is performed by men whose wages 


is sucking up the money which ought to be in circulation, and that the business | 
and commercial prospe rity of the country is at stake, and must be considered in | 


pre ‘ference to other questions, 

You seem to be in favor of a reduction of the tariff? 

I am at the present time. 

Why? 

Vell, among other things, I am a manufacturer. 

And as a manufacturer you believe that the tariff should be reduced ? 

I do: and for a reason Which I think has not been advanced. The manufact- 
urer is not making any money, and does not profit by the tariff. The skilled 
laborer gets the profit. Advance the tariff on the manufactured article, and the 
confederation of trades advances his wages often above the tariff advance. 

You say you have had experience. In what direction? 

Asa giass manufacturer, I think we have in Ottawa the best glass-works in 
the country. We seem to be busy at all times. Up to date I have never re- 
ceived a dividend, On the contrary, in order to preserve our plant and the cap- 
me il invested in it, I have advanced funds from time to time, and the several 

irks instead of pay ing me a profit are in debt to me perhaps a hundred thou- 

© aa dollars or more, ‘The high tariff imposed for our protection has all gone 
to the skilled laborer. The blower, lowest in the scale of usefulness, gets $4 per 
cay, and the best men $8 per day. The bléwers are like the iron puddlers at 
the blast-furnaces, who get from $8 to $12 per day. I believe if the tariff were 
abolished and our works shut down for a year, as they would have to be, the 
laborer would return to reason and allow our business to be conducted with 
some profit to the manufacturer. Iamnotalone in this view. I think you will 
find the sentiment growing among manufacturers that their invested money 
brings no return, but rather outlay, and that the only remedy is in the abolition 
of the tariff and a general suspension of manufacturing until the labor system 
shall be placed on a paying basis to capital. 


Democracy denies the right of Government to protect any industry. 
It declares that the struggle should go on without let or hinderance; 
that the ‘‘survival of the fittest’’ is thelaw which applies to man and 
to the Government, as well as to the lower forms of life. Laissez faire 
is the ery of Democracy, while Republicanism calls on us to listen to 
the voice of Him who spoke as never man spake, and who said, » What- 
soever ye would that men should do to you, do ye even so to them.’ 

| During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when Mr. rapa tl 
five minutes had expired, Mr. MCKINLEY asked and obtained unani- 
mous consent that Mr. PLUMb’s time be extended. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. The effect of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PLUMB] would be to maintain the present rate of 
duty on common window-glass of all classes mentioned in this para- 

gr va which, under existing law, bear respectively 106 and 108 per 
cent. dugy. Ido not think it would be proper or wise to adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman. There is no excuse for doubling the 


range from $9 to $12 per week; and about the same ratio of difference prevails 
in all the skilled branches of the industry between the prices paid in Europe 
and America. I feel in view of this fact that with a reduction of 35 per cent., 
as proposed by the Mills bill,the difference will have to be met by a large re- 
duction in the matter of wages by the workmen in the window-glass industry 
of this country. 

In the annual report of the chief of the bureau of imported merchandise for 
the years of 1886 and 1887 you will find the following statement of the importa- 
tion of window-glass for the year 1887: Glass of the dimensions of 10 by 15 inches 
amounted to 14,117,875 pounds,valued at $319,798.94; value per unit quantity, 
.023; ad valorem, rate, 60.71. The price of the glass ofthe 10 by I5inches ranges 
from $9.50 up to $14 50 per box. The amountimported in the class that runs from 


| 24 by 30 inel hes up to 50 by 76 was 17,608,435 pounds, valued at $466,603.55; value 


per unit of quantity, .026; ad valorem rate, 108, 

The price of the giassin the 24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76 ranges from $15 up 
to $76 and upwards per box. The valueof unit of quantity in the 10 by 15 inches 
is 2.3 cents, and the price does not go above $14.50. The 24 by 30 inches up to 50 
by 76 is valued at 2.6 cents, which only makes a difference of three tenths cents 
per value, while the price runs from $15 to upwards of $76 above. There is im- 
ported of the class of 24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76, 3,490,560 pounds more than 
there was of the 10 by 15 inch grade, and is only valued at $146,804.61 more than 
the cheaper glass. For what reason it is done, no one can dispute; it is under- 
valuation in order to make the ad valorem duty higher. 

If the Mills bill should become a law, with the low wages in Europe, the 
cheapness of ocean freights between Europe and America, with a 35 per cent. 
reduction in the tariff duties, there will be no other alternative for the American 
workmen but to accept a reduction in wages or surrender the market to the 
goods imported from abroad. 

As before stated, more than one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in this 
country is imported, and from the above statement of facts there is no doubt but 
Mabe se the tariff should be increased in order to better foster and protect home 
industry. 

These facts that I have stated I feel can not be successfully controverted, and 
I submit them to you for your careful consideration. 


I remain, yours respectfully, 
JAMES CAMPBELL, 
President of the Window Glass Workers’ Association of America. 


Mr. DALZELL. In substantiation of the propositions set forth in 
that letter I submit to be printed in the REcoRD a statement of W. F. 
Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, showing the quantity and 
value of importations of cylinder window-glass, unpolished, during each 
year ending June 30, from 1880 to 1887, together with the amount of 
duty. This statement shows conclusively that the proposed reduction 
of duty upon this article, instead of reducing the surplus, will increase 
it. Such has been our experience since the legislation of 1853. This 
statement also demonstrates the utter falsity of the figures set out in 
the statement furnished by the Committee on Ways and Means in con- 


| nection with this subject. 


Copy of statement by W. F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Washington, D. C., January 4, 1888, showing the quantity, value, and amount of duty col- 
lectedon imports of cylinder window-glass, unpolished (entered for consumption inthe U nited States), during each year ending June 30—from 1880 to 1887. 


1880, | 
Cylinder window-glass, | 
unpolished, | | 


Quantity.| Value. | Duty. 


Pounds, 
Window-glass, cylinder, 
crown, or common, un- 
polished— 
Not above 10 by 15 


Above 10 ‘by 
not above 16 by 24 | | 
inches.. y ..| 11,077, 753) 

Above 16. by 24 and 
not above 24 by 30 

inches... ..| 10, 693, 808 

Above 24 by 30 inches.| 10,137,070, 412, ee 112] 9,654,822) 361,268 

| 


Total 





seeeeeeeeneees leeeeeeee Steno eee eee eeeeeeenees eeeenennenee 


inches, | 12,041, 215) $308, 978) Bh 618) 12, 700, 930) $333,712) $190,514) 11,520, $289, 335) $172, 803; 12, 141, 858; $312, 633) $182, “i 48, 404,223) $729, (63 
| | | 
333,063) 221,555) 12,253,212) 366,840) 245, ms 13, 176, 799 | 


351, 464 ee SS 363, 541 eS 12, 062, 663/ 366, 


| 1882. | 1883. | Total for four years, 





Quantity.| Value. | Duty. (Quantity Value. | Duty. | Quantity.) Value. | Duty. Duty. | Quantity. | Duty. 


Pounds, Pounds. Pounds, 


| 
| 


| 355,378) 203,536) 13,439,103) 382,340) 268,782 49, 946, 8721 998, 937 


301, 567) 13,049,852) 407,805, 326, 246 ee, 1,169, 001 
| 12,541, 991 443, 


12,317,077| 479,691) 369,512 1,339 339, 529 


a aeons sees Phe eeeneene teenee | seeeeeeteeene 


“P 189, 762, “180,762, 111) 4,227 
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Copy of statement by W. F. Switzler, Chief 


1384, 1885. 
Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished, 


Quantity. Value. | Duty. | Quantity. 


Pounds, | Pounds. 
Window-glass, cylinder, | 
crown, or common, un- | 
polished— | 
Not above 10 by 15 | } ; . 
FOND sen cnnvaceersonnsers 19, 213, 741| $504,501) $264,189) 13,396, 899) $341,740, $184, 2 
Above 10 by 15, and | | | 
not above 19 by 24 | | 
inches. 18,541,511; 529,645) 347,653, 14,820,548) 393,641) 277,885 


Above 16 by 24, and 
not above 24 by 30 
SEIN cd ovsceveiirns 

Above 24 by 30inches.| 20,736,483) 761,381 


| | 
| 


Total 


Increase since reduction 
of duties July, 1883. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Without occupying the time of the Committee 
of the Whole, I ask that the communication which I send to the desk 
be published in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. The Chair hears none. 

The communication is as follows: 


Cylinder window-glass, unpolished, is a manufacture natural to the United 
States, because all materials required exist in widely extended territory. 

The manufacture is largely developed, and the capacity of furnaces now ex- 
isting is greater than the total consumption of both American and imported glass 

These furnaces are distributed through fifteen States, as follows: Massachu- 
setts,1; New York,17; New Jersey, 25; Pennsylvania, 44; Delaware, 2; Mary- 
land, 9; West Virginia, 2; Ohio, 20; Indiana, 6; Illinois, 8; Michigan, 1; Wis- 
consin, 1; Missouri, 2; Kansas, 1; Wyoming Territory,1. Total, 140 furnaces 
in fifteen States and Territories. 

There are about 8,500 workmen employed directly by manufacturers, in ad- 
dition to the large number indirectly engaged in mining and preparing the 


| 19, 432,932} 622,600) 461,532 16,024,772) 451,487, 380.5 
596, 174) 15,693,788, 514,469) 451, 1% 


Value. Duty. 


sand, lime, coal, lumber, clay, and soda consumed. The cost of these materi- | 


als is almost entirely for labor, in mining and transporting to furnaces. 

The necessity for duty on imported glass arises fromthe greater cost of raw 
materials, because of higher labor cost in preparing them, as well as from the 
higher wages paid by manufacturers in the United States. 

The wages paid for material amount té about 20 per cent. of the total cost; the 
wages paid by manufacturers amount to about 60 per cent. of the total cost mak- 
ing the total amount paid for labor in manufacturing window-glass 80 per cent. 

The wages to the different classes of workmen are from two to three times 
those paid in Belgium, from whence comes most of the glass imported. 

According to the report of ‘‘ Glass Manufacture in Europe,’’ Department of 
State, No. 29, page 389, the rates paid there are as follows, compared with same 
class here: 





Employés. Belgium, United States. 


Per month, Per month. 








Blowers | $50.00 to $100.00 | $100.00 to $150. 00 
Blowers’ assistant. | 25.00to 30.00 | 67.00to 100.00 
Flatteners ............. | 25.00to 26.50! 100.00to 150.00 
Flatteners’ assistant.... -| 8.00to 15.00 | 30.00to 40.00 
Cutters ...0000. 25.00 to 30.00 | 75.00 to 100.00 







Sheare | 80.00to 35.00 80.00 to 100.00 


ages in Belgium are for a much greater number of hours daily, and for 
the whole year, while in the United States the longest time worked is ten months, 
the average for past four years being less then eight months’ blast. 

No later official data for this class of labor are accessible, but from general in- 
formation, and because 1882 was a year of activity and high prices abroad, it is 
believed the difference is greater now against the United States. 

Since the reduction, July 1, 1883, of the duty on cylinder window-glass, manu- 
facturers have averaged running less than three-fourths the usual length of blast. 

Wages of workmen have been reduced; 

Imports have greatly increased, and the 

Revenue for four years since July, 1883, has been $1,250,000 greater than forthe 
same period before that date. 

The rates of duty proposed by the Ways and Means Committee, in House of 
Representatives bill No. 9051, make a reduction averaging on the actual imports 
last year, 39 cents per half-box, or about 35 per cent., and could only be met by 
a reduction of over 50 per cent. in wages of skilled labor. 

Imports of window-glass have largely increased since the reduction of duty, 
and foreign glass is now a much larger percentage of the total consumption, 
having advanced from the annual rate of from 16 to 29 per cent. before 1883, to 
29 to 38 per cent. since 1883. 

The effect of the largely developed manufacture in the United States has been 
to reduce the price of American product and of the foreign glass, so that the 
selling price of American glass was lower January 1, 1888, than in 1860, as will 
appear from the following comparison of prices for the two periods: 


American glass. 
SINGLE THICK. 





Price, 1860. 


Price, 1888. 


"$1.95 























j 
i 
| 


} 
| 


8 by 10 third..... | $1.78 
8 by 10 fourth....... 1.80 | « 1.66 
10 by 14 second....... 2.40 | 1.90 
10 by 14 third ..............00-+.+. 2.10 | 1.78 
12 by 18 first ...........c000. 3.00 | 2. 38 
12 by 18 third..... isuadetion 2. 40 | 2.08 | 
IEE Gicisuis bee cevple vesccrsceseveineces ionamin | 3. 60 | 2.73 
i nei stAd cise niente soncencoennestpansneneaiionnes 3.60 | 2.73 
|- pahcieieaa 
{ 20. 85 | 17.04 


Fifteen per cent. less price in 1888=$3. 81, 


| ceeding 20 by 30 inches square, 2} cents per pound; abov 











of Bureau of Statistics, ete.—Continued. 

1886. | 1887 Total for four years 

Juantity. | Value. Duty. | Quantity. Value Duty. Quantity. Duty. 

P Pounds I 
| 
7, 12,64 5, $280, 7 $173, 888) 14,117,875 $319, 729, $194, 12 4, O04 $ 105 
) 12, 879, 41 299,251} 241,489) 15,481,668, 271,485; 252,78 ), 723, 14 ~ 
15, 212, 878 88, 978 61, B0¢ », ITE 67,090,552) 1 100 
13,5 4, 395 397, 65s 5, doo 67, 870, 285) 1 271 
24, 058, 87 180, 884 
—— G64, 296,766 1,247,354 
DOUBLE THICK 

Sizes Price, 1860. | Pr s 
8 by 10 first isi puasaideianeaias asia $4.50 $2. 93 
16 by 20 second ......... poowesetd aseveunatenianieii 6.00 3,15 
18 by 30 first eengeenee _ . sennen 9. 00 4.338 
a ee inane 7.20 4.00 
2) by 30 second 4..........as0 naiaie sabalaiiiiaiad 7.20 | 4.00 
30 by 40 second : ‘ ; ; 10, 20 4.78 
32 by 44 second .......... 12.00 5.18 
56.10 28.42 


Fifty per cent. less price in 1888—$€2 





Imported glass has also been reduced ost by American competition 

The foreign (invoice) cost, per statement of Bureau of Statistics, averaged for 
year to July, 1877, 4.10 cents per pound, averaged for year to July, 1887, 2.27 
cents per pound, 


The duty being specific, this large reduction in foreign cost (45 per cent. in 





ten years) increases the equivalent ad valorem rate, but is no real advance, and 
foreign manufacturers have practically paid all the duty. 
Since the adoption of the sizes now specified in the tariff laws there has been 


a material change in the amounts consumed, so thata large quantity is required 
of large sizes. 

The cost of such sizes is greatly increased, and just discrimination and pro- 
tection requires they be added to the tariff schedule with proportionate rates 
of duty. 

Decreased duty will increase the importation, inevitably and largely dimin- 
ish the American product, and reduce wages, besides reducing the number and 
time of workmen employed, and increase the revenue, now in excess. 

Instead of lower duties, necessary and fair protection of manufactures and the 
interests of workmen and consumers require the present rates on the actual 
weight of glass, with proportionate rate to cover additional larger sizes now 
used, 

For these reasons it is asked that the proposed bill be amended to read, on 
cylinder window-glass (unpolished), as below: 

** Not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that and 
not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 1} cents per poun ibove that and not ex- 
e that and not exceed- 
ing 24 by 36 inches square, 2} cents per pound; above that and not exceeding 
30 by 50 inches square, 3} cents per pound; above that and not exceeding 40 by 






| 60 inches square, 3} cents per pound; above 40 by 60 inches square, 3} cents per 


pound,” 

i 
AMERICAN WINDOW GI 
F, L. BODINE, President. 


PHILADELPHIA, March, 1888. 


Copy of statement, by W. F’. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Washington, D, 
C., January 4, 1888, showing the quantily, value, and amount of duty collected on 
imports of cylinder window-glass, unpolished (entered for consumption in the 


United States), during each year ending June 30—from 1880 to 1887. 


3 MANUFACTURING ASSOCIATI 


’ 


1880, 1881. 


188] 
Cylinder window-glass 7 
unpolished. 
Quantity, Value. | Duty. | Quantity} Value Duty. 
, 
Pounds. Pounds 


Window-glass, cylinder 
crown, and common, 
unpolished— j 

Not above 10 by 15 
inches (1} cents per } 
pound). . 9% ] 7 93 

Above 10 by 15 and 
not above 16 by 24 
inches (2 cents per 
pound). 11,077, 75S, 333,063 22 

Above 16 by 24 and 
not above 24 by 30 
inches (2) cents per 
pound aaniguiane 

Above 24 by Winches 
(3 cents per pound).. 10, 137,670 








CO? 26) 
10, 693, 808 





361, 268, 289, 45 








562, 697 1,425,361, 999, 066 





Total, ..ccccsorececcees 43,949, 851 1,405, 977 973, 630 45 
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Copy of statement, by W. F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics—Continued., 


1882. 1883 
Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished. } i 
| Qua itity,; Value. | Duty. | Quantity; Value. | Duty. 
| | | 


| 
Pounds, Pounds, 
Window-glass,cylinder 
crown,and common, 
unpolished 

Not above 10 by 15 
inches (1} cents 

per pound) a 11,520, 220 $289, 335) $172, 80212, 141,858 $312,633 $182, 128 
Above 10 by 15 and 
notabove 16 | ry 24 
inches (2 cents per 


pound 13,176,799 355,37 263, 536'13,439, 103) 382,340) 268,782 | 


Above 16 by 24and 
notabove 24 by 30 
inches (2) cents 
per pound) .. 12, 062,663) 366, 300 
Above 24 by 30 
inches (Scents per 
POUDA)........s00008 -|L2, S41, 991 443 ) 376,260 12, 317,077 479, 691 369, 512 


301, 567'13, 049, 852 107, 80! 


Total... <cessene\49, 301, 673 1, 454, 833 1, 114, 166.50, 9147, 890.1, 582, 469.1, 146, 6 


1884. | 1885. 
Cylinder window-glass, | 
unpolished. | 


Quantity; Value. | Duty. |Quantity; Value. | Duty. 
| 


Pounds. 


| 
| 


i 
| 
Pounds, | 
Window-glass,cylinder, | 
crown, and common, ! | | | | 
unpolished - | | 
Not above 10 by 15 | 
inches (1} cents | | 
per pound)............/19, 213, 741) $504, 501) $264, 189/13, 396, 899 $341, 740) $184, 2 
Above 10 by 15 and | 
notabove 16 by 24 | | 
inches (lj cents | 
per pound), 18,541,511) 529, 245 | 
Above 16 by 24 and | 347, 653/14, 820,548) 393,641) 277,885 
not above 24 by 30 | i 
inches (2} cents | | | | 
per pound). seeneesrens 119, 432,932} 622,600 461,532/16,024,772| 451,487} 380,588 
abews 24 by 30 




















| 
inches (2} cents | 
DOF POUNA.)ecesoorcon 120,736, 483) 761, _761, 381 596, 174)15, 693, 785 514, 469, 451, 196 
ee on ee ee ee ee rr 
teh a ee 77, 92A, 667 |2, 417, 7271, 669, 548/59, 936, 007/1, 701, 337|1, 293, 876 
ee fone 
1886, 1887. 
Oylinder window-glass, |_ te Eee i 
unpolished, | 
/Quantity| Value. | Duty. pry, Value. | Duty. 
} 


| 
Pounds, Pounds, 
Window-glass,cylinder, | 
crown, and common, 
unpolished— 
Not above 10 by 15 | 
inches (1} cents | 
per pound) ........... 12, 646, 385) $280, 796 ae $319, 729) $194, 121 





Above 10 by 15 and | 

notabove 16 by 24 | 

inches (l} cents | 

per pound) .. ..|12, 879,413) 299,251) 241, 489) 13, 481, 668) 
alone 16 by 24 and | 
| 
| | | 
| | 


not above 24 by 30 | 

inches (2} cents | | 

per pound).,........ 115,212,878) 388,978) 361,30616,419,970| 367,146; 389,974 
Above 24 by 30 4 
' 
| 





271,485} 152,781 


inches (2} cents 
894,398) 397, 653) 


17, 608,435} 466,604) 506, 243 


255.1, 363, 4: 23.1, 174, 341 (61 , 627, 9481, 424, 964)1, 343, 119 


Quantity. | Duty. 





| Pounds. | 
Total, four years—1880-1883. ........00.scrcceccovscsrcccscssceceeee oes 189, 762,111 | $4,233,530 
Total, four years—18S1-1887 ..............cccccovssecseeceeserereevenses 254,058,877 | 5,480, 884 
S cnpemnepetinstnanstentsimened e-e 
Increase since reduction of Auty................ccceeeeeeenes | 64,296,766 1, 247, 354 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. PLuMB] to amend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. PLUMb’s amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. STEELE. Ihope the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PLUMB] will be agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. PLUMB’S amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 72, 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand tellers. 


, 
| 


Mr. STEELE 
to tellers. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Ido not make the point of no quorum. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. PLumMb and Mr. McMILLIN were ap- 


No quorum has voted and the gentleman is entitled 


| pointed. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63 


’ 


| noes 73. 


| 





Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. I rise more par- 
ticularly for the purpose of making an inquiry of the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee. I find the paragraph upon which we 
are just voting to be somewhat different from the original law in this 
respect; that is, to that proposition in the original law there is a pro- 
viso which admits 55 pounds of glass in a box as if it were 50 pounds. 
That proviso seems to be a substantive proposition—that is, it seems 
tocontain a certainexception in favor of glass that is 2B ut up ina certain 
form. What I want to know is, in the event of the passage of this 
bill, will that proviso be repealed, or will that proviso stand as a part 
of the law in the Mills bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In answer to the gentleman, I will say, of course, 
that those which are not touched will remain as they are. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thegentleman misapprehends the proposition. This 
proposition relates to unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass of certain descriptions. To that proposition in the original law 


| there is appended a proviso which admits unpolished crown and win- 
| dow glass for boxes of 55 pounds 





A MeMBer. Fifty square feet. 

Mr. BAYNE. Asif it were 50 pounds. 

A MEMBER. Fifty square feet. 

Mr. BAYNE. Asif it were 50 square feet. Does that proviso stand 
as a part of the law added to this bill in the event of its passage? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Stick to it; make them answer that question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Unless that information can be given by the Ways 
and Means Committee—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave already stated to the gentleman that those 
parts of the existing law not touched by the pending bill are left asin 
the existing law. This is an amendment to the tariff, and the proviso 
would stand as applicable to that not touched. Butso far as theamend- 
ments made by the committee affect the proviso, they would to that 
extent change and repeal the proviso, of course. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand the gentleman to state this proviso re- 
lating to the particular subject-matter under discussion will standasa 
part of the existing law in the event of the Mills bill becoming a law 
n the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman does not state me correctly. What 
I said was this: that it was the intention of the existing law to stand 
so far as not changed by this bill, but so far as the section now under 
discussion does change the existing law it would repeal the proviso, 
but beyond that the proviso would stand. 

Mr. BAYNE. That I must characterize as a glittering generality. 
What I wish to know is, will the proviso stand ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand the gentleman’s answer to be this: It 
stands as to things which are not repealed by this section. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will that proviso stand? 

Mr. McCMILLLN. I have answered the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS. There are different sizes in the existing bill and there 
is a different provision for each different size. Someof them are touched 
and some or them unchanged. Now, will this proviso in the original 
law apply to these sizes you have changed ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Unquestionably 

Mr. BAYNE. It will remain as part of the law, as a proviso to that 
part of the law which you have not changed. Will it be an existing 
proviso? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Wherein the section is inserted it changes the 
proviso. Of course it will be repealed, but not beyond that. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to make one remark. I do not believe there 
is a gentleman in this body—and there are able lawyers in this body— 
I do not believe there is a gentleman in this body who can say whether 
this proviso will stand or whether it will tall in the event of the adop- 
tion of this bill. I do not believe there is a lawyer in this body who 
would hazard an opinion about that subject the way this bill is being 
managed in reference to the existing law. 

That proviso makes a change upon the very subject now under dis- 
cussion, and a very important change, and yet there is not agentleman 
on the Ways and Means Committee, or any other gentleman in this 
House, who will hazard the opinion as to whether that prdvision will 
stand as a part of the new law if this becomes a law or not. This is 
all I desired to say. 

Mr. ADAMS. The point of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is as 
to whether the words of the provision embodied in the existing law 
would apply to the several sizes of window-glass in view of this pro- 
posed modification. Letuscall them, for the sake of convenience, sizes 
1, 2, 3, and 4, so as to make, the point clear. This proviso applies to 
all those sizes. The committee change, we will say, size 4, leaving 
unchanged sizes 1, 2, and 3. Now it might be argued that this proviso 
still remains as to sizes 1, 2, and 3, and as to that probably the com- 
mittee is correct; but it is certainly important to find out whether it 
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applies to size 4, which has ceased to be a part of the provision to which 
the proviso attaches, as a part of the new bill which takes effect this 
nai loubt hether that nestior uld be an -ered It has not 
year. I doubt whether that question could be answered. t has} 
yet been. 

i Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. If there be no objection, the Chair will regard the pro Jorma 
amendment as having been withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HIRES. I move to strike out the last word. 

I send to the desk, Mr. Chairman, and ask to have read in my time 
the hody of a petition, which is but a sample of a vast num which 











have come to me from various sections, bearing upon this question 
he Clerk read as follows: 
PETITION. 
To the Representative in Congress of the United Stales representing 


he First Congressional district from the State of New Jersey: 

We, the undersigned citizens, most respectfully petition you to enter this our 
protest against the proposed reduction of the tariff on window-glass, and re- 
juest that you vote ag reduction of the tariff on tl ame, but use every 
effort to have the re for the following reasons, namely : 


« Linstany 






tes of L882 restored, 





1. The tariff was reduced in ‘ 
2. Since said reduction, the importation of window-glass has increased to such 
an extent, that over one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in this country 





is imported and the revenue has increased over 
which the earnings of the workingmen have been materially reduced. 

Mr. HIRES. I also send to the desk and ask to have read a letter 
from D. J. Partello, United States consul at Dusseldorf, ina report sent 
by him to the Department of State on the manufacture of glass bottles 
in Germany. This relates tothe manufacture of glass bottles, but it 
has a very important bearing upon the question of window-glass,which 
is now under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


$1,000,000, in consequence of 





A GREAT GERMAN BOTTLE FACTORY 
D. J. Partello, United States consul at Dusseldorf, sends a report to the De- 








partment of State upon the “* Manufacture of Glass Bottlesin Germany,” and the 
American Manufacturer reviews the report as follows 

‘The glass-bottle manufactory of Fred. Heye, at Gerresheim, about 5 mik 
from Dusseldorf, is claimed to be the largest establishment of the kind in the 
world operated by one individual. Within afew hundred yards of the estab- 
lishment are immense quantities of the best quality of sand, both yellow and 
white, which may be had at the cost of hauling. The buildi: 
the works in actual use cover an area of about 60 acres. 

The grounds are laid off in divisions, squares, and streets, and gr 
paved whgre necessary. There are ten stacks, having an average he 
feet. Thé grounds are surrounded by a heavy brick wall, and no one is ad- 
mitted without permission. Adjoining the works, and within the inclosure of 
a park, laid out into squares and streets, are about 400 dwelling-houses, two 
stories in height, uniform in color and appearance, provided for homes for those 
who choose to occupy them ata low rent. T'wo,and sometimes three, families 
occupy a house, Those who oecupy the houses are furnished fuel and light at 
cost prices. 

The capacity of the works is about 300,000 bottles per day, but the number usu- 
ally made is 200,000, It isa fact significant to our domestic manufacturers that 
a good share of the work under present contract is for the American market. 
For a year or two past the orders from America were small, but since the Ist of 
January the shipments have increased until they amount at the present time 
to 300,000 to 500,000 bottles weekly, which are invoiced at the Dusseldorf con- 
sulate consigned to dealers in New York, St. Louis, Milwaukee, Chicago, and 
Cincinnati, in bills of about 1,000 gross each. 

About 5,000 different varieties of bottles are made, which include nearly every 
kind and shape of bottlein existence, It was shown by the books, saysthe con- 
sul, that a London firm had ordered annually for years past 10,000,000 to 15,000,- 
000 of a certain kind of mineral-water bottle for mineral water procured from 
German springs and shipped from London to all parts of the world. 

The sample rooms, fitted up with shelves, contain 10,000 to 15,000 bottles, all ar 

















ranged according to size, number, and quality, and properly labeled, with the 
number of the mold also noted. The samples include duplicates of all bottles 





made at the works, besides a complete set of samples of foreign manufactures. 

The consul was handed from the shelves bottles made at the glass-works of 
Baltimore, Md., and with them the same character of bottle made at Gerres- 
heim. The main points of difference, the consul says, would be readily ob- 
served, the principai one being the seam always found running up the side of 
the American bottle and marring its appearance, which by the manner of blow- 
ing was obviated at Gerresheim. The claim was also made that the American 
bottle was inferior in other respects. If these points of inferiority really exist 
in the American, and are of any consequence, our manufacturers can no doubt 
overcome them easily. 

The entire place is lighted by electricity, which system of lighting is fast find- 
ing its way throughout Germany. As previously stated, sand is found within 
a hundred yards of the works; a small adjoining town furnishes its labor, and 
the coal mines of Westphalia, inthe neighborhood, supply the required coal at 
alow price. The production of the * Westphalia mines” last year amounted 
to about 27,000,000 tons. The ability of these works to compete with the domes- 
tic works in the United States is explained by their excelient location near a 
base of supplies, exceedingly low price of labor, and good management on the 
part of the conductors of the enterprise, avoiding strikes or any interruption in 
the steady and regular course of business. The number of persons employed 
in the entire works varies from 1,800 to 3,000, including many females. 

The blowers are paid by the piece, or according to the number of bottles 
blown. Each workman has oneapprentice allotted him to learn the trade and 
act as his assistant, and the bottles are all specially marked to show by which 
set of workmen made. If the houses of the employés belong to Mr. Heye the 
rent is small, about 4 per cent. on the cost of the building, not including the 

round, which is charged against their weekly pay, Their food consists of beer, 

read, coffee, tea, cheese, vegetables, with meat about oncea week. The highest 
daily pay of the blowers averages from 87 cents to $1.20. 
kept going night and day are run by three sets of hands, who keep the work 
steady for the twenty-four hours of the day. The wages of apprentices are 
about 12} cents per day for the first year, with a slight increase each year; the 
women not generally over 48 cents; other employés from 35} cents to 71} cents 
per day, according to the special class of work employed upon, 50 cents being 
about the average pay ot general employés. 


During the reading of the above, the hammer fell. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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ve in the tariff on v S SO ‘ ) 
] ly increase the i a 3 » to 
enue, and I venture the prediction, if the red 1} osed « 
dow-glass by the majority of the Committee of Ways and Means l 
be passed by this Congress and bec » law, the revenue f 1 this 
source would be still largely increased by increased importat 
would certainly drive many concerns out of business and throw « 
employment thousands of honest 1 willing workmen or reduce'them 
to wages but little if any above se paid in G and 
tries, 
Mr. McMILLIN. As there s to be me doubt as to v 





effect of the amendment of the committee wot ird 
proviso to which reference has been made, and l 

tention of the committee to repeal that proviso, I will mov 
my amendment by adding the proviso to it. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will id it t 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
from the present law 

Mr. ADAMS. I would ask the atte 


Isend the amendment to the desk 


“ 








Tennessee to the fact that t pro » conta ) 
tions, one relating to t Sil thickness of 3, f ) 
the double thickness. 
Mr. McMILLIN I to body the wl < 
the Clerk to read 
Mr. ADAMS. The iirst part of the proviso relates to 50 feet 
gle-thick glass, not e pounds weight hich shall en l 
and computed as 50 } and the other to 50 feet, double th 
| not exceeding pe t, to be entered 1 col | a } 
pounds only. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman from Tennessee propose to 
| adopt the whole proviso as it stands? 
Mr. McMILLIN. That isexactly what I have proposed. Lask 
| Clerk to read the proviso. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and mmon Ww low-g 
ported in boxes containing 50s nea as 8 3 ll yx 
known and commercially desi 3,8 k,a 


The furnaces that are | 









ing not to excee 
50 pounds of glass only. 


155 pounds of giass per | x, shia be entered and ¢ 





Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, that, if the gentle ne eS 
not embody the whole proviso, but he will discover there six 
left out. 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will read the ren nD . 
Mr. McMILLIN. I want the Clerk to read it all. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
And that said kinds of glass imported in boxes containing, as: rly 
will permit, 50 feet of glass, now known and commercial des ated as 50 





of glass, double thick and not excee« yy i 
and computed as 80 pounds of glass « but in all other cases 
shall be computed according to the actual we it of glass 


Mr. McMILLIN. The proviso is simply the administrative feat 
of the provision. It was not the intention of the committee to 1 
that; and, therefore, in order that there may be no confusion and to 
remove all doubt, we propose to insert the entire administrative { 
of the present law in the pending bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit, I 
would like to have the Clerk read a part of the testimony taken bef 
the Ways and Means Committee of the 
mane to the very question under consideration, and expl: 
deal of this proviso. I would state that the Mr. Campbell wl 
before the committee is the same Mr. Campbell whose communica 








ist Congress that is quite ger- 











has just been read, the president of the Window-Glass Worker! isso 
| ciation of America. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There is one thing that I wish to explai: I 
manufacturers, in the price-lists that th S&F t 
many lights for 50 feet to the customers rder ton i 
In some sizes we have t loo ha . we t 
order to nieet foreign comp ! i : 
runs all the way through fo wut forty or f ' ‘ t > 
lights per box in order to get the trade of 1 ‘ id f t work 
for nothing, in addition to this redus of wv 

Mr. REED. So that you are d 

Mr. Camp aw. Ins siz 

Mr. Reep. And that is a mat ul reduction from your app: tu 4 at 
present. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certa tis 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kent ’ What is the pr Y i t j 
work in these boxes to your entire work? 

Mr. Campeey. The skilled part of it n the n ‘ 
different sizes, to which we have to add two more siz t in 
order to meet foreign I tl m f ! lers 
for glass 40 by 52 feet, used to putin three lig but a \V r a 
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sending on a large order, would say that he could get foreign glass with eight 
lights in the box of glass, and that if the American manufacturer would take the 
order at the same price and furnish the same number of lights as the foreign 
manufacturer did, they would give the order, otherwise not. So the American 
manufacturer was forced, in order to hold his orders, to put this increased work 
upon his workmen, and we have to submit to it; we can not do otherwise. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply want to say, in the absence of Mr. 
McCULLOGH, the Representative from the Twenty-first Pennsylvania 
district, that he left with me three petitions like the petitions which 
have been presented this morning and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp. As they are just like the others it will not be necessary to 
have them printed, but I will place them in the petition-box. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. McCorMIcK], 
of the Sixteenth district of Pennsylvania, also to present some petitions, 
he not being present. I think one printing will be sufficient. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have only one word to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] when he opened the discus- 
sion on this paragraph this morning by what seemed to be a character- 
ization that window-glass ought to be made cheaper to the American 
consumer. Iam not aware under all the examinations made before 
our committee that the glass-blowers of this country have a scale dis- 
proportionately greater than any other class of workingmen. I think 
considering their lay-off, considering that they do not work the whole 
year around, though they apparently receive very large wages during 
the time they are engaged, their wages for an average of the whole 
twelve months will compare reasonably well with the wages of any 
skilled mechanics in the country. Iwant simply to read a comparison 
of the American wages and the European wages, put in an official 
shape: 






















Pittsburgh | Belgium 

average. average. 

Per week. Per week. 
Blowers ..... $10.09 $20.00 
Gatherers 23. 03 6.25 
Flatteners 34.45 6.25 
Cutters ....... 27.59 5.00 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury of 
one year ago, which is in the hands and for the use of every member 
of Congress, dated February 16, 1886, contains page after page on this 
wage question and the cost of production. There was also before the 
late Ways and Means Committee, or the one preceding it, in the For- 
ty-ninth Congress, pages and pages of testimony all pointing to the 
fact that even the cut that was made in 1883, which was very small, 
probably about one-eighth, positively reduced the wages. When you 
come to the cut proposed in this bill, I say at once, considering these 
are what are commercially known as fixed plants, the only cut this 
bill can make will be in the wages. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pro forma amendment is ex- 
hausted. If there be no objection, the Chair will assume that the 
pro forma amendment is withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee as modified. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I have eight petitions from the 
glass-blowers of my district, containing the names of several hundred 
men. I send one to the Clerk’s desk as a sample of the whole. 

The petition is as follows: 

PETITION, 


To the Representative in Congress of the United States representing the 
Twenty-second Congressional district from the State of Pennsylvania: 


We, the undersigned citizens, most respectfully petition you to enter this our 
protest against the proposed reduction of the tariff on window-glass, and re- 
quest that you vote againgt any reduction of the tariff on the same, but use 
every effort to have the rates of 1882 restored, for the following reasons, namely: 

First. The tariff was reduced in 1883. 

Second, Since said reduction the importation of window-glass has increased 
to such an extent that over one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in this 
country is imported and the revenue has increased over $1,000,000, in conse- 
quence of which the earnings of the workingmen have been materially reduced. 


Mr. DALZELL. I also ask to have printed as part of my remarks 
the paper which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

{The paper referred to, in relation to cylinder glass, is the same that 
was submitted this morning by Mr. MCKINLEY, and is printed above. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. [I rise to oppose the amendment, and I ask to have 
read from the desk a short letter which I have received on this subject 
on behalf of the Dlinois Glass Company. 


The letter was read, as follows: 
St. Louis, March 13, 1888. 


Dear Str: Will you be so kind as to use your influence to prevent any re- 
duction of the present tariff on bottles or window-glass. Any reduction which 
may be made in the present tariff must be entirely borne by labor, as these 
goods are already made on tlie closest possible margin. Our close-selling prices 
are dictated by the German manufacturers, with whom, at present rates of 
labor, we can only compete by the closest economy. 

There are about twenty factories in Illinois with | capital invested, and 
the majority of these factories must be closed in case o reduction. 

Your kind attention will much oblige your obedient servant, 

WM. ELIOT SMITH. 

Hon, GeorGce E, Apams, M. C., 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ADAMS. I simply wish to add that although that letter is dated 
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St. Louis, the glass works are in Illinois. 
amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
make a suggestion. I believe there is no difference of opinion between 
the two sides of the House in regard to the adoption of the pending 
proviso. As regards the rates in this paragraph of the bill there are 
two or three changes that have been determined upon by the commit- 
tee and have been put in my charge, but the memorandum of them is 
temporarily mislaid. I therefore ask unanimous consent that after we 
adopt the proviso,which we all desire to adopt, this paragraph of the 
bill be passed over informally until I can refer to my notes and propose 
the changes determined upon by the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] asks unanimous consent that the vote be now taken on that 
portion of the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] embraced in the proviso, and that thereafter this paragraph 
be passed over informally for the present. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The proviso is a part of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; but the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] asks for a division of the question. He asks that the 
proviso be now passed upon, and then that the remainder of the para- 
graph be passed over informally. 

Mr. McMILLIN,. Ihavenoobjection to the proviso going over also, 
if it is desired. 

The request of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 
The proviso was adopted and the remainder of the paragraph was passed 
over informally. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cast polished plate-glass, unsilvered, above 24 by 30 inches square and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 cents per square foot; all above that, 40 cents 
per square foot. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not rise exactly to oppose the amendment; but 
I do rise to show that at an early stage how fortunate it is for some of 
these manufacturers to have their works located in certain districts. I 
understand that there is a large establishment of this kind located in 
the State of Missouri in a district represented on this floor by a very 
worthy gentleman, and that under the benignant and pers ve influ- 
ence of that gentleman the old duty upon this manufacture is to be 
restored. [Laughter.] I congratulate the district upon having so 
worthy a representative, and the Committee on Ways and Means on 
having so much consideration for gentlemen who belong to the polit- 
ical persuasion of the majority of that committee. In this connection, 
and by way of explanation, I desire to have read a brief letter as a part 
of my remarks. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Dear Sir: I am a Democrat and have always voted the Democratic ticket. 
Iam engaged in the manufacture of and employ men, nearly all of 
whom vote the Democratic ticket. The profits of the manufacture are all very 
small and the business is carefully adjusted to the existing tariff. If the Mills 
bill should become a law it would be impossible for me to continue in this busi- 
ness, The industry would be destroyed. Can not you prevail upon the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to exempt this particular industry from the opera- 
tions of the Mills bill. 


[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLARDY. I beg leave to say to my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE], what the country knows, that the only aspiration of 
those who sought to influence and did influence the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means to accept amendments to 
the bill under consideration was to so adjust the duties which the bill 
imposes as to be least oppressive, and to lift the burden of unnecessary 
and therefore unjust taxation from the shoulders of the people. 

The Democratic members of the committee are not infallible, and they 
do not affect to be. They did not think it improper to submit the re- 
sult of their long and arduous labors to their party associates, who, like 
themselves, are pledged to revise the tariff laws in the interest of the 
people who elected us all. 

Democrats believe now, as they have always believed, that the pro- 
vision of the Constitution which declares that Congress shall have 
power ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, and imposts, to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare,’? means what Mr. Justice Story 
says it means, that Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, and imposts in order to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare; but they deny that Congress has the right to lay and 
collect taxes in order to promote private fortunes. They also believe 
that taxation should bear heaviest on articles of luxury and lightest on 
articles of necessity, and so they have determined that the plate-glass 
used by rich people should bear a heavier rate of duty than the com- 
mon window-glass that the poor people of the country buy and use. 

I would not have been surprised, Mr. Chairman, if my friend from 
Pennsylvania and his party associates had favored a substantial reduc- 
tion of the duty on plate-glass. A party that put mahogany and rose- 
wood on the free-list, and left taxed every piece of timber the poor 
man uses, from the cradle to the coffin, might be expected to demand 
cheap plate-glass for the millionaire. In answer to the letter which 
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the gentleman has caused to be read, it is suffi 





it could not come from persons engaged in the pl ass industry in 
my district, for while they are liberal-minded tlemen they c 
Republicans in politics, and on all occasions manifest their fealty to | 
their party. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, while it 
may be true that the members of the firm to which he re ire | 


I 1 
public ans, the vy have a large number of em} 
publicans. 

Mr. CLARDY. Oh, yes; all workingmen in my country are Dem- 
[ Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ocrats, 


Porcelain and Bohemian glass, chemical glassware, painted glassware, sta 1 
glass, and all other manufactures of glass, or of which glass sha!! be the ¢ 
yonent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for, 40 

I 


per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out ‘'40”’ and insert ‘*45,’’ so 
as to make the duty 45 per cent. ad valorem. I wishsimply tosay that 
this amendment is in a line with petitions that have flooded our peti- 
tion-box from the glass manufacturers of the United States, allasserting 
that it would be impossible to compete witha certain class of imported 
goods if a reduction of even 5 per cent. was made. Without going into 
the argument, I wish to say that these men ought to have a respectful 
hearing. The business is not very large, but it is growing rapidly in 
the land, and I think this House ought to give proper care and pro 
tection to an industry which has educated so many young men in this 
business. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the only reason given for a re- 
duction of the duties on glass and glassware has been the simple asse1 
tion that those duties are too high. It doesnot seem to me that aduty 
is too high which permits a vast and increasing importation of the for 
eign articles. By turning to the last report on commerce and naviga 
tion I find that in the year 1882 there was imported into this country 
of glass and glassware $6,634,371 worth; in 1887 the importation ha 
increased to $7,319,895; and for the ten months ending April 30, 188s 
the importation was $6,484,190. If we estimate the imporiation fo1 
the two remaining months of the year at the same rate, we shall find 
that for the year just closing this importation has increased to tl 
amount of $7,564,887. 

Now, it certainly does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that this country 
ought to be able to make its own glass and glassware. It comprises 
articles for the production of which we should not be dependent upon 
any other country. I do know that we have theskill, the capital, and 


the enterprise to make these articles ourselves; and instead of passing | 


a bill which will increase the importation by lowering the rates o1 
duty, and thus adding to the surplus, I submit that some other action 
would be far more in consonance with the sound principles of states 
manship. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to put a question to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN], whom I now see rising to address the com- 
mittee. In the interest of what class of American consumers is this 
reduction of 5 per cent. made in this schedule? I will also ask him 
whether it will not increase importations 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from 
New York | Mr. FARQUHAR] that the amount of duties received from 
this class of articles during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was 
$360,608. By the proposed reduction there will be $45,0C0 less of 
taxes flowing into the Treasury to be locked up. The Government 
does not need the money, and even under the amendment proposed hy 
the Committee on Ways and Means there will be an average rate of 40 
per cent. duty on this class of articles. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is it not certainly a premium on importation to 
lower this schedule on this class of articles? Is not all this schedule 
for the benefit of the rich? Is it not for the millionaire? The poor 
man is not interested at allin this schedule—Bohemian ware, porce- 
lain, and stained glass. Any reduction of duty must be simply for the 
benefit of those who are well able to pay taxes for the support of the 
Government. I undertaketosay, too, that this reduction of 5 per cent. 
is an invitation for increased importation, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman can not make any capital out of | 


the proposition—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam not trying to ‘‘ make any capital.”’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is talking freely about the inter- 
ests of the rich while he seems to be profoundly ignorant of the fact 
that the very tariff law which his party passed and under which we 
are now operating puts silk velvets at only about half the rate of duty 
which is put on woolen goods. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. We are not discussing silk and woolen goods 
now, but porcelain and Bohemian glass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But I was showing that the gentleman is not con- 
sistent in his point. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Consistency on this paragraph is what I desire 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thereis no necessity whatever for the amount of 
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he can sati 5 his own mind on i ») mv- 
elf by his utterances. 

Mr. ADAMS But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s reaso1 as ] 
understand, rests on the assumption that precisely the same amount ol 
this class of glass will be imported under a reduced duty as under that 
now existing Is that a fair assumption? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did that the it xactly the 
same importation; but the idea I do intend to convey 3 that there 
will not be a sufficient increase of importation to make up the differ- 


ence caused by the reduction 


Mr. ADAMS. Then the gentleman does not think that the redue- 
} 


tion will be as much as is stated in the report? 


Mr. McMILLIN. It may not be; you can only guess at that—only 
time can tell. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I would like to ask the gent in 
a question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I shall take pleasure nanswering the gentleman 
if he will speak so that I can hear him. 

Mr. BLAND. This is all very interesting, but some of us would 
like to have a vote and proceed with business. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York Does not the gentleman's amend- 

nt increase the revenues of the Government for the benefit of the 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould take great delight in answering the ques- 
tion of the gentleman if I could hear it; but he speaks in so low a tone 
that, with the confusion prevailing in the Hall, I can not hear him. 
The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman from New York { Mr. Hopkins | 
is suffering with a complaint of the throat and can not speak in a loud 
tone. 
rhe question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, it 


was rejected; there being—ayes 60, noes 66. 

rhe Clerk read as follows 

Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, % a ton 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move toinsert after the word ‘‘dollars’’ the 
words ‘‘and seventy-two cents;’’ so it will read 


Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, $6.72 a ton 

That is the present duty. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move to strike outline 1 ] 
having printed in the RECORD an abstract of testimony taken before 


the Tariff Commis 


»> for the purpose of 


sion, the last information we have on the 
subject of glass. I desire to have that printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The centleman has that rizht under the general 
ve granted by the House 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The abstract of testimony to which I have re- 


n, which is 


s as follows: 



































GLASS 
Tariff Com siol 
M De Pauw, of New Albany, Ind., testifies before the commission We 
manufacture two-thirds of the plate-glass in the United States rhe price of 
some sizes is only two-t and others one-half of what it was 
started. Regarding thet I would say the cause of increase in importations 
ix cur competition in this country We have invested 250,000, and « ploy 
} at i 
‘Plate-glass is made of the raw materials sand, soda id | 
Our industry is only about ten years l int 3 f d on is 
le in tariff we mustthen reduce our labor expenses -verything else is run 
vas possibl A reduction of 25 per cent. would stop the industry 
Mr. Hitecheock, of the St. Louis Plate Glass Compar y, States *We desire that 
duty on plate-glass should remai: is; itisa new industr th 
only four or five factories in this cou + have struggleda x tl izh t 
or twelve years, and the profit toalmost nothing Eventually we 
be able to stand without protection, but not yet. We pay in this « 
mpared with England, Belgium rance allthe way from twot urant 
ive hundred per cent. increased w In this ye 1882, we have a capa 
of 2,000,000 fect, about one-half the c: imption of the 1 is j 
portation ranges from two to fou 
‘The establishing of these plat ss factories in th int “ ed 
the cost to consumer from $2.0 t 
Plate-glass mostly imported from Belgium and I ice; most extensive 
works in France. The moment duty on plate-glass is reduced, foreign manu- 
factories will do exactly what they did before our factories were started. They 


may deny this, but it can be proven. Combinations were made in England 





France, and Belgium not to sell to American consumers except at a certain 
price, and we were at their mercy. At present it will do them nogood tocon 


bine against us, for our manufactories hold them in check 


“The French Government not only protects its manufactories of plate- 
by a protective duty, but it gave them a subsidy for years We do not ask fi 
subsidy; all we want is a reasonable protection. 

“It has been stated that duty on plate-giass is 100 per cent. This is not so; it 
varies, according tc size of the plate, from 2} cents a square foot up to) centsa 


square foot. From statistics furnished by Mr. Nimmo it is shown that from 1870 
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to Jessi there were $26,000,000 worth of plate-glass imported, on which there was | morning, but no amendment was offered, whereupon the committee 
a duty paid of $15,000,000, showing average of those years about 50 per cent _ eded to the nex aragrapl . 
“ Amount of capital invested in this country, two and one-half or three mill- | PPoceeaed to the ne xt paragraph. 
tons of dollar Mr. ADAMS. It will be found there is an understanding on both 
Mr. W. ©, De Pauw, father of one already heard, stated some valuable informa- | sides of the House that these two paragraphs were to be passed over to 


tion to the committee which they ordered printed. I went to Europe with my ' : se or ae 
son and spent 13 months in studying foreign plate-giass industry, Thisinforma- | 2 ! curred to hereafter. I have made inquiries on both sides of the 


tion has been obtained after long, patient investigation and after many refusals. | House and find that to be the understanding 


Americans do not realize the jealousy existing abroad against our manufactur TheCHAIRMAN. From lines 103 to 117 were passed over to be re- 
jing establishments; especially is this true of England, where we are regarded ; es 
as her greatest rival curred to he reaiter. 
I regret to say that plate-glass manufacturers in Europe who had been shown It is as follows: 
through my establishment at New Albany, Ind., flatly refused to let me look Green and colored glass bottles, vials, and demijolhns and carboys (covered or 


j eire lis al ot . tera fro nate larenet « om : 
pete od — j hments alth ugh I had letters from their largest customers in | uncovered), pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or pressed green 
America and some of the most prominent men in America; hence I resorted | and colored bottle-glass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not specially 


to government officials and records, _ ; ; f ; | enumerated or provided for, three-fourths of lcent per pound; if filled, and not 

tn Eengland from 167! to 18 %) the tariff actu ally prohibited the importation of | otherwise provided for, and the contents are subject to an ad valorem duty, o1 
plate-glass. From 1671 to 1714 duty was $1.29 per square foot; from 1319 to 1829 | to a rate of duty based on their value, the value of such bottles, vials, or other 
duty increased to $1.60, and then from $ .50 to $2.75 per square foot. In 1845 this | yessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of the 
extreme rate of duty was lowered, but is still prohibitory. These duties are | dutiable value of the latter; but if filled and not otherwise provided for, and 


more than five times as high as the highest duty ever levied by the United | the contents are not subject to an ad valorem duty or to a rate of duty based on 

States. : e : 2 their value, they shall pay a duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addi- 
In France up to 1860 importation of window-glass prohibited; platé-glass pro- | tion to the duty, if any, on their contents. 

hibited under severest penalty; for instance, in the law which was annulled in 7 " 





1786 we find this: *‘ Importation of mirrors prohibited under pain of contisca- The next paragraph, which was disposed of, is as follows: 

tion and £3,000 penalty.”’ Since that time it has always had atariff duty doubie Flint and lime glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed flint 

as high as eve r levied in the United States. ’ - E | or lime glassware, not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad 
In this way France, Belgium, and England built up and maintained the lar- | valorem; if filled, and not otherwise provided for, and the contents are sub- 

ges and most successful glass manufactories in the world. ject to an ad valorem duty, or toa rate of duty based on their value, the value 
Americans are paying about half as much for plate-giass to-day as they did | of such flint or lime glass bottles or vials, or other vessels of like material above 

prior to the time we manufactured it in this country. | provided for, shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment 


All money put into this business prior to 1879 was a total loss. This was the | of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not otherwise provided for 
experience of some of the shrewdest and most energetic business men of Bos- | and the contents are not subject toan ad valorem duty, ortoarate of duty base i 
ton, New York, Philadelphia, Detroit, Chicago, St. Louis, and Louisville. on their value, they shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem in addition to 

The general agent for France, Belgium, and Germany, at Paris, said to Hon. | the duty. if any. on their contents. - 

. J. Brown, of Indiana, “Shippers understand how to evade tariffs.’ pi sede s . . , 

Mr. Bodine, of Pittsburgh, Ts the committee said, ‘I represent the Ameri- | Mr. DALZELL. The understanding on this side of the House was 
can Association of Window-Glass Manufacturers, Consumption of window- | that both paragraphs were to be passed over, to be recurred to hereafter. 
giass in the United States amounts to 3,000,000 boxes per annum, both Ameri- WwepW < actin siete iS mete . ia Cnt ‘ 
can and imported; of this three-fourths is American, a eotnaun foreign. The | Mr. DOCKERY. It will he os membered th Bo fusal to make that 
capacity of American factories is or would be equal to the total consumption. agreement was the occasion of the dilatory tactics on Saturday evening. 
The number of window-glass factories in the United States is 92 furnaces, with Mr. REED. The gentleman from Missouri will not call those dila- 
536 pots; these are distributed through States as follows.”’ (See page 1999 Tarilf tory tactics vi 


Commission, vol. 2.) ms ; i . - . ; : . : . 
The manufacture of window-glass is a product of labor without machinery The CHAIRMAN, The pending question before the committee is 
and from crude materials. Ourlaboreompetition is mostly with Belgium, where | the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [M r. MCKINLEY]. 
Mr. REED. It is evident there was a misunderstanding as to that 


labor is cheaper than anywhere else in Europe, 
The effect of the present duty on window-glass is unfavorable to none. The " . : 

producer is benefited by the direct labor employed ; the whole country is bene- | paragraph, and I ask, by unanimousconsent, it be passed over, to be con- 

fited by the consumption of native crude material and the giving of employment | sidered with the preceding paragraph. 

to our labor. Yr ‘ / y Tha ntlo “AY atna acka . — 
W indow-glass is known as “ double-thick ’’ and “ single-thick ;” double-thick rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks that the para- 

50 per cent. thicker than single-thick. graph embraced in lines 118 to 130 be passed over, to be recurred to 
‘The price per pound, as shown in this table (page 2004, Tariff Commission, vol- | hereafter. 

ume 2), for imported glass proves that American competition drove down the | wir MoCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Maine that 

price abroad for American shipments 5} cents per pound in 1873 and 1574; to 3.1 oe ee eee ee 5 Te — oe 

cents in 1881, was disposed of by the committee. There was no purpose to pass it 
We have made attempts to ascertain wages accurately abroad, but owing to | over informally. We would prefer to dispose of it now. 

the fact that, as they expressed it, **the American tariff was not favorable to Mr. REED It relates to the same subject as the preceding para- 

them,’’ they have refused any information. Asnearly as we can find, however, oe: eee ee Powis tien ec as Pp g par 

the wages are 33 per cent. higher here than in Belgium. graph, and we ask they may be considered together. 


Mr, Hitcheock, of St. Louis, before the Morrison committee, in 1886, made an- Mr. McMILLIN. What is the objection to disposing of it now ? 
other very able statement of the industry: Mr. REED. It has been desired to have the gentleman trom Wis- 


‘Large plates which in 1872-’73 would sell for $2.50 per square foot and up- ; FRc otters. th y ss . 
wards now sell for 90 centsand $1. This decline in price is directly attributable | COMSIN [Mr. GUENTHER] present when the preceding paragraph was 
to American competition, as whenever American manufacturers have suspended disposed of. I do not know whether he is concerned with this or not. 
production occasionally foreign manufacturers have immediately put up the Mr. McMILLIN I do not know. 


_— Mr. REED. If there is any doubt about it, Mr. Chairman, I think 


[Treasury report.] 2 : 
. ; ; it should be passed over, and I ask, by unanimous consent, that be the 
Five firms ask that the duty on beveled glass be the same as cut-glass, as the lacotensiine re ? 
process is the same; now it is the same as plate-glass. understanding. 













Four firms concur in this, : Mr. BLAND. How many lines does it include? 

Mr, Ford, president of the Pittsburgh Plate-Glass Company, said: The CHAIRMAN. It includes from line 118 to 130. 

We WES 58 CR EEee Per ton Mr. BLAND. If we are constantly to recur to what we have dis- 
III is, 5 iis Ssscishsnln cco fanscrotsionitinlaeateahietiennibssaenaanaaae need $3.00 | posed of, we will never get through with legislation. I object. 
Soda ash (domestic) .......... 35. 00 Mr. REED. It all relates to one subject. 
Pen snes ama. 17-@ | Mr. BLAND. I do not care; we have disposed of it. 
Arsenic (imported)...... “* 62,00 | Mr. REED. In the confusion the Clerk sometimes reads so rapidly 
Salt......0 20.00 | that we do not understand. 

Cost of labor, from 35 to 40 cents per square foot. Operating expenses average Mr. McMILLIN. What has become of the paragraph included be- 
$12,000 per month, There are other elements in composition. (See page 155, if | tween lines 135 and 141? 
wanted.) Tv y 4 ¢ yassed over. 

We believe the tax is being evaded from the fact that plate-glass can not be The CHAIRMAN. oer — been y ed ; ‘ tl mc > 41 
imported and sold at present prices without a heavy loss to the importers. If Mr. DOCKERY. ile I have not objected to the request of the 


this is incorrect, why is it that merchants outside of seaport cities never import | gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep], I have sent for the Recorp and 
plate-glass?_ An importer informed a Western merchant who was going to at- | fing it is in exact harmony with my statement in reference to this 
tempt it, ‘* You do not understand working custom officials.” Bec s ° 

The cost of production was so great when plate-glass was first manufactured | matter. It is as follows: 
that, though it was $2 per square foot and the duty was the same, yet every The Clerk read as follows: 


dollar invested prior to 1880 was lost, “Flint and lime glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed 
Had it not been for the protection of the Government, not a foot of plate- | Aint or lime glassware, not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad 
giass would have ever been made in this country, valorem; if filled,and not otherwise provided for, and the contents are subject 


. . : : : : ad valorem duty, or to arate of duty based on their value, the value of 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee is now upon line 156, ‘iron In mrabe fiat = lime glass bottles or vials, or other vessels of like material above 
pigs, iron kentledge, $6 a ton,’’ to which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. pooyidied tee, shalt be afded to the value 4 the dontonte Sar the ascertainme nt 
a wee marie . : ‘ ‘ ¥ e dutiable value of the latter; but if filled,and not otherwise provided for, 
ai KINLEY | has moved an amendment to insert after the word * dol a the contents are not subject to an ad valorem duty, ortoa rate a duty based 
lars’? ‘‘and seventy-two cents. : on their value, they shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem in addition to 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some misunder- the duty, wany, on thot ae AOR aa 
at ¢ i ; > i < r. ADAMS. 1 wantto understanc is matter o efect in the existing law, 
standing = reference to lines 118 to 130. . and I have an impression that there is in the pending bill an attempt to remedy 
fhe CHAIRMAN. That paragraph was disposed of, noamendment | that defect. Therefore, if the gentleman really desires the existing law as to 
being offered to it. The preceding paragraph was passed over by con- | rates to stand, instead of striking out the paragraph on page 13—I speak of it 
—— "| are eee ee bas Leaenae natireeeks cobain te etepiy caters ton ox ixt- 
Ww . . 1 uld achieve his pu ,an woulc ; 3 ‘e the exist- 
Mr. DALZELL. The members on this side of the House do not so Seana in this sanndnath and leave the language of the pasheepha ‘> stand - 
understand, but both paragraphs were passed over to be recurred to | because in the language of the paragraph I believe (although I am not familiar 
hereafter. with the subject) will be found the remedy for the defect in the existing law 
The CHAIRMAN. They w : f th _ | which has been under discussion. . i 
ALAA, 1ey were read at the last meeting of the com Mr. McMILLtx. We passed over informally the paragraph upon which discus- 


mittee, and no amendment was offered, and they were read again this | sion arose, and the Clerk has just read the next paragraph. 
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Mr. Buri Is it unders IN. ( : . 
M IcMu W ‘ 
Mr. Burrows, ‘I v a 5 
M loMtt vy. No 
Mr. Burrows, 7 ‘ t t \ it it. Mr. ¢ I I 
move that the committee do! ris 
Mr. REED. It may be that you are correct, but that has not |} 
the understa S sice t the H Se \I LI 
Mir. DOCKE a nly stated this to show what occurred; but I 
ha no objection to the request of the gentleman f1 m Ma BA \ 
The CHAIRMAN. [The gentleman trom Missouri objects. NI MILLIN | 
Mr. DOCKERY. No, I do not object. Mr. MCKINLEY I 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] rhe amen 
has objected. ; Mr. McKINLEY. Iw 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from | }, { steel | ; ind 
Ohio [Mr. McKINLEy ]. Mr. McMILLIN That is 
Mr. McKINLEY. I want to say, ( 1an, that my a l-| Mr. McKINI 
ment is simply the « ! ng law: and dauty i xed by i I M I \ 
none too high for the successful prosecution of this industr, im- Mr. BA | t 
portations last year were very large, competition was very sharp, and | { At nts 
there is not a consumer in the country who is complaining of the } v ul. and 
of pig-iron. The reduction proposed on this article in the bill will, o fr. McMILLIN. It 
1e( ty, come out of the labor employed in the industry. I hope, Mr. BAYNI t ) 
therefore, the amendment I have offered will be adopted. ‘ n the 1 nt law if vou i 
Mr. McMILLIN I ty on pig-iron is equivalent | jn t la do ve L propose to< t them ? 
to 50.51 per e r The reduction that is pro- | deal of ind non : pat 
posed is only 72 ¢ \ ’ moderate and reason- | 9rom yn orerro! 
able reduction: and | ither proper or wise, wh« 1 in the present law. 
there is an inevitable necessity and great demand for the reduction of Here is an ob H 
the revenue, to restore the it rate of duty. uised and a duty of ; t SI 1 
The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY; and » bi t up to its pre ting 
on a division there were—ayes 64, noes 69 f the n and | lule. ‘ 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quoru: todo that. Ire l l 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand tellers. entative from a 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum l in the Sta \ : ‘ 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. Mr. W , who isam l 3 
Mr. MCKINLEY aud Mr. MCMILLIN were appointed tellers \ is first repo i . 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I withdraw the point of no quorum; ed the committee in that V ! 
I did not understand the announcement of I t raised 
The CHAIRMAN. rell rs have been d t Vi \ 
Mr. McMILLIN. I renew the point tim ( ib i | : 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, ng law. ; 
n V7 . ty of 2 
so the amendment was rejected. as ¢ th. Itwas 3} ' 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. Lora re e a 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having resumed the eel slabs down to the low rate of duty which t 
chair as Speaker pro tempo », @ message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, Chat rate of duty 0 It is I 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amend- | 9© S0'© GISP — reg ) rectly this error and 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill | 7“ ‘ ae I alia ae ee 
(H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the preservation, repair, and | |r. MCMILLIN. In response to the g 
improvement of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for | M#&re 1S No Gisposition to rectily errors in existing law, | 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and requested ut the whole bill 18 Iramed to rectly 1 LAKES 1D ¢ 
a conference with the House thereon; and had appointed Mr. Frye, | ©®2 Dot hope, however, to rectily « : e tha 
Mr. DoLru, and Mr. RANSoM managers of the conference on the part | '° owe. live 
of the Senate. _ Mr. BAYNE, Is 45 percent t 


The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- ty paid by the other articles . a 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | ©*SUns law ‘ IN oY 
Houses on the bill (8. 1669) to authorize the Mississippi and Louisiana r. BU MILLI N. Tcan1 = 
Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, Miss., to constructa bridge | V°TY Material reauction in steel ralis—irom oly at 
over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss. the same time we do feel a little d hed vo Increase | 
THE TARIFF. ee one But you pat in 3 
The Committee of the Whole r¢ sumed its sessi yn. , 


Ir. 

fry WoMTT.T. TI ’y 
my ‘Lawl il Va : if, Dit MILLIN. x ( 
The Clerk read as follows: [ 

' 


Iron railway bars weighing more than 25 pounds to the yard, $11 per ton. 





Mr. McKINLEY. I move to strike out lines 157 and_ 158. I re 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 47, 1 
noes 54. e ) t 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from New York will with- 0 
draw the point of order, and I will demand tellers. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Very well. er] 
Mr. McKINLEY. Now I demand tellers. ~* | by rema 
Tellers were ordered. refer the 
Mr. McKINLEY and Mr. McMILLIN were appointed tellers. Mr. ( J 
The committee proceeded to divide, but before the announcement of sgraph 5 
the result, ‘ a ‘ 


Mr. McKINLEY (one of the tellers) said: I withdraw the demand | * pounds to 
for a further count. he gentleman from Tenn es t ce out fro 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. | words: 

The Clerk read as follows: And slabs and billets of st 

Steel railway bars and railway bars made in part of steel, weighing more than The reason he gives for that motion is that it is, as it no 
25 pounds to the yard, and slabs and billets of steel, $11 per ton. placing the manufactured produc t and the article of which t} 
Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. factured product is made upon the list at the same 1 
The Clerk read as follows: | true, but I desire to call his attention to the fact that 
Strike out, in line 161, the words “‘ and slabs and billets of steel.” was framed slabs and billets of steel were not a manufactur 


Mr. BAYNE. What is the reason of the amendment? any more than they are to-day, and that railw ay bars were just as mucb 





Penni a 


Steet 


a 


A 
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a manufactured product. Ifthe bill was correct then, his amendment 
is wrong now. If his amendment is correct, the bill was wrong when 
it was indorsed by the St. Louis convention. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 
Mr. DALZELL. Ina speech delivered in this House on the 11th 
day of May last, the gentleman whorepresents the Erie district of Penn- 
sylvania | Mr. Scort i mide certain statements with respect to the cost 
ofthe manufacture of Bessemer-steel rails, and certain statements also 
with respect to profits derived from that industry. 
I think the cause of truth demands that those statements should be 
met, and as I can not cover the ground in five minutes I ask leave to 
print, and will furnish to the Clerk, for the REcoRD, an article upon 
that subject treating of these two propositions of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. This, with the changesthat I make, I adoptas my own. 
The gentleman from the Erie district of Pennsylvania said: 


The following is the cost of manufacturing a ton of steel rails, of 2,240 pounds, 
at the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, located near Pittsburgh, P ., during the 
year 1587, one of the largest establis hments of the kind in the United States: 
Marketprice of | tonof No. 1 Bessemer pig-iron at the mill........... ecevcesees $18. 00 
Converting same, per ton 
Blooming, per ton.. 
Finishing, per ton 
1} tons Connellsville ec coke, 





Total 
Divided as follows 
RARE 1: snscapsnigusibinnisesaeenses cencssapdijitiivedndseaaiietts Aencusinaliateiotiveadiis sill 
Material and. waste paapecnamesannnane nbbeepenbngbibepnigianmunitabibin steubineiinauain 





- 26.79 


The percentage of labor cost to the cost of production is 15.26 per cent. The 
percentage of jabor cost to the average selling price of steel rails, namely, sell- 
ing price of rails, $37. 50; labor, per ton, $4. 09, is 10.9 per cent, The present rate 
of 317 per ton duty on steel rails is equal, under the present tariif, to an ad 
valorem duty of 85 per cent. 

Referring to the figures thus given of the alleged cost of producing a 

ton of steel rails at the E ‘dgar Thomson Works in 1887, which the gen- 
tleman places at $26.79, it is noticeable that he makes no allowance 


- for the labor cost of producing the iron ore, coke, limestone, pig-iron, 


and other raw materials which enter into the production of steel rails, 
nor for the labor cost of transporting these raw materials, thus disin- 
genuously attempting tocreate the impression that labor receives many 
times less than its due share of the price of the finished product. 
‘This labor cost of the production and transportation of raw materials is 
as much a part of the labor cost of producing a ton of steel rails as 
that which enters into the final manipulation of the raw materials in 
the converting department and in the rail-mill. Instead, therefore, 
of the labor cost of producing a ton of steel rails in 1887 being $4. 09, 
as stated by the gentleman from Erie [Mr. Scorr], it was many times 
that sum. 
It is also noticeable that he makes no allowance in his table for spie- 
geleisen or ferromanganese in the production of steel rails. The man- 
ufacture of steel rails is not possible without the use of one or the other 
of these raw materials, both of which in 1887 cost much more per ton 
than the Bessemer pig-iron referred to in the first line of the gentleman’ 8 
table. His subsequent incidental reference to spiegeleisen as an ele- 
ment in the production of steel rails which costs ‘‘ very little’? would 
be ridiculous if it were not wicked. The cost of spiegeleisen or ferro- 
manganese in every ton of steel rails produced in this country in 1887 
was about $3. Assuming that the gentleman’s calculation of the cost 
of a ton of steel rails in 1887, namely, $26.79, was correct as far as it 
embraced the details of such cost, there must be added about $3 for 
spiegeleisen or ferromanganese, thus making the cost of a ton of steel 
rails in 1887, according to his own showing, not less than $29.79. 
But the very first line of his table contains so serious an error that 
no confidence ought to be placed in any of his statements. His table 
pretends to give the cost of producing a ton of steel rails in 1887. In 
the first line of the table he gives the ‘‘ market price of one ton of No. 
1 Bessemer pig-iron at the mill” as $18. The market price of Besse 
mer pig-iron in this country in 1887 was at no time as low as $18. At 
the beginning of the year the price was $21.50 per ton; at the middle 
of the year it was $: 21.25 per ton; as late as November it was $20; and 
at the close of the year it w as $19. These are quotations at Pittsburgh, 
where the Edgar Thomson Works are located. A fair average for the 
whole year would be not less than $20, or $2 per ton more than the 
price given by the gentleman. 
He distinctly states that “the cost to produce a ton of steel rails at 
the Edgar Thomson Steel Works in 1877 was $26.79.”’ It has been 
shown that in omitting the spiegeleisen or ferromanganese and in mis- 
tating the = of a ton of Bessemer pig-iron his figures are at least 
$5 too low. To these serious miscalculations should be added the cost 
of the steam-power, which is not included in his table, and also the 
cost of all repairs, the cost of general management, taxes, insurance, 
and other elements of cost which he has omitied. The gentleman’s 
calculations being grossly inaccurate, his conclusions are entirely with- 
out value, 
The gentleman is said to be a millionaire many times over. He 


would resent as an impertinence any inquiry on the floor of the House 





eH N G RESSION ESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 3, 


into his profits in any particular year, yet he did not hesitate to refer 
to the alleged profits of Mr. Andrew Carnegie, the principal owner of 
the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, in the following language: 


One of the members of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, Limited, admitted 

to me within the past month, within 200 feet of whe re I now stand, that a state- 
ment, made by myself in the "fall of 1886, was correc , namely, that he drew out 

of the company as dividends in one year the sum of 31,500,000, the equivalent of 
$5,000 per day for three hundred days in the year, and this was but one member 
of the firm, with nostatement of profi ts undivided. Nointelligent business man 
will put the profits of this cor npany at less than $5,000,000 in prosperous years, 
and we will allow them to employ 7,500 wage-workers. 

Mr. Carnegie, not being a me vembe r of Congress, and not being in 
Washington when these charge $s were made, could not promptly con- 
tradict them. He, however, wrote the fol lowing letter, which places 
the gentleman’s reputation for candor and fair dealing in a very unen- 
viable light: 

CARNEGIE Brotuers & Co., Limitep, BRANCH Orrice, 
No. 48 Fifth Avenue, Piltsburgh, May 16, 1888. 

Dear Sir: In reply to your inquiry I beg to state exactly what occurred 
between Mr. Scorr and myself in the room of the Waysand Means Committee, 
at Washington. 

I said to Mr. Scorr: ‘‘ You have been making specches around the country 
saying that I would not consent to become an American citizen, and thatI was 
a foreigne r profiting by the high tariff’ Mr. Scorr said that he had made that 
statement “under a misapprehension,” and he now knew “it was not true.” 
He had *‘read Triumphant Democracy,” and knew that I was an intensely pa- 
triotic American. He promised not to repeat it. 

Isaid: ** There is another statement you have made which is equally incor- 
rect, namely, that I took a million and a half of dollars of dividends from my 
manufac turing interests in one year.” I gave away in one year a million of 
dollars to found three public libraries, and had given about half a million be- 
fore, andI explained to Mr. ScoTr that these libraries would not be finished for 
several years. Mr. Scorrappeared satisfied with the explanation, and said that 
I was entitled to credit for the disposition I had made and was making of my 
means, 

So far from ever having drawn a million anda half from our firm in any one 
year, I have never drawn a million, nor halfa million, nor any sum approach- 
ing it. The money that we have earned has mainly gone into new and im- 
proved works, to develop still further the resources of this great Republic. 

So far fromthe steel-rail industry in this country having been excessively 
profitable, the capital invested has scarcely yet received a moderate return, 
There are eleven large steel-rail manufacturing works in America, and of these 
five have failed and been reorganized, two of them twice. 

There is no ¢teel-rail monopoly; anybody is free to enter upon the manu- 
facture of steei rails. There are no patents. If Mr. Scott really believed the 
profits of the iron and steel business were beyond the average it is strange that 
he did not continue to operate the iron mill at Erie in which ‘the once embarked. 
He can to-day purchase the shares of most of the steel-rail manufacturing con- 
cerns in this country for less money than there is capital invested. 

As for one steel-rail manufacturing coneern making $5,000,000 per annum, 
all the steel-rail companies of this country will not make $5,000,000 profit this 
year, nor anything like so great a sum. 

With a capacity to manufacture double the amount of rails required, the 
steel-rail mills of this country have nothing to look forward to for some time 
but a severe struggle to run part of their works and maintain their organiza- 
tions. The present price of rails ($30 at works) shows what we have to expect 


Yours, very respectfully, 
ANDREW CARNEGIE, 

Mr. JAMES M. SwWANK, Philadelphia, Pa. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The formalamendment having been withdrawn, 
the question recurs on the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Letit be reported. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. Before further progress is made with the provisions 
of this bill relating to iron I ask that these provisions be passed over 
until my colleague [Judge KELLEY] is present. He is not here. I am 
certain he felt that this 

Mr. BLAND. We have already thrown away one day and given 
away two. I object to passing over anything more. If we are to get 
through with this bill before the dog-days let us go on and get through 
with it. I protest against any passing over or recurring on behalf of 
anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope that objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it will not, and I enter my protest now against 
delaying the bill in this way or passing over anything. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch wide nor 
less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; com- 
prising round iron not less than three-fourths of L inch in diameter, and 
square iron not less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, and flats less than 
1 inch wide or Jess than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, round iron less than 
three-fourths of 1 inch and not less than sev en-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, 
and square iron less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, 1 cent per pound: 
Provided, That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than 
iron in bars, and more advanced than pig-iron, except castings, shall be rated, 
as iron in bars, and pay a duty accordingly; and none of the above iron shall pay 
a less rate of duty than 35 per cent. ad valorem: Provided further, That all iron 
bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any kind,in the manufacture of 
which charcoal is used as fuel, shall be subject to a duty of not less than $20 
per ton. 


Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 179, page 16, after the weed “twenty” insert “two.” 

Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that if the committee 
fully understood the process of manufacturing chareoal iron and the 
great amount of Jabor required to produce a ton of it, this amendment 
would be agreed to, 





— 7 — 






Ss al AS AM rn a CE 


IGE SEEN ae 





# 
4 
2 


erat 


at 


as Stee nine versa ote rearas 


pest 


ere 








SP Wits = 


eT aL 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL 








As I have been actively engaged in this branch of the iron industry 
during the past sixteen years, if the committee will give me their at- 
tention for a few moments, I will briefly — the cost of manufact- 
uring a ton of charcoal bloom iron in the Lake Champlain dis trict of 
New York, which I have the honor to represent, which is as follows, 
namely: 





7k cords of coal wood on the stump (which is the amount required to man- a 
ufacture a ton of iron oanens > 
Cutting and hauling, at $1.50 per cord ae ctl aemnientaneaantt 1.25 
Coaling and de livering 340 bushels of charcoal... Saesisiieaiinat ‘ anodes x ) 

Mining, separating, and transporting 2 tons of ore : l 
Making and hammering the iron, including superint lence 
Maintenance of plant. ............cccccceerer see seeacerseseecoecscess 

Tota ' oonensens _ eanahine see eeeeeeees {2 ) 
péitieay ea ‘of we ood on th e stump Seek : .. $0 
And ore in the ground acta fis - 


Labor cost in each ton eueusouscoconsens . ecscesce Se OU 
And I am authorized to say th: it the manufacturers of this article i 
my district would and will pay a good commission to any man who 

will at this time sell their cealiees at its cost to them. 

I would state to the committee that the Lake Champlain district of 
New York furnishes to-day nineteen-twentieths of all the charcoal 
bloom iron that is now made in this country. I would further state 
that I am unable to name a single manufacturer engaged in this in- 
dustry who has during the past six months been able to get a new dol- 
lar for an old one. Those who have had the courage to run at all 
have done so at a loss for the purpose of retaining their old and valued 
employés, hoping to drift on to better times. They have also been 
obliged to carry nine-tenths of their product in hopes that this bill 
would not pass, and that their old customers would again be in the 
market for at least a part oftheir iron. The consumers, upon the other 
hand, ‘‘fight shy,’’ to use a trade term, and pureh: ise in small lots 
from a hand-to-mouth character, thinking that if the Mills bill should 
pass they could purchase charcoal iron at $2 per ton less. 

The total output of blooms and billets made in the United States 
with charcoal in 1887 was 43,306 tons. In 1887 there were 37 bloom 
aries prepared to make blooms from scr: ape and pig-iron, and their 
output was 22,018 net tons. There were also 48 forges arranged ta ) 
make iron direct from the ore, and these produced in 1887, 15,088 net 
tons, of which 15,043 net tons were madein my district. Forges of this 
kind were once numerous in the mountainous districts of North Caro- 
lina and Tennessee. Barely a half dozen are ever actively at work in 
both these States. Those which are occasionally active make a very 
few tons of blooms, which are hammered into bar-iron for local use. 

The following table shows the proportion of ore blooms and billets 
made in New York in the past thirteen years as compared with the 
production of the whole country, and the proportion of the production 
in the United States of pig ani ‘i scrap blooms which was made in Penn- 
sylvania in the same time 


Net tons of 2,000 pounds, 




















Years. | Ore bloc Total make Pig and Total m 
and billets of ore scrap blooms of pi 
made in blooms and made in and scrap 
New York. billets, Pennsylvania. blooms. 
) 23, 666 a4, 416 19, 032 24, 827 
METS pricernssvosaig auenocushasen 20, 202 ), 784 13, 401 23, 844 
S77 eecccssesgeceeees 23, 466 24" 227 16,517 23, 073 
_, eee 22, 829 24, 139 15,121 5, 906 
1879 ovee . 27 290 | 30, 282 23, 956 | 32, O71 
1880 a se 34,351 10, 652 24,319 | ds, UST 
188] .... in Seodeees 39, 892 om 28, 342 39, 237 
1382 43, 911 8, 354 29, 408 | 42, 939 
1883 (ita es 31, 347 35 237 28, 190 | 39.5 
BE i cisscepvuntinae saps alinten 27, 745 29, 789 | 19, 992 
1885 18, 981 19, 887 | 15, 462 | 21,813 
l 15, 507 15, 878 | 20, 836 | 26. 031 
I 15, 043 15, 088 | 21, 982 28, 218 


The output of the ch: wrcoal-iron workers of the country w oul 1 suffer 
with all other iron industries by any tariff reduction which admits into 
competition manufactures of iron ata less rate than is now paid. By 
reference to this table you will notice the crippled condition of th 
charcoal branch of this once e prosperous industry, brought about by for 
eign competition, which the present duties permit. 


The whole commercial struggle in this industry now is between the | 


United States and foreign countries, and the question between them is, 
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| ample supply of common labor, 
| averages more than $6. 


who shall finally be able to secure and hold control of the American | 


market? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, only a short time ago we had in the Lake Cham- 


plain district one hundred and seventy-five forge fires in full blast mak- | 


inz charcoal bloom-iron. The employ¢s then ‘engaged in this industry 
were well paid and their families well provided for. A large number of 
the more industrious owned a horse and carriage and had accumulated 
a surplus over and above living expenses, which was placed to their 
credit in the savings-banks of the district. While to-day, owing tothe 
depressed condition of the iron market, scarcely forty forge fires are in 


blast. The skilled labor that rly been engaged in this in 




















dustry have been obliged in ma ices to obtain work elsew t 
at common labor. The iron produced in this valley has the reputation 
of qual to produced in the world, and with proper protec- 
tion utpr ve increased to satisfy the wants of our own peo- 
ple, without on the ifactr.ré Great | tim, Ge ny 
Belgium, Noi dSweden. Th ins ( shed 
db : } M Cha a 2 4 t t t tl "4 
i } th ( I cle v oO I ‘ the ta \ l 
S that this state « \ oug t ‘ prod 1 
‘ 1, While 1 the « und t rta 
3,1 ‘ y » lal t 
Oo i ul 
I qu it \ Ls ical tof t ‘ i] I 
Steel As on for ]=&87, page >», sta ties of t on 
{ 18s I PA s 
\ refe s s \ 1 
i I w ed 
| ‘ nha er it ove rt ind sing 
’ | 3 : t the | 
d ron and s which then px ed in t { . i 
ianu irers ) Great ir i G in 1 
irg oO proau sl t 3 Ss i 
filled 1 1887. The improvement in the und ~ 
Gritau nost no l Phe year 1887 w sed { 
f proved ¢ n the iron and st« th ¢ 
id the C« t I d for ire i stee 1 y 
are ‘ s going to l i States; prices, howe 
~ i ng the ye oh in the egate é we 
t ied 1 in immediately 1 yea 

This shows the cause of depression here to have been, not overpro- 
duction by our mills, but excess of foreign importations rendered pos- 
sible by pauper lalien In 1886 Sweden and Norway manufactured 
142,457 metric tons of charcoal pig-iron, a large part of which finds its 
way into the United States under the present rate of duty and under- 
sells our manufactures in open market. 

I wish to say to the gentlemen upon the other side who favor a re- 
duction of the tariff that all claims for overproduction of pig or bloom 
iron amount to nothing when statistics are taken into account, for you 
will find that our stocks of pig-iron carried over are practically offset 
by the impor ‘tations of foreign pig-iron, showing that our domestic in- 
dustry is sensitive enough to take care of itself but not to provide for 


{or a acetals 

Our production in 1887 was 6,417,148 gross tor is—our imports 
the year amounted to 467,522 gross tons, the unsold domestic stock with 
whic h we basen the year amounted to 225,629 gross tons, and the un- 
sold stocks with which we closed the year amounted to 301,913 gross 
tons. Tabulating these details we have the following as the prob ible 
consumption of pig-iron in this country in 1887 in gross tons: 


Domestic production in 1887.......... iiniesininins paswibtontes cocacescocensce f {8 
Imported in 1887 akiehistecansenieubeeds : a . 167,522 
5 ks on hand January 1, 1887 . os 225, 629 

fotal ‘ 7 ) "9 
D estic stocks on hand December 31, 1887 a ° ‘ ‘ 01 
’robable consumption in 1887 in gross tons oxeeiniaa 6, 808, 386 


At the close of 1887 the quantity of foreign pig-iron in bonded ware- 
house and not sold was so small that it need not be considered, and 

r exports of pig-iron in the same year need not be considered for a 
like reason. 

In and about the iron works in the Ch: implain Val 
gets $7 a week, while skilled labor gets from $10 to $18 per week. 

In Belgium in the iron and steel works $4 a week would furnish an 


lom if ever 


ley common labor 


while skilled labor sel 

Wages all over Great Britain are low and decreasing. ‘Two shillings, 
and in favored localities two and six pence a day, equivalent to about 
61 cents of our money, are the highest wages paid to common men 


ers, and I am credibly informed that skilled labor receive less than 





one-half the compensation actually paid for like service in Northern 
w York. 
Phas, Mr. Chairman, 
any man having a practical 


shown to the mind of 
. that the p: issage 
ot ‘this bill will be a re-enforcement to our forei gn competitor of such 
formidable strength as to turn the tide of the commercial battle now 


being waged between us in favor of the foreign producer. 


> fact is conclusively 





] } hi , ru 
knowledge of this industry 


"Great Britain, Belgium, Norway, and Sweden ate just as certainly 
sure of obtaining our market in this particular if this bill passes as if 
they already had it. Is it any wonder that the capital invested, the 
wage-worker employed in, and the industries dependent upon this branch 
of American manufactures are all crying out against this deliberate, pre- 
meditated, and thoroughly destructive blow at this leading and im- 
portant source of nation i] and individual wealth? 

In my opinion no American who is proud of his country and desires 
to see it prosper can remain silent while such a deadly design is contem- 
plated, or fail to raise his voice and cast his vote against it; and while 
I do not expect that any considerations I can urge will at all affect the 
organized bludgeon of the free-trade majority of this House, now so 
threateningly and ruthlessly raised agains st the business interests of this 
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Union, I can at least here enter my most earnest and emphatic protest 
against the proposed action. And this I do, Mr. Chairman, accompa- 
nying it with the prophecy that when the people of this Union are heard 
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upon this subject they will so speak that this House will no longer have | 
the wish or the votes to annihilate the American market forany of our | 


industries in favor of the foreign competitor, who owes no allegiance 
and gives no support to our Government. 

During the deli 
ings took piace: 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Morritt] has expired. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 


allowed to continue for five minutes longer. 


very of the foregoing remarks the following proceed- 


‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 





The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Morrirr}. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 54, noes 66. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to strike out the whole paragraph down 


id including line 180, 

ir, BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will pre- 
vail. We are now dealing with a very important schedule, namely, 
the metal schedule, and when we consider how rapidly the industries 
embraced in it have grown it seems to me that we ought not to take 
any step that will cripple or destroy those industries. In 1850 we had 
only 1,434 establishments in this country engaged in these industries, 
while in 1830 there were 3,532. 





In 1850 there were but 22,000 hands 
employed; in 1880 there were 298,862. In 1850 the capital invested 
in these industries was, in round numbers, $16,000,000; in 1880 the 
-apital invested was over $416,000,000. They paid in wages in these 
industries in 1850 only $7,000,000; in 1880 they paid more than $122,- 
000,000. The value of the material used in 1850 was $43,797,854; in 
1880 it was over $380,000,000. The value of the product of 1850 was, 
in round numbers, but $83,000,000; in 1880 it was more than $604,- 
O00, G00, 

And, M1, Chairman, it is a significant fact that while these indus- 
tries have grown so rapidly and have given employment to labor and 
investment to capital, there is not a single item in the schedule that 
has not been reduced in cost to the consumer. In confirmation of that 
statement I desire to have printed an abstract of testimony given be- 
fore the Tariff Commission, showing not only the growth of the indus- 
tries but also how the prices to the consumer of the articles embraced 
in this schedule have been reduced. 

The following is the abstract: 

IRON AND STEEL. 
[Tariff Commission Report.] 

Mr. 8S. J, Loughran testified beforethe Commission, ‘There is not much im- 
ported iron or steel used in our city of Des Moines. Common English is infe- 
rior to common American tron. 

‘American machinery steel is taking the place of iron in construction of ma- 
chinery, The quality is excellent, and competition among American manufact- 
urers has reduced the price as low as that of superior iron. 


*' The protective tariff has improved the quality and lowered the price of iron | 


and steel in all their forms. The cost of iron and steel can be reduced perma- 
nently only by American competition and free trade at home, not with foreign 
nations. 

‘‘Admitting reduction of tariff on some articles as necessary, we dread the re- 
sult of any reduction that would close mines or mills, The panic of 1873 would 
again be felt in every home.” 

[Some extracts, page 1127, Tariff Commission, volume 1.] 

Charles A. MeNair, St. Louis, representing Missouri Furnace Company, said : 
“The iron manufacturers of the United States have just held a convention at 
Cresson, Pa. Our interests demand protection. Much capital invested here; 
our blast-furnaces have all been built since 1870,”’ 

John Roach, Chester, Pa., testified before the Commission, as follows: ‘‘ The 
iron interest is national, not sectional. To the three great wants of man, bread, 
clothing, and fuel, must be added a fourth—iron, What has it not done for civ- 
ilization? The nation that makes no use of iron isa barbarous nation. The 
nation that can not produce iron must forever be a weak and dependent nation 
without the means of self-defense.”’ 

iengland early recognized this, and is far ahead of other nations in her iron 
and coal interests. ‘This it is which has made her the richest nation of the 
world. A 

Production of pig-iron in principal countries is as follows: 

Tons. 
7,721, 833 
4,295, 414 
1, 950, 000 
1, 733, 102 

610, 000 
IIE 00) canssn cane rreesencevesescepennevotedeszeciishessqneseuounbere seshseneeneeenbamniaedls Sua 

England alone produced nearly one-half of the total. Can we afford to let 
England increase and the United States decrease till we, with the rest, shall be 
almost dependent upon her? 

I believe that were it not for iron and the use we have made of it we could 
not hold this vast territory known as United States under one central govern- 
ment; our brethren would say, ‘‘ We can not suffer the great inconvenience in- 
cident upon going to make laws forthe nation; we must havea government of 
our own,” 

W hen we have the iron shall we leave it in the mine undeveloped? There is 
but one answer. We must continue to give iron the protection needed to de- 
velop the vast resources yet undiscovered. This interest in this country to-day 
gives employment to one-sixth ouractual working population. Much has been 
said about ‘“*monopoly”’ in connection with this interest; indeed, it is called 
the ‘‘father of monopolies.’’ I have been engaged in this interest more exten- 
sively perhaps than any other and I have never found out yet where the mo- 
nopoly is. In 1880 we imported $80,483,365 worth of iron and steel, showing that 
we required that much more than we could produce. Yetcapital was perfectly 
free to go into the production of iron. Why was not the capital found to sup- 
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ply from our own mines and furnaces the $80,000,000 worth? From 1870 to 1880 
we imported $430,223,753 worth. Why was not capital forthcoming to produce 
that supply at home? Three reasons why: 

l, Maps of England, Scotland, and Wales, showing iron, coal, and limestone 
deposits, and the distance and location of iron centers from market: Great 
Britain has these within smaller space, and hence possesses advantages of loca- 


tion which render it impossible for other nations to compete with her without 








protection, 

Labor: Iam now going to tell you some stubborn facts which I have ex- 
perienced within the last year. I have just completed a modern blast-furnace 
t a cost of over $250,000, rything that could be done in reduction and com- 
pression of labor was done, and probably there is no other nace in the world 
to-day that can produce pig n with fewer hours’ labor per ton. But this 
fur ce is ¢ 











osed of iron, stone,and brick. Whatshape wastheiron in when 












I began the terprise Ore inthe mine. Where lay tl tone? Coarse rock 
inthe quarry. What werethe bricks? Clay Youknow, gentlemen, the value 
felay when you begin to make brick out of it. 

These materials before labor was put into them was not over 5 per cent. of the 
furnaces’ cost. The balance that made up the cost was labor. In England, 
rance,and Germany the cost of this labor is 69 per cent. less than in thiscountry, 
Hence the furnace built in those countries would cost 60 percent, less ($150,000) 


while mine cost $250,000, 


In sections of the United States where the iron interest is yet not entirely 


| developed, the cost of capital would average 8 per cent., or $20,000 a year on 


$250,000, while in England, France, and Germany it would be only 3} per cent., 
or $5,250 on the $150,000, 

There were other difliculties,among them the constant hue and ery, which 
rendered capital frightened and uncertain over tariff legislation. This ery was 
raised chiefly by a class who have no interest in American development or in 
anything but selling the goods of foreign nations over the counter. Notwith- 
standing all this the industry is not crushed. 

Shall we leave these 22,000,000 tons of ore, coal,and jimestone buried in our 
own soil and encourage their development in a foreign land simply because 
labor is cheaper, and consequently productions of all kinds cheaper. What 


| will the effect be to this nation of drawing each year from our financial resources 


and sending it abroad to purchase our iron supply? Will not this increase the 
cost of iron in the country we purchase it from? 
From 1850 to 1860 (low tariff): 

Cents. 















Ship-iron . 4 
Flange-iron . “ ; 5 
I chntncintsenadtien auld eisidainieannah nck ‘ 33 
eR icrnnstecumeniannentinnsinin 5 
PSE cctinininteiress ss cilainicidaalind vidi saciiiicdaaniauliainiasaiaumirbnianpacibingide teamed 4} 
From 1870 to 1851 (high tariff): 
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Or 25 per cent. less than 1850 to 1860. 

From 1870 to 1880, years of high tariff,the iron products of this country increased 
about 100percent. Inthose years it would besupposed increased demand would 
create an increased price, yet though wages were higher by 20 per cent. during 
the latter period the price of iron was reduced, as is seen, 25 percent. This 
proves that cheap iron does not depend upon a foreign market, but upon com- 
petition, energy, and enterprise of our own people, 

Much is heard of the stee! rail monopoly. 

James Park, president iron and steel convention at Cresson, Pa., testified: 

“In 1860, the last year preceding the adoption of our present tariff policy the 
country’s production of pig-iron amounted to 521,223 gross tons, its production 
of rails to 183,069 tons, and steel, 10,569 tons. In 1881, the last of the twenty-one 
years during which the present policy has been in foree, our production of pig- 
iron was 4,144,254 gross tons; steel rails, 1,646,518 tons; steel, 1,588,314 tons.”’ 

When the Morrill tariff was adopted this country had not produced one pound 
of Bessemer steel, and it was not until 1867 that its manufacture in the United 
States as a commercial product may be said to have been established. 

Our railroads consume more than one-half of all the iron and steel that the 
country produces or buys abroad. At the beginning of 1861 only 30,635 miles of 
railroad had been built in the United States; beginning of 1882, 75,000 miles more 
than in 1861, 

It will be asked whether or not the prices of iron and steel have been reduced 
to consumers under our protective policy. Protection by encouraging compe- 
tition hasalways reduced the prices of manufactured articles, but the occurrence 
of our civil war and the consequent creation of our greenback currency have 
retarded the cheapening effect which would otherwise have been produced. 

But the test of cheapness is not the true test to apply to any economic policy. 
Everything bought or sold may be cheap in money price, and yet those who 
buy and those who sell may be very far from prosperous, It has been well re- 
marked by a recent writer that in countries where prices are lowest the people 
are generally poor and ignorant, and that the blessings of low prices are no- 
where so likely to be found asamong a people who clothe themselves in breech- 
clouts and grass matsand live on wild fruits and insects. The products of both 
agriculture and manufacture may be high in price,and yet consumer as well 
as producer be prosperous. An economic policy must be judged by its genera! 
prosperity of the people, and not by prices. If the consumption of iron and 
steel under present tariff has been so much in excess of all former times the in- 
ference is irresistible that the country was prosperous under protection or it 
could not have required so much and be able to pay for them regardless of price. 

The ability to purchase and not the price of a commodity governs all trade 
operations. But protection does cheapen prices. BU 

Let us see what protection has done for the industries of Great Britain, par- 
ticularly iron and steel. The perfection which she gave to her iron industry 
after Cort had perfected for her the puddling-furnace and the rolling-mill, and 
the owners of these furnaces had generally introduced use of mineral fuel is 
especially noticeable. Prior to this time Great Britain had not made enough 
iron to supply her own wants. Now she could do this. 

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE MORRISON COMMITTEE. 

Mr. B. F. Jones, president of Iron and Steel Association and seventeen wit- 
nesses testify regarding iron and steel industry, and recommend continued 
protection. Why should iron ore be placed on free-list, or any reduction in 
tariff be made when new iron-ore fields are being discovered and developed 
in this country every year. ; 

Lake Superior mines furnish about one-third pig-iron for United States. Cap- 
ital employed in mining is: 











Marquette district...... $33, 000, 000 
Menominee............. ees nonansecouqunaceinpenestans > Eaeeh OOO 
NI i cosislicceeccstccwlystdtasenesacs tesaidebe vinnstiioe vocwis posntt ancaun tosedbsuionesue spice 51, 000, 009 


Fifteen thousand men are directly employed in mining, and thase districts 
support 50,000 people. 
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that there is an unreasonable reduction here 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike out the last word. I 
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in the cost of labor if, whenever facts are presented, the majority on 
the other side of the House deliberately refuse to give a duty which 
covers that difference? 

Of what avail are these protestations that a protective duty can not 
benefit the laborer, when it is shown in this particular industry, for 
example, that 10 cents more per cask is paid for labor in this country 





| 


than in Canada, and that a failure to make the duty equivalent to this | 


difference is gradually destroying this industry. 

[am assured, Mr. Chairman, that whenever comparisons are made 
in any industry in this country, it will be found that labor receives, 
for effective results accomplished, at least 50 per cent. more than the 
sam@ labor receives in Great Britain. And when protective duties are 
removed in all our industries, we must either give them up or reduce 
the wages of our labor to the foreign standard. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I voted against the tariff act of 1883; I was 
one of tep or eleven Republicans in this House who so voted. I did 
so because I did net assent to the conclusion of the Tariff Commission 
that there should be any reduction of duties. I do not think there 
exists now any necessity for reduction of tariff duties. I frankly ad- 
mit there is a necessity for a reduction of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. The revenues of the Government, however, can be reduced 
without touching the tariff at all, by taking off a sufficient amount 
from the internal taxes, the tobacco taxes and other taxes, the taxa- 
tion on alcohol used in the arts, ete. In this way a sufficient reduc- 
tion can be made to bring down the surplus revenue of the Govern- 
ment forty or fifty million dollars. 

Mr. BYNUM. What are those taxes which you would reduce be- 
sides the tobacco tax ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I would take the tax off domestic tobacco entirely; 
and I would also take off the tax on alcohol used in the arts. That 
would make a reduction of about $40,000,000. 

Mr. BYNUM. Where would you get the other $40,000,000 ? 

Mr. BAYNE. We do not want a reduction of $40,000,000 more. 
If this Government is true to its disabled soldiers and the dependent 
widows and children of its deceased soldiers, and if this Government 
will build such a navy as it should have, $40,000,000 will be a sufii- 
cient reduction. 

I was opposed to the reduction of the tariff in 1883; and I then pre- 
dicted that it would cause anincreaseinimportations. It has doneso. 
The importations for domestic use for the calendar year 1887 exceed 
the exportations. The reduction of the tariff has caused that condition. 
The reduction proposed in this bill, if it goes into effect, will cause a 
further increase of importations. What is the effect? To drain this 
country of its gold and silver, and to take away from that business man 
whose interview was read the currency wherewith to manage and con- 
duct his business. 

That is the result of it. But how any business man who understands 
single-entry book-keeping can be in favor of a system which will en- 
courage importations in excess of our exports isa mystery to me. The 
usual imports are consumed and disappear in a year, while gold and 
silver are enduring wealth. Some of the gold we now have doubtless 
circulated in the time of Alexander the Great. It is folly to adopta 
policy that will drain us of this, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The imports of gold exceeded 
the exports of gold over $29,000,000 during the eleven months of the 
fiscal year 1887-88. 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has referred to 
the increased imports and decreased exports during the fiscal year which 
has just ended, it may not be out of place to call the attention of the 
committee more fully to the figures reported. 

I hold in my hand the monthly statement of our foreign commerce 
issued by the Bureau of Statistics and corrected to June 20. It shows 
that— 

Our merchandise imports in the first five months of 1888 amounted to $309,686,- 
376, and our exports to $266,409,988. Here is an adverse balance in round num- 
bers of forty-three millions, against an adverse balance of fourteen millions in 
1886, an adverse balance of three millions in 1885, a favorable balance of fifty- 
six millions in 1854, a favorable balance of ten millions in 1883, and a favorable 
balance of fifty-six millions in 1882, 

In the twelve months ended May 31 our merchandise exports amounted to 
£699,278,898 and our merchandise imports to $722,257,106. Here is an adverse bal- 
ance of $23,000,000 against a favorable balance of $39,000,000 in 1886-87, a favor- 
able balance of $42,000,000 in 1885-’86,a favorable balance of $167,000,000 in 1884, 
a favorable balance of $61,000,000 in 1883, and a favorable balance of $99,000,000 
“a first eleven months of the fiscal year, beginning with July, there was 
an adverse balance of $10,000,000 against a favorable balance of $37,000,000 in 
1886-87, a favorable balance of $42,000,000 in 1885-’86, a favorable balance of $65,- 
000,000 in 188485, a favorable balance of $72,000,000 in 1883-84, and a favorable 
balance of $111,000,000 in 1882-83. 

It has been claimed on this floor that there was no causal relation what- 
ever between our imports and exports, and yet it has also been claimed 
with equal confidence that the ‘‘ balance of trade,’’ the apparent dif- 
ference between the appraised value of our exports and of our imports 
had been in our favor for years because of our protective tariff. I leave 


cent. of our exports are cotton and breadstuffs, provisions and petro- 
leum. It will be found on closer examination that the quantities 
of these exports have not thus decreased; it is their value which has 
decreased. We sell abroad as much produce, but we sell at lower 
prices. 

Under the present tariff, whether because of it or not, the selling 
price, which is the purchasing power, of our agricultural exports has 
steadily declined. ‘This system, it has been demonstrated, can not pre- 


vent, if it indeed does not cause this constant and steady decline. With 
these exports we must pay the bulk of our foreign purchases. What- 


ever is not paid by exports must be paid in money, or in the sale of 
securities on which we must pay interest. The true balance of trade 
is far different from the so-called ‘‘ balance of trade’’ that our oppo- 
nents prate of somuch, as Bastiat hasconclusivelyshown. Indeed, per- 


| haps the very largest net profit resulting from ‘‘ trade’’—commerce— 
| is to those who handle, in its broadest sense, merchandise—the mer- 


chant, the insurance company, the shipper, the warehouseman; nearly 
all of which profit our system has robbed us of and given to foreigners. 

Yet it is true that he who annually pays out more than he makes 
must in the end become bankrupt; and it is the value, not the quan- 
tity, of what he makes that is of essence here. For years the value of 
the bulk of our products has under our system steadily declined. 
Under the same system we are compelled to import what our wage- 
workers ought to manufacture here. With free crude materials our 
manufacturers could drive from our markets much the larger part of 
the imported finished products which are imported. This would give 
that increased labor to our workmen and increased capacity to purchase 


| here the produce of agriculture which now must seek a foreign market. 


It would also permit our manufacturers to sell in foreign markets, 
and to the extent to which they could do this that much more labor is 
furnished to the American workman and that much wider market to 
the American tiller of the soil. The true ‘‘home market’’ America 
must have is to be found in selling her finished products abroad. When- 
ever we so alter our laws as to be able to export our finished products 
instead of our raw cotton and unground wheat we will have conquered 
the true and profitable ‘‘ home market.’’ During these eleven months 
in which our imports of merchandise have exceeded our exports of mer- 
chandise our imports of gold exceeded our exports of gold by $29, 937,830, 
while our exports of silver have exceeded our imports of silver $12,- 
605,686, notwithstanding the constant predictions that we would be 
drained of all gold and become the dumping-ground for all the Euro- 
pean silver. 

With a sound revenue tariff and freer and fairer trade relations with 
those countries whose crude material we need, and who need our manu- 
factures, our silver would be at par with gold, and we would become 
the commercial center of the world; New York would take the place 
of London as the great clearing-house of the world’s balances, and on 
the shores of our ports would be the warehouses in which the products 
of all the world await the purchaser. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam aware of that; but howlong will that continue? 
How long did it continue under alow tariff? There was not a period 
when we had a low tariff that we were not drained of our precious 
metals; not one. History will sustain that proposition all the way 
through. There has not been a period of high tariff when precious 
metals have not greatly increased in volume. 

No, sir; we want to adhere to that system which will keep with us 
our precious metals, develop our own industries, and preserve for our- 
selves our home markets. That is the meaning of the protective tar- 
iff. We want America for Americans. The two tickets now running 
for election in next November represent emphatically these two ideas— 
one, the American idea that America should be for Americans and 
American markets for Americans; and the other, the American market 
should be open to the whole world. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Imovetostrike out the last word. I desire toask my 
colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] a question in connection 
with the statement he has just made. I ask him whether the Repub- 
lican party of to-day stands on the same platform they did in 1884 on 
the tariff question; whether the Republican party of 1888 have not de- 
serted their platform of 1884, and now come before this people asking 
them for their suffrages on a principle in connection with the tariff which 
they have never heretofore advocated? 

I ask further, sir, when he says the Republican party is in favor of 
a policy in connection with the tariff question of ‘American markets 
for Americans’’ and the protection of American industries and Ameri- 
can labor, whether under that pelicy he proposes to so carry out the tariff 
system in this country that is to protect 1,500,000 wage-workers in this 
country as against 16,000,000? ‘That is the question I want to have 
answered. 

If the census of 1880 is reliable, the adult population in this country 
engaged in various pursuits amount to about 17,000,000 of our people, 
and under those census returns about 1,500,000 of our population were 
engaged in what you may call the manufacturing interests of this 
country. Does the gentleman get up here now and announce to the 
country that the policy of the Republican party to-day is to carry on this 


to gentlemen on the other side to reconcile these claims, Over 70 per | Government and inaugurate a system of taxation that under any cir- 
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cumstances, even if it were practicable and could be carried out, would 
be simply in the interest of 1,500,000 of the wage-workers of this 
country and ignore the remaining 16,000,000 which such a system can 
not possib ly protect? 

Sir, those are the questions I would like to ask my colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. 3AYNE]| to answer me. If we go back to 1884, in 
the Republican pl: atfo rm the y pledged themselves to what? To a re- 
vision of the tariff. [Derisive cries on the Republican side of the 
House.] To-day, sir, they come out and announce to the American 
people they h: ive but one policy in connection with the tariff issues 
now before this people, and that is protection to one ¢ lass, a small por- 
tion of the American wage-workers, to the totally ignoring of the other 
sixteen millions. 

[ Here the himmer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, it is ful to see the 
nan from Pennsylvania [| Mr. § back from his other occu- 
pations to attend to his occasional busine ‘ss as member of Congress, be- 
cause he gives us sugh a breezy air of outdoor life. [Laughter. It 
really quite awakens us, and it trouble him any because he 
does not know these stions have all been discussed during his ab 
sence, and the House has a certain familiarity with them which he 
believes fit for the eloquence of the kind which he uses. [Great 
laughter.] He says that our platform was a declaration for revision. 
I say it was for the correction of the inequalities of the existing tariff. 
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The gentleman is surely aware of that fact when he makes his asser- 
tion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that has been repeated so many times that I 
thought any gentleman who honors us with his presence for a suffi- 


ciently long time to have an opportunity to become acquainted with 
the subject would scarcely have reiterated it; and I should not, were 
it not that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is so valuable a member 
of the House, have felt it necessary to take up the time to instruct him 
as they do the belated scholars inthe publicschools. [Laughter on the 
Repub! ican side.] He undertakes to say and to repeat again as if it 
were something ities sly new, as if it had not been exhausted again 
and again upon the other side of the House, that this tariff is for the 
benefit of the manufacturing classes simply. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman comes back again with his oid idea 
that the American nation is composed of consumers entirely instead of 
a certain class of people following a great and needed indus stry, and in 
his mode of arguing all industries not immediately under discussion 
are barred; that is, that they are consumers merely and non- producers. 
He proceeds upon that aos gravely repeats the same old story that 
has been repeated here over and over again, that we are a nation of sixty 
million consumers, with two hundred producers in this industry reap- 
ing the benefit of the tariff, all the rest left out; sixty millign con- 
sumers, with two hundred or five hundred or two thousand, as the case 
may be, employed as producers, and all of the rest of the sixty mill- 
ions are consumers, and then says, ‘‘ Oh, what a terrible average !”’ 

Is it not time that men came to the conclusion that the American 
people are not a set of sluggards and drones who are eating up the pro- 
ductions of a certain set of people who are outsiders, who do not be- 
long to the American people, but who live somewhere in the clouds, 
and whom the gentleman wants displaced for the sake of, I suppose, 
some country he knows, to wit, the Government of Great Britain and 
Ireland. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the American people are producers. They make 
everything, and the question is, whatis the benefit of protection? We 
have shown conclusively and repeatedly that it is for the interest of 
America, and for the interest of the consumers of America, who are the 
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American people, and the producers of America, who are also the Ameri- | 


can people, to have a market for America. We have proved that it con- 
duces to cheapness, and that it gives low prices. We have alsoshown, 
even with the consent of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, that it gives good wages to the workingmen, that it supports 
business, keeps up compet ition, and that it makes prosperous and rich 
this great country. | Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Now, I am sorry to have had to trot ble the committee again with a 
repetition of this matter, but it really seemed necessary for the benefit 
of the gentleman from I -ennsylv inia, and for his special information. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, this is not the first occasion that the 
gentleman from Maine, in referring to myself, has made it an oppor- 


tunity to speak of my absence, sir, from this Hall. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 
No, sir; I have not been absent from this Hall any longer or for a 


greater number of days from the day that the House met than the 
gentleman himself has been absent; and because, sir, I have not on 
this floor detained this committee in the progress of this bill by in- 


terjecting the objections t hat he has made, and making dilatory mo- | 


tions and speeches, and trying to delay the progress of the bill under 
consideration, the gentleman has (apparently and naturally) come to 
the conclusion that I have not been present. If he had taken the 
trouble to look upon this side of the House he could have found out 
or very easily ascertained that from the day the House met after the 
holidays I have not been absent for fifteen days all put together, and 


that although I may be ignorant of the question that has been discussed | 
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I as he alleges, my igt *e does not arise from my | eing ibsens 
from the House. [ Derisive laughter on the Republican side. | 
lhe gentleman from Maine knows that in his manner of discussing 
this bill, when a fair and square proposition is put to him, he has 
lopted his usual method of endeavoring to turn it off as a joke, or as 
a matter which was being discussed with him by somebody w did 
not understand the question presented. I say, sir, that the st ent 
that I have made here in 1 gard to the position of the Republican 
party now and in connection with their tariff plank compared with 
that presented in 1884 is substantially correct, and the gentleman 
from Maine can not deny that assertion. It is suse¢ bleof proof. I 
ay further, sir, to the gentleman from I | when he gx up 
in this House and makes the statement that the policy laid « by 
the Republican I arty upon this floor in connection with the 1 i 
of the tariff is in the inte rest of the consuming classes of this 
he knows he is got thc atement that he can not sustain « : 
tiate. I ask him to go to the great Northwestern section 
trv, where the farmers. are toill their fields plow - 
ing nd reaplng 
Mr. REED. Does the gentleman m t Orego I 
ter and applause on the Republican sid 
Ir. SCOTT. No, sir; I refer to the great grain regions of the West 
I ask the gentleman to go to the men who are furnishing the ] r by 
which the great bulk of the commodities which we export are produced, 
that labor whi h makes the balance of trade so greatly in our favor, I 


ask him to show to those men wherein his syst 
wise conforms to the promises of the Re} 


relief to that class of our people. 


em ot protection 1! 


vablican party and affo1 


He can not do it; but it a xennery to thi class. It adds to tl st 
of e rery possible commodity that he has to consume, that he has to 
purchase, or that he has to use by your system of taxation, by adding 
from 30 to 40, ae 60 per cent. to the cost of everything he con- 
sumes. Ar id yet, when he has raised his crop and seeks a market 
he has to look shone to Europe to take from 25 to 30 per cent. of his 
produce; and there he comes in competition with the cheapest labor 


i 

in the world. What he produces and what he has to sell in that mar- 
ket is sold, and the price that he gets for it is regulated by the compe- 
tition he there. The gentleman’s system of tariff reform and 


protection to home industries, as he puts it, is simply a robbery ond ex- 


meets 


tortion against sixty millions of the wage-workers and the farmers of 
this country as against less than one million fl\ = need thai ind of 
the adult pop ae 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on tl endment is exhausted. If 
there be no objc ain’ the pro forma amendment will be considered as 


withdrawn. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
all his declamation as to promptness of attendance here, has furnished 
us with two plain proofs that he has not been present during the dis- 

In the first place, he charges me with having made dilatory 
speeches. This House knows better. He also repeats here a great 
al of the discourse about the impoverished farmer, which shows that 
» does not know or he would not be guilty of repeating what has been 
d here a dozen times already. It is very curious what a bouleve 

t having a seat in this House makes in the world 
It is astonishing how all the protectors of farmers that come before 

are as a class like the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], 
who has never before been recognized as a great protector of farmers, 
but who on the other hand has been recognized as bel longing to the 


, amid 


cussion. 
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us 


great industrial interests, which, in this Hous se at least, have been 
deemed to be antagonistic to farmers. But whenever a gentleman on 
the other side finds himself under a stress of weather he goes off into 
the regular well-known course which enables him to have the wind 
full against the sails of the prosperous farmer that is to be under the 


manipulations that are going to take place in this tariff. 


He points 
out how terribly the farmer is taxed by this system. I 


venture to say 


that if he is one of the next batch of Democratic orators sent to New 
Y ork he will explain that he is not in the least against the system; 
hat heis in favor of almost all of it - é cept a a little which he will say 
here is in the Mills bill. Now, it isa hard tl orthe country that 
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y can not listen to some of the g« nile “m n on this floor where we 

The y go ove! to Ne Ww York, where they are not very well 

<nown, and they tell the New York peop le that t] re re lly ust ag 

much in favor of protection as anybody else, only incidentally they 
would like to do one or two things. 

Then they come back here and denounce the whole system. They 





use language in favor of this bill whi can be used in favor of 
the utter abolition of the tariff. They declaim against protection’ 
day in and day out. But the moment they stray beyond the borders 


of this House and actually face the people they begin to hedge, they 
begin to insist that they would not harm our industries if they could 


like 
in the 


not help them; in other words, they begin to behave just exactly 
Democratic platforms, one side in one place and the other side 
other. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Now the gentleman complains I did not answer him. He says I got 
off in my usual manner and trifled with the deep seriousness of what 
he was saying. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Whenever a 
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gentleman commences that way I always recognize the actual position 
ofmindheisin. Heknows he has been saying something which has been 


said sooften thatevery body knows it by heart; everybody is tired to death 
of it. and eve 
proper light. I really think the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
better accept the explanation I made to the country that his absence 


is the proper excuse for these things. Surely if he should search with 
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rc | come to butter, you find that the exports are from 5 to7 per « 
ybody likes to be relieved by having it put in its real, | 


dustry of this country you find that the exports of cheese are nearly 
per cent. of the amount produced in the United States; and when you 
nt. of 
ywn fact that the prod- 


the entire product. ‘Then, sir, it is a well-kn 


| ucts which are exported determine to a very great extent the home 


all the industry he has and all the industry that he can buy [laughter | 


on the Republican side] he would find no better excusethan that which 
I have presented for him. I beg of him to understand that it was not 


done in any personal unkindliness, but out of a tender regard for his | 


fame in the House,which has sprung up so suddenly to such very large | 


proportions [laughter on the Republican side], almost commensurate 
to his distinguished reputation outside, which is very great, and to 
which Iam sure this country will be ready at all times to pay the 
tribute of respect. I sincerely hope he will accept that explanation so 
that he will not be misunderstood. [Renewed laughter on the Repub- 
lican side. | 


Mr. BAYNE. My colleague put what I thought were pertinent 


inquiries, and his eflort was to show that the home market was not | 


what I claim the home market to be. Now, sir, of the total produc- 
tion of all things in this country the American people consume over 
90 per cent. 
farm, the workshop, the mine, and the mill goes abroad. 

Ninety-two to 95 per cent. of the productions of this country are 
consumed at home, and leaving out the one item of cotton, 92 per cent. 
of the product of the farm is consumed at home. Now, the question is 
whether you are going to destroy that home market which consumes 92 
per cent. of the product of the farm, and whether you are going to open 
up our market to the foreign manufacturer? He will take no greater per- 
centage of our products than he takes now, because in any case he will 
take simply what he needs. If anybody is under the delusion that by 
having a reduction in our rates of duty, and thus increasing our im- 
ports, we shall increase our exports, he is fearfully mistaken, because 
the people of Europe will buy of us what they need, and they will buy 
nothing bat whatthey doneed. Their wants regulate their purchases, 
whether of farm products or anythingelse. There aresome additional 


reasons now why the home market should be preserved that did not | 


exist a few years ago. A few years ago the United States had sub- 
stantially the control of the European market for her grain surplus. 

Her rivals were few and insignificant as rivals—Kussia to a limited 
extent, Australia toa limited extent, and that was all. But how is it 
now ? 
most formidable rival. 
exports. 
up to 50,000,000 bushels a year, whereas a short time ago it was only 
two or three million bushels. And the cost of the production of wheat 
in India is absolutely trifling compared with its cost in the United 
States, because men work there for 10 and 15 cents a day. 

A MEMBER. Six cents a day. 

Mr. BAYNE. Six cents a day, afriend suggests; but whether it is 6, 
or 10, or 15, noone will work for such pay here; and the sale in Europe 
of wheat brought from India is increasing year by year, and none of 
us can tell how largely it may increase in a very few years. If, then, 
the American farmer is forced to compete with the Indian and the Aus- 
tralian and the Russian producers of wheat, is it not the part of good 
sense for us to save as far as possible our own home market and to en- 
courage manufacturing, mining, railroad transportation, and all theother 
branches of business that furnish home consumers for our agricultural 
products? That is one of the great ideas underlying the system of pro- 
tection; and it strikes me that it is as simple a proposition as single- 
entry book-keeping that our proper course is to sell more abroad than 
we buy, and the way to do that is to keep up a good stiff tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word by way of ex- 
planation. My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNe#], in giving 
certain statistics here, has spoken of the home market and of the ex- 
portation of our products, and has made statements that are mislead- 
ing and that call for correction. Let us take, for instance, the hay 
crop of this country, which the gentleman undoubtedly includes in his 
statistics of production and of the home consumption. I presume, sir, 
that when the gentleman comes to estimate the exports of this coun- 
try in comparison with the demands of the home market he includes 
the hay crop, and that balances up and very nearly equalizes the entire 
wheat crop of this country. But, sir, when you come down to the arti- 
cle of wheat, and look at the quantity produced in the United States 
and the quantity exported, you find that our exports are 27 per cent. 
of our entire production. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is all right. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman talks about only 2 and 2} and 3 per 
cent. of our products being sent abroad, which can possibly be and 
which is exported, is not correct, and he eliminates the cotton crop from 
his calculation. Of course the cotton-planter of the South is not en- 
titled to any consideration here at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, yes, he is, 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, no, he is not; not on your theory. 


India, Russia, Australia have increased their 


Then when you come to the article of cheese in the great dairy in- 


Only about 8 per cent. of the total production of the | 


The American producer of wheat now has to compete with a | 


The sale of wheat from India in the European markets runs | 
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prices. But there is another question that I want to bring to the con- 

ideration of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. To-day, in our State, 
there are fifty thousand men who have been thrown out of work within 
the last week. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. One minute, sir; I have the floor. To-day, sir, those 
men are out of employment, and in what class of industries in this 
country have those fifty thousand laboring men been thrown out of 
work? In the protected industries which the gentleman and the party 
on the other side of the House are now standing up for and defending. 
And those men have been driven out of employment, how? Simply 
by their employers insisting upon a reduction of 10 per cent. on their 
wages. Why should the manufacturers of our State demand to-day 
that these men should submit to a reduction of 10 per cent. in their 
wages? 

Is the state of the country at all different to-day from what it was 
last year? Has any tariff bill yet passed this House looking to a re- 
duction of duties such as could possibly affect these men’s wages? Is 
there not, sir, a Republican Senate at the other end of the Capitol; and 
if any bill detrimental to the wage-workers, as gentlemen claim this 
bill is, should pass this House, will it not be in the power of that Re- 
publican Senate to pigeon-hole it or smother it in committee, so that it 
will never see daylight again? : 

Why, then, I ask, is this universal demand made upon the wage- 
workers of this country for a reduction of their wages? I would like 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to answer me that question. I wish 
to know why the manuilacturers of Pennsylvania, especially those 
whose business is covered by the metal schedules of the tariff, where 
there is a protection of 50 to 80 and 100 per cent., must now demand 
of their employés a reduction of 10 per cent. and drive them out of their 
mills because they will not submit to it? 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to reply to my colleague [Mr. Scort7]. 

Mr. COMPTON. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania can reply to 
his colleague when Iam through. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Compron] 
is recognized. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire very briefly to call back 
the attention of the House to the question propounded by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and the answer made by the gentleman from 
Maine. The gentleman from Pennsylvania charged distinctly and un- 
equivocally that the present position of the Republican party on the 
tariff is inconsistent with the position maintained by that party in its 
platform of 1884 and previous platiorms; and the answer which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania gets is the quibble from the gentleman 
from Maine denying the proposition that the Republican party is in- 
consistent with itself, and asserting that it is in favor simply of cor- 
recting the ‘‘inequalities of the tariff.’’ I say, sir, that is a suggestion 
unworthy to be presented by the gentleman from Maine or any other 
gentleman to the mind of any intelligent assembly. 

With reference to the position of the Republican party on this ques- 
tion, will the gentleman from Maine, or any other gentleman on the 
Republican side, deny the fact that every President, from Grant down, 
in every message presented to Congress—and none so forcibly as Presi- 
dent Arthur—has urged upon Congress the right and the duty of re- 
ducing the rate of tariff taxation ? 

Will gentlemen on the other side deny that in every platform up to 
the last they advocated not a correction of the ‘* inequalities of the tar- 
iff,’ but a revision and reduction of the tariff? They can not deny it, 
for the language employed in their platforms is so plain that the way- 
faring man, though a fool, may read as he runs. 

Nor is this all. When the Republican party held possession of these 
halls, and when popular sentiment was demanding a revision of the 
tariff, what did they do toward correcting the ‘‘ inequalities of the 
tariff?’’ Did they march up to their duty and obey the demand of 
the people by a proper revision of the tariff? No, sir; they appointed 
a commission composed almost exclusively of Republicans, there being 
only a single Democrat upon it so faras [ remember. What did that 
Republican commission recommend? Did they recommend a correc- 
tion of the ‘‘ inequalities of the tariff?’ No,sir. They recommended 
a reduction of 20 per cent. along the entire line. Yet that Republican 
Congress had not the courage and manhood to march up to the recom- 
mendation of their own commission. Shall it be said that the other 
side of the House, composed, as it is, of men prominent in the coun- 
try—men like the gentleman from Maine, with his national reputa- 
tion—had not the ability to make the revision which was demanded ? 
The opportunity was there, and the duty was upon them, if they had 
recognized it, to present a proposition for the correction of ‘‘ inequali- 
ties of taxation.’’ Where is the bill that they presented? They cry 
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Do not undertake therefore to disparage them. They live on the very 
fat of the land; and let me tell the gentleman that a great many of 
these men make from $2,000 to $3,000 a year, nearly as much as a mem- 
ber of Congress, and when his political assessments are taken out they 
make more at the end of the year. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to refer now for a few moments to the re- 
marks of my colleague [Mr. Scorr]. When my colleague came back 


from St. Louis he said that he wanted to go ahead with this bill and | 


get it through and not delay its consideration in the House, because 
the mere discussion of the bill was disturbing the business and the in- 
dustries of the country; and right he was. ‘To-day my colleague cites 
the fact that a hundred thonsand men are now out of employment, and 
if the mere discussion of the question has turned out a hundred thou- 
sand 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not say it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I give the gentleman the benefit of his denial, but 
logic is logic, and you must couple the two propositions together. If 
the discussion of this bill has disturbed the business of the country, it 
would seem as if the discharge of 100,000 men from employment were 
the corollary. 

A MEMBER (on the Republican side). What will the passage of the 
bill do? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, what will the passage of the bill do? My col- 
league nay or may not have intended tosay what he did. I am wont 
to treat him with perfect fairness,as he has always treated me. Some 
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one in the progress of this debate has referred to the fact that one or | 
| as a substitute?’ At the time the Republicans were thus reducing 


two manufacturers of Pittsburgh wanted free trade, that one or two 
of them had prayed for the day when free trade would come. They 
wanted wages reduced. But why, if such is the fact, did they want 
wages reduced? Besause they said it would obviate strikes. Why 
would it obviate strikes? Because it would make their operatives so 
poor they could not maintain themselves during a strike. 

That is what it meant. It meant that and nothing more. I think 
a letter was produced here by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] some time during this debate, from a manufacturer, 
to the effect that he would welcome free trade. Why? Because it will 
reduce the wages of workingmen to such a degree that they will not 
be able to hoard anything up against eithera rainy day or a strike. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was that in the letter? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think it was not; but he advocated that proposi- 
tion, and that was the real argument. That was fallacious. I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Missouri to the fact that in free-trade 
England the people live in hovels, and not only live in hovels, but they 
have strikes in England. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not catch the refer- 
ence I understand the gentleman made to me. 

Mr. BAYNE. I said I thought it was the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky who had* produced a letter here some time during the progress 
of this debate from a manufacturer, in which he advocated free trade 
as an antidote or remedy for strikes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAYNE. It was some other gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then somebody else produced it. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I propose to put in a word, if I can, 
for a long-suffering, down-trodden, and oppressed portion of the Amer- 
ican people that seem to have had very little sympathy here or else- 
where. I refertonine-tenths of the members of this House, who want 
to proceed to business and get through with this bill before the dog- 
days, who are tired of hearing this political discussion which has con- 
tinued for over three months, and which has been repeated over and 
over again, day in and day out, until there is nothing new to be heard 
under the sun upon it. 

Mr. BAYNE, Will the gentleman yield for a question; only one 
question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, we did nothing yesterday. We met 
here this morning and agreed to adjourn over to-morrow, and on Thurs- 
day not to take up this bill; so that practically it will be near the 
middle of the month before we proceed toit again. Do gentlemen sup- 
pose that the members of the House on this side desire to remain in 
here to listen to a political discussion? Fortwo months we have been 
hearing stories told over and over again until we are sick and tired of 
them. Let gentlemen go home upon the hustings. People there may 
be interested in these stories. That is the proper place to discuss them. 
Pittsburgh is notorious for gas. There gas is the natural product. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will not the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. BLAND. Isay, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of the down- 
trodden members suffering in this House, and that want to do busi- 
ness, that there are four or five members here who are keeping us, doing 
nothing but repeating over and over again old stories that we have 
heard so often. In the interest of those down-trodden and oppressed 
members, nine-tenths of the House, I say let us have a vote. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

It would have been fortunate, Mr. Chairman, for the members of this 
Hfouse, and for the country too, if the idea which seems to possess the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had occurred to him earlier in 
the session. But I rise not to make a response to the statement made 
by the gentleman from Missouri, but to call attention to some of the 
remarks which were uttered by the gentleman from Maryland in regard 
to the position of the Republican party on the tariff question. Any 
person listening to his statement would suppose the Republican party 
to-day is in favor of a high protective tariff upon all the articles that 
were ingrafted upon the bill during the war and immediately fellow- 
ing the close of the war, and would suppose from his statement, too, 
that the Republican party had insisted upon maintaining a high pro- 
tective tariff upon these different articles. 

Now if the gentleman had taken time to look over the history of the 
party, even if he had taken time to read the minority report of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, he would have found that since the close of 


| the war the Republican party has reduced the taxes to the amount of 


three hundred and sixty-two million five hundred and some odd thou- 
sand dollars. That is the record the Republican party has made in the 
reduction of taxation in this country. It has done that during the 
eleven years which it has had control in this House since the close of 
the war. 

Now, whenever these figures are presented, or whenever a member 
of the Republican party gets up to protest against the Mills bill you 
find a Democrat popping up somewhere to say ‘‘ what have you to offer 


the war taxes they met with opposition again and again from the 
Democratic party, but the Republicans did not answer the Democrats 
with this childish cry. They went sturdily forward in the interest of 
the people of this country and passed their laws, as the Democrats have 
the power here, if they are united, of passing the Mills bill. The Re- 
publican party is not opposing this bill because it reduces taxation, as 
our friends on the other side of the House claim, but because it is a bill 
which, as I stated in a speech a short time ago, ‘‘ keeps the word of 
promise to the ear and breaks it to the hope.’’ 

It is because it puts certain articles upon the free-list that should be 
protected, and because it is sectional in character. As has been stated 
before by me upon this floor, noargument can be adduced by any gen- 
tleman showing why wool should be put upon the free-list, and yet 
rice be protected. There is no reason why the Southern planter should 
be protected in the cultivation of rice any more than the Northern 
farmer should be protected in the production of some of the articles of 
farm products which are here put upon the free-list. Take, for in- 
stance, potatoes, beans, pease, and fresh vegetables, meats, game, etc., 
which are put upon the free-list by the Mills bill. How does that af- 
fect the farmers along the Canadian border ? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Potatoes are not put on the free- 
list, and the potato crop of the North is larger than the rice crop of the 
South. 

A MEMBER on the Democraticside. It would be well if they were. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, beans, pease, vegetables, etc., are 
put upon the free-list, while rice is protected. That is one of the rea- 
sons why we claim this bill is sectional. No reason can be given why 
rice should be protected any more than any one of the articles which I 
have enumerated. The statistics show—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall 
now have a vote on the paragraph. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I dissent from the views expressed by 
my friend from Missouri { Mr. BLAND] that we are not learning anything 
from this discussion. It is true I may be a little unsophisticated, but I 
have picked up a good deal of information as this debate has run along. 
Isat here the other day and heard the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] and the gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] both ridi- 
cule the idea that a tariff was a tax. In my simplicity of mind, re- 
sulting from some early reading, I had supposed that a tariff was a 
tax, and when I heard those gentlemen ridicule that proposition I 
thought I would go back and look at the text-books a little and see 
what the writers had to say upon that subject. I introduce this now 
for the purpose of construing later the meaning of the Republican plat- 
form of 1884. Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution, which in 
the earlier and better days of the Republic, when the old Whig party 
opposed the Democratic party, was thought to be good authority against 
the doctrines held by the Democratic party then as now, says: 

The language of the Constitution is, ‘Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts,and excises,” ete.; “ but all duties, imposts, and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.”’ A distinction is here 
taken between taxes and duties, imposts, and excises; and,indeed, there are 
other parts of the Constitution respeciing the taxing power (as will presently 
be more fully seen), such as the regulations respecting direct taxes, the prohi- 
bition of taxes or duties on exports by the United States, and the prohibition 


of imposts or duties by the States on imports or exports, which require an at- 
tention to this distinction. E 
In a general sense all contributions imposed by the Government upon indi- 
viduals for the service of the State are called taxes, by whatever name they may 
be known, whether by the name of tribute, tithe, a impost, duty, gabel, 
custom, subsidy, aid, supply, excise, or other name. In this sense they are 
usually divided into two great classes—those which are direct and those which 
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a 4 
tr second a first ar v I bec ilrea ce r ion 
1 another } pose, declares that lirect t t} 
Sev is es, which may be included w ré 
Ss} 1umbers.” The fourth clause of th 
Jarly commented on in a future page) declares that ‘‘no capitation, or ot 
direct tax, shall be laid unless in proportion to the census or enumeration here 


der consideration that all 
10ut the United Siates 

nment (as it is called 
i es, imposts, and excises, If 
ced in one or the other of these two 
ult to give full effect to the words of the Consti 
m to exist), it would seem that Con 


inbefore directed to be taker 


duties 
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sc now utr 
iform throt 





, imposts, and excises : 
Here, then, two rules are prescribed rul 
for direct taxes, and the rule of uniformity fer du 
there are any other kinds of taxes not embr: 
I dif 
tution without supposing th 
full liberty to levy the same 
haps by any other 

tution, 

It isevident that ‘‘ duties, imposts, and excises”’ are indirect taxesin the sense 
But the difficulty still re ins to ascertain what taxes 
comprehended under this description, and what under the description of direct 
taxes. It has been remarked by Adam Smith that the private revenue of indi 
viduals arises ultimately from three different sources—rent, profit, and wages— 
and that every public tax must be finally paid from some one « 


lifferent sorts of revenue. He treats all taxes upon land or the produce 
y i1as hearth taxes and 


‘ 
land, or upon houses or parts or appendages thereof (suc 
window taxes), under the head of taxes upon t; all taxes upon st« 














classes (and it 1s certatr 
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rule not inconsistent with the general purposes of the Consti- 










of the Constitution. 
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taxes on prof und taxes upon sal sun l d of He 
itation t« i taxes on cons » articles nixed taxes, fallir ipon 
all or any of the different 9] ies of revenue. A ful sideration of these dif- 








proper'ty to a treatise upon politi 





f elongs mor 
economy than upon constitutional law 

And I find my usually fair and lucid friend from Ohio [Mr. McK 1n- 
LEY |, the leader on the other side of the House upon this subje ct at 
upon the flcor of the House: 


least, saying in his recent speech 
is a revenue tariff Upon what prin 
t i 


First, what 
tariff or a tax placed upon such art 1 prod 
as will produce the largest revenue with the smallest tax, 

That is the definition of the gentleman fr | 
true. But, Mr. Chairman, the Republican party have reached a point 
where they deny what Story laid down as the law and as the meaning 
of this provision of the Constitution, and where they have repudiated 
also the definition of ‘my friend from Ohio. They hold now that a 
tariff is not a tax, and construed by that principle the Chicago platform 
of 1884 is as clear as mud. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY, by unanimous consent, the time 
of Mr. RoGERS was extended for five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam thankful to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and as I have had nothing to say upon the tariff so far, I shall be glad 
to be indulged for a few minutes longer, perhaps even beyond the ad- 
ditional five minutes allotted to me. In view of the definition given 
us by the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, I proceed to read the Republican platform of 1884. I read now 
the part of it which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] neglected 
to read, and following the paragraph which he read: 

The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the people of the bur- 
den of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus, 

It can not be said that any complaint has ever been made of the Re- 
publican party of a failure to reduce the surplus. They have great 
talent in that particular direction and ample disposition to exercise it 
to its fullest capacity. But how hollow and disingenuous is this 
charge when it is remembered that it was they, with the assistance of 
a very few Democrats, that struck out the enacting clause of the Mor- 
rison bill and defeated thereby not only a wise reduction of the sur 

plus, but that which, if possible, is of paramount importance—unwise 
and indefensible taxation, far in excess of the needs of the Govern- 
ment. 

But let us read the next paragraph of the platform of 1884: 

The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff 
and to reduce the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminate process of h 
izontal reduction, but by such method as will relieve the tax-payers without in 
juring the laborer or the great productive interests in the country. 


Iam willing toadmit, Mr. Chairman, that I really supposed that the 
party intended to have the country believe—not that they intended to 
do it—that their purpose was to correct the inequalities, so notorious in 
the present law, by reducing the tax on such articles as were too high. 
But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] now says that is a mistake, 
and I accept his interpretation as being in accord with what I then 
thought was their intentions, but not what the platform was intended 
to proclaim. But let us look at this production analytically for a mo- 
ment. 

The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff— 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] says not to reduce it— 
and to reduce the surplus— 


ferent classifications of taxes | 
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| les of 








ym Ohio, and I accept it as 








by either rule, or by a mixture of both rules, or per- | 
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read the late Chi » platform, and scan t e de ~ 1 1 that 

that same method is not ly to continu l ‘ 
prov l always the Repul 1 par » Yes 

thie ha kept the r predge ) t 

i) ( { irty int Hous { | [ 
l ( ti has been p to 1 

kwon tive aie’ ) that 

( icte it the S 1, thatt I e not v 

does not r to m«é \ 

No, the latfor 1 ISS4 1 I i 
ft M st lo—that is, t Vy é 
t xation If ym lt é 
l ved at this gra result me ~ 

n len representing t Repub pa | t 
in their plat 1, but upon t d ition 
to maintain this system ol a ) ‘ 
th y lo anytl ing at all, to increa the it 1 and kee p 
petition in foreign goods. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the ge ( et F nt 
his message says the platform m¢ 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will pardon m that is out of tl 
line of my discussion. 

It is and has been repeatedly 1 on the House that gen- 
tlemen who stand here advocating the Mills bill advocate tf trade, 
but when they get outside of the Hou take ne other 1 ion, 
and begin to hedge—that no gentleman has st ip here and denied 
thatfact. Why, Mr. Chairman, the Speaker of tl ise, in | ech 
on this subject, said: ; 

No, sir; wedo not want another ¢ th lo w t exp ™ 
lute free trad We all recognize the f I ‘ 
from Ma villeon le, that e Gov 
port, and that this revenue must be raise py taxa some or 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me call attention tf e moment to the 
Democratic platform of 1884, to wl refer been made 

From the foundatio f this G x S ~ 
} < the chi ce of I 

And the § Louis plat m ‘ ( 

Here the hammer f } 

Mr. ROGERS. lJask unanit l ) el 1 of five 
I tes I have not before occupied time in this « 1s 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there obj tion to « ‘ the t e of the 

tleman for five minutes? 

There was no obje tion. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me read further from t plat 

Moreover, many industries } 
tient 

l rece iw, in this connectio vce ! l 
ufa P ‘Iphia, in w t of the 
Chicago platform principle t] ‘ t sed 
or ¢€ me ol these l i I l Tin cry irom ll 
sources—'‘* Tra Blanch i ia that they do notin 
tend to reduce taxation ind i v , é ery indu trv 1n 
the country affected by the Mills bill is to be destroyed. 

Why, sir, these stereotyped letters from manufacturers have been 
read until one in almost repeat them from be rinning to ¢ id, making 
only the necessary changes in order to conform to the particular indus- 


try interested You goso far as to draw the line between manufactur- 
ing industries and the other industries of the country, as if farming 
were not an industry, as if every man who is a laborer in this country 
is not entitled to equality and justice under equal laws. 
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Moreover, many industri have come to rely on legislation for successful con 
tinuanecs, so that any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor 
and capital thus involved, 


The Democratic party, understanding this, knowing that those in 


dustries occupy under existing law an abnormal condition, and eareful 
that they be not destroyed or swept away by any sudden Jegislat 
change, announced then, as it announces now, that it is tthe pur 
pose to break down or to destroy any industry, but to reduce taxati 
insicha way that all industries may adjust themselves to the changed 


condition of the law. 









j pro« f refe J t be subject in the exe ution to this plain « ctate of 
justice All taxation ili be limited to the requirements of an economical go 
ernment. ‘The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected with 
out depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully wit 
eign labor, and w ult imposin wer rates of duty than will be an e to 
cover any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence « the 
higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. Sufficient revenue to pay all 
the expenses of the Federal Government cconomically administered, in l 
ing pensions, interest, and principal of the publie debt, can be got. under ou 
prese system of taxation, from custon house taxes on fewer imported articles 
of luxury and bearing lightest on articles of necessity. 


Mr. KERI 
ROGERS. No; I decline to yield. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 


We therefore denounce the abuses of the exist y tariff; and s t te 
pre ding lit itions, we demand that Federal! taxation shall be exclusively 
puble purposes and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economic 
administered 

On this platform we went before the peopie in 1834; and the result 


is known to the country. Westand on this platform to-day, and we ap- 


peal to the country again that we shall be vindicated in all our « 
to maintain and uphold the principles laid down in this platform. 

Mr, Chairman, we havethreealternatives. Wecan violate these pled: 
to the people by refusing to reduce taxation. That isone way. Noth 
ing would shed so much sunshine in the hearts of gentlemen on the 0; 
posite side of the House as to find us at the close of this Congress in 
that condition. We shall not gratify you. We can also raise taxe 
as gentlemen on the opposite side desire, so as, to use the figurati 
lanzuage in the speech of the gentleman from Maine to which I have 
already referred, ‘‘to build up a Chinese wall,”’ and thereby furt) 
cripple and shackle the commerce of thecountry. It is to this suicidal 
and criminal policy you invite us. We decline your invitation, and 
this is the second alternative. The third alternative is to reduce tax- 
ation, and thereby reduce the surplus, affording, at one stroke, relief 
to the people by relieving them of the unjust burdens of taxation, and, 
at the same time, leaving their earnings in their pockets in the future, 
that it may go into the channels of business instead of bein 
in the vaults of the Treasury. 

No charges that we are free-traders, will deter us in th g 
of this duty. We can not reduce taxation witl thout traveling in the 
direction of free trade! Norcan you increase taxation without increas 
ing the burdens of the people. No special pleading, no specious argu 
ments, no fallacy, no sophistry, can avoid these results, or deceive the 
pe ople. They know, as you know, as the world knows, that if the tarifi 
did not enable the manufacturers to sell their goods higher than they 
could sell them without the tariff, they would not want it, but would 
be the first to clamor for its repeal. But you say the tariff has made 
goods cheaper. Do you need law to help you sell your goods cheap? 
the consumers of your goods will facilitate your efforts in that direc- 
tion. They will buy just as cheap as you can afford to seil; you need 
no law for that, except the laws of nature. No, Mr. Chairman, nearly 


» discharge 


three-fourths of the cotton of the South, and perhaps 10 per cent. of 


the grain produced in this country, are sold in the free markets of the 
world, and those who produce them are told that they must buy in the 
home market, at greatly increased prices, almost every article they 


use. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, the prices of all our surplus products 
are fixed in Liverpool, in a free market, while what our people con- 


sume is fixed in a very large degree by statutory laws, regardless of 
i 


production or the necessities of the Government whicl 
enacted them. For this order of things no parallel can be found. 

We choose to keep our pledges if we can. If we fail the responsi- 
bility must be with the other side. On this, we go to the country for 
the vindication of our course. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, Iam sure if the gentleman from 
Arkansas [ Mr. RoGErs] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scorr] had candidly listened to the utterances of gentlemen on this 
side of the House setting forth our views as to tariffduties they would 
not have perverted or at least misapprehended our position in reference 
to that question so much as their remarks indicate they have. 

It has been said over and over again on this side of the House thata 
duty levied upon an imported article which can be produced here with- 
out climatic difficulties to the extent of our needs is not a tax which 
increases burdens on the consumer, but that on the contrary it has the 
ellect to encourage home industry and labor, and in giving toour pro- 
ducers our home markets that ultimately the effect is to produce greater 
prosperity and lessen the burdens on the people; and that in the case 
of such articles the price is not the foreign cost plus the duty, but the 
lowest point to which it can be brought by home competition. 

But it at the same time has been added on this side that revenue 


the cost ol 
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duties imposed on articles which can not be produced here, like coffee, 


| tea, and spices, are taxes which increase the burdens on the consume: 


precisely to the extent of the duty, and that duties imposed on articles 
which we can produce here to only a limited extent, and which we 
must import in large part in order to meet the consumption, like sugar 


ere the price is determined, not by home competition, but by the 


| cost abroad, the duty is a tax nearly to the extent that it is imposed. 





g locked up | 


A duty imposed, for example, on cotton goods which we can produce 


here to the extent of our wants is nota tax which increases the bur- 
dens of the people, as was shown in the remarks I made in the general 
debate in reference to standard sheeting and common prints. I exhib- 
ited on this floor two specimens of common prints, one of which w: 

purchased in Manchester, | und, and the other in the city of Wash 
ington, of the same quality, and both purchased at 5 cents a yard 
ere there is a duty of 4) per cent. a yard on imported 
nts. IfI had purchased standard sheeting in London and in Wash 


1gton I should have found the price identical in the two cities, not- 


W vithstanding the duty. 


I imagine some one will say, ‘‘ Why place a duty on articles which 


we are making here as low as abroad?’’ My reply is that if the pro- 
tective duty had not been Jaid on these articles and kept there a contin- 
uously since 1824 (for coarse cottons have be 





- = 2 * } iA 
sixty-four years), we should not ! 


ve been al 
e as cheaply as in Great Britain, or at all. The abso 
which our manufacturers of coarse cottons have had for sixty years ha 
bled them to perfect heir mills and reduce the cost to the lowe 
nit. Butif all duties on even coarse cott 
day, foreign manufacturers would immediately go to work and glut 
our markets and break down our mills, hoy ing, to recoup themselves 
for present losses by future control of our mar! 

And in the ease of articles which we can make here to the extent of 
our wants, in which the proportion of labor is so large that we ean not 
make them at the same money cost that they can be made abroad, 
there is not one which can not be bought here for fewer days’ work, less 
ther products than it can be in free-trade Gr 
Britain, or than it could be here if we should imitate England’s free- 
4 7 


ns should be removed to- 


1 
cl 
} 
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service, or less of o 


rT: ide poli 





Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side who are insisting that 
in this Millis bill there shall be retained,a duty of 68 per cent. on 

igar, Which we produce here to so small an extent that our domestic 
production has but little effect in determining the price, are practi- 
cally taking the position that you will tax the people of this country 
68 per cent. on the sugar they consume—an article of common neces- 
sity, like flour and other articles which enter into the food of the na- 
tion. 

And you are concealing the imposition of so heavy a duty on an im- 
portant article of food, where the duty is inevitably nearly all added 
to price and to the burdens on the people, by loud denunciations of 
protective duties imposed on articles which we can produce here to the 
extent of our wants, where the main effect of the duty will be to en- 
courage our own industries, give better wages to labor, and higher 
prosperity to all our people. 

It is claimed, Mr. Chairman, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] that the Mills bill is not a free-trade tariff. ‘There are 
fifty-three industries which in this bill you have put on the free-list. 
Certainly as to those industries there can be n¢ » questic n that you have 
adopted free trade. Heretofore these industries have been encouraged 
and maintained by protective duties, but now in this bill you place 
every one of them upon the free-list. These industries, including the 
wool and other farm products placed on the free-list, enriched the coun- 
try last year with products valued at $500,000,000 and gave employ- 
ment to many thousands of workmen. This is a bigslice of free tra 
for one bill, not taking into account the damage that will be done by 
reductions ‘of duties that will invite injurious foreign competition to 
other industries. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Iask that the gentleman’s time be e 

Mr. BLAND. Can not we have a vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the gentleman’s 
time? 

Mr. KERR. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. I on then we may have some understanding when 
a vote may be taken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish the gentleman had made that suggestion 
before. When the gentieman from Illinois[ Mr. TowNSHEND], or the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs], or the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scott] were criticising protection. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask that the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the gentleman 
time ? 

Mr. BLAND. 
all of it. There is no need to go over it again. 
want to repeat it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can appreciate the position of the gentleman 
from Missouri, for, if I remember correctly, he was the first member 


xtended. 


We have heard this discussion for three months, and 
Why do gentlemen 
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cuestion. We have been at it now for several months, ant 
it } ‘ =? 
is time that we snouid L tot iness, 


DINGLEY. Iwas remarking, Mr. Chairman, t 





fore the House places on the list fifty-three industries in 




















the majority of the peo oO ry, as | é t 
favor the } ctive policy, if t » he stem under wh t en 
are still to i Vy it lay be, then 161 y to in e ( cI 
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l t gentieman i m Pen 5 u Mr. Si I : 
ud 1 I rs e not] l Mr. Ch my a I Mi vy \ 
la comy , I 1 t ais 1 aimos ts : t . A 
sole indu ¥ farmi wi ) I man tu git ‘ ’ ‘ 
industries have cor ind that there is not a farmer in my i ( KI t 
district who does not apprecia iat the building up of manufacturing Mr. Sov 
industries t] has obtained for him a better market—a home market— | CHAIRMA? 
and highes 1 3 for his } ( than he had be » I know that | 
farme i ti SS to obt h for ( ead 
the l ‘ ent o 1 bartere n at | 
al ‘ rice to obtain t t gs th y re compelled to ” . 
ha . PP ROINRTTy ; 
That condition of things ha n altered. The farmer now h eee pee ; , 
. : : . a y I Oo ( 
ready Market lor ali Ol Dis pl ucts ab food pri 3 near his Home, i ( a eal 
5 ing wo 1 wo former.y lound 1t Impossible to ob- ie F 
tain employment without going to other States, now find employ aah Saeed 
to a at extent, near home. The trouble with the farmers o 2 CHAN iN ‘ 
far West, so far as they find themsel\ ess prosperous than they cou + Y 1 
desire, is their remoteness from markets, and if you would make tl 
more prosperous establish manula x ¢ rprises in their mids ‘ ; : ; 
The Mills bill, howeve r, comes 1h tO ais irage domestic industries, to I a 4* { in si ; y 
encourage importations, and to encourta Canadian fa at the «¢ 19 o mn 2 ; 
pense of our own by admitting wool, bear I , vegetables, m oe ; ae 
poultry, and many other farm products into our markets free of d “Dink te the alt ; 
to compete with similar products of our own farmers. ai 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] t I ahte aaa ' ; y 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think the criticism tha : nths of 1 cent pe 


been made by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is entirely fair, | Now, I want to ] y thei ( 3 e 





or that this discussion has not developed some points of interest to the | present bill would not to ad th I N 
people of this country. I believe that the discussion has brought o etween seven-s s of an i diam 1 No. 5 wire g 
certain questions and certain facts that the country takes an interest | from six-tenths of a cent tol cent per pound. Do you not by tl 


in and wauts to know about provision i v h will supersede the old law so far as t 


Now, sir, addressing my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] | two cover t thing all rods between en-six tee l 
I put to him certain questions, and I want to get back to those ques- | inch e out of t other } ‘ é y 
i i 
tions again. Sir, I made the statement that to-day in the great; States at six-te fa cent per pound, and put them in this bill at 1 cent 
a - Se : i 
of Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Ohio from seventy-five thousand per pound’? J ask for information. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can only answer the gentle- 
man by saying that that matter was very carefully considered by the 
committee, and that they do not believe the bill has that effect. It 
does not touch the classes of iron of which the gentleman has just 
spoken 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
words are there. 
the committee not to touch these sizes of rods, the words they have 
used do so, and we must read a law as it is written. The words are 
primarily considered, aud if no ambiguity then appears the words are 
decisive, and intention can not be inquired into. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The gentleman is, I think, 
mistaken about that. The words of the present law bearing upon those 
items are not changed. The words are changed only with reference to 
the items which we enumerate; and as to that which we do not enu- 
merate we do not change it at all. Ido not see how I can make the 
case any plainer to my friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Bat I think these words do change the existing 
law to the extent I have indicated. I so understand them, at least. 
Being the latest legislative utterance, they would be held to embrace all 
sizes below seven-sixteenths of an inch diameter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We do not understand them 
that way. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 


But how can it help having that effect? 


It is easy enough to say that they do not; but 
if they do, they do. These sizes seem to be included. 

Mr. ROGERS. And if they do not, they do not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the gentleman from New 
Jersey will observe that the items inclusive of those which he ‘has 
enumerated are not in the bill, and consequently they remain un- 
changed as in the present law. 

Mr. HERBERT. If those words do have the effect to raise the duty, 
why does the gentleman from New Jersey object? Is it not a little 
out of character? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not objected. I was in- 
quiring as to the effect of these words, because to-day there is a decision 
of the ‘Treasury Department—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the gentleman’s in- 
quiry was a perfectly legitimate and proper one. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ithoughtso. I thoughtit was an inquiry I had 
a right to make without having another inquiry interjected by the gen- 
tleman’s colleague [Mr. Hersert]. I made the inquiry now because 
the present law is the subject of a construction by the Treasury De- 
partment, which to some does not seem to be well founded, and be- 
cause I wanted to get the construction of the committee upon this pro- 
vision, 7. ¢., as to whether it covered rivet, screw, nail, and fence-wire 
rods, as we passed along to-day without any reference whatever to the 
question whether thereshould bea higheroralowerrate ofduty. There- 
tore the pointof the gentleman from Alabama falls harmless, The words 
certainly include these rods, not by name, it is true, but by sizes, and 
would not the sizes govern in construing the latest legislative utter- 
ance ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 186 insert “iron or steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs, for the manu- 
facture of fencing, four-tenths of a cent per pound.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sheet-iron, common or black, thinner than 1 inch and not thinner than No, 
20 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge and not thin- 
ner than No. 25 wire gauge, one and one-tenth of 1 per cent. per pound ; thinner 
than No. 25 wire gauge and not thinner than No, 29 wire gauge,one and one- 
fourth of 1 per cent. per pound; thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, and all iron 
commercially known as common or black taggers iron, whether put up in boxes 
or bundles or not, 30 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That on all such iron and 
steel sheets or plates aforesaid excepting on what are known commercially as 
tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, when galvanized or coated with zincor 
spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound additional when not thinner than No, 20 wire gauge; thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge and not thinner than No, 25 wire gauge, one-half cent per pound 
additional, and when thinner than 25 wire gauge, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound additional, 

Mr. McKINLEY. 
just read. 

The motion was rejected, there being—ayes 49, noes 63. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron, 8 inches or less in width, and not thin- 
ner than No. 10 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire gauge 
and not thinner than No, 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound ;, thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per pound: Provided, That all articles not specially 
enumerated or provided for, whether wholly or partly manufactured, made 
from sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron herein provided for, or of which 
such sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron shall be the material of chief value, 
shall pay one-fourth of 1 cent per pound more duty than that imposed on the 
iron from which they are made, or which shall be such material of chief value. 


Mr. McKINLEY. 
read. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of striking out this 
paragraph, of course; but I want to call attention to the fact that the 


I move to amend by striking out the paragraph 


I move to strike out the entire paragraph last 


| Same in every respect. 
| iron is to go upon a cotton-bale admits the iron free to the farmer or 
| agricultural producer of the South, while the declaration of the farmer 








farmers out in the Western courtry, when they buy hoop-iron to put 
on their barrels, or for any of the various purposes for which hoop-iron 
is used, if they should import that hoop-iron, would have to pay under 
this bill a duty of 1 cent per pound, or at the rate of $22.40 a ton, 


| while those who buy hoop-iron in the Southern States, the cotton- 
The | 
However much it may have been the intention ot | 


growing States, for the purpose of baling their cotton, if they should 
import that hoop-iron, will get tt free of duty. 

Mr. WEBER. The same kind of iron? 

Mr. BAYNE. Precisely the same kind of iron—the same quality, the 
In the one case the declaration that this hoop- 


in the West that he needs this hoop-iron for putting on a barrel or for 
the other purposes for which the farmer of the West may require it, 
subjects this iron, if it be imported, to the payment of a duty of 1 cent 
a pound. 

Mr. HOVEY. He may want the iron to put on hay bales. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; and if he wants it for hay bales, he must 
pay the duty in the same way. 

One word more. When the Southern producer of cotton ships it to 
Providence, R. I., or sends it over to Liverpool, he gets the same price 
(10 cents a pound, or whatever the price of cotton may be) for his hoop- 
iron as for his cotton. But the farmer out West who puts his hoop- 
iron on a barrel may use that barrel, perhaps, for a number of years, 
or, if he sells the barrel, the hoop-iron goes with the barrel. Theman 
who, if he imports his cotton-ties, gets them free of duty, seils them 
almost immediately for 8, or 9, or 10, or 11 cents per pound (whatever 
may be the price of cotton), while the Western farmer never gets any- 
thing back for his hoop-iron at all. If there is not considerable favor- 
itism in this bill—if it is not very sectional in its operations—I would 
like to know whatitis. This is all I have to say. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to reply to the remark made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], that the cotton-planter 
or farmer of the South buys his cotton-ties at 3 or 4 cents a ppund—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not say what he pays for them 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And sells them at the price of cotton—10 or 
12 centsa pound. That argument is old in this House. It was made 
here in the second session of the l’orty-seventh Congress, when the 
question of the duty upon cotton-ties was under consideration; and it 
was then and there exploded. It is true that when a bale of cotton 
is weighed and sold, no deduction is made for the weight of the bag- 
ging and the ties which surround the cotton ; but I will remind my 
friend from Pennsylvania of a fact which he already knows, that the 
price of cotton is fixed in the great cotton marts of the world, Man- 
chester and Liverpool ; the price as fixed there is based upon the sup- 
position of so many bales of cotton being raised each year throughout 
the world; and from that is deducted a tare of 22 pounds per bale, 
which includes the bagging and ties. So that the cotton-planter in 
the South gets nothing for the weight of the bagging or the ties which 
surround the bale of cotton that he sends to market. 

Mr. BAYNE. Are you speaking now of the markets of Manchester 
and Liverpool ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam saying this: That the price of cotton is 
fixed in the great cotton marts of Manchester and Liverpool; and 
there, where the price is fixed, allowance is made for the weight of 
the bagging and the ties surrounding each bale. 

Mr. BAYNE. No allowance of that kind is made at Providence, 
B. 5. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, the price of the cotton in 
Providence, R, I., is fixed in the cotton marts of Manchester and Liy- 
erpool, where such an allowance is made. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not think the price is fixed there. I think the 
American consumption has as much to do with fixing the price of cot- 
ton as anything occurring in Manchester or Liverpool. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘Two-thirds of the cotton we raise goes abroad; 
and the price of the commodity abroad fixes the price at home. 

[ Here the hammer fel]. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Asdebate is exhausted on this 
paragraph, I wish only to say that the question of cotton-ties will be 
reached in another paragraph of the bill. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has offered 
an amendment to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr, ADAMS. Then I will address myself to the amendment of my 
friend from Pennsylvania. 

To those who regard this bill as being mainly for a reduction of the 
surplus revenue, it may be interesting to note that according to the 
calculations of the committee this will reduce the surplus revenue $2.20. 
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sut it is perfectly evident that if the reduction of the duty increases 
the importations the surplus would either be increased or else it will 
be reduced by a sum smaller than $2.20. 

But, sir, I desire toask some member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means why they saw fit to adopt here for the first time in the iron 
schedule an ad valorem rate? The existing tax is a specific one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. To what item is the gentle- 
man addressing himself? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam talking now of the item ‘‘ Cut tacks, brads, or 
sprigs.’’ The existing law, taking into account the difference in sizes, 
provides as follows: 


Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, not exceeding 16 ounces tothe thousand, 2's cents 
per thousand; exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 3 cents per pound. 


I do not now discuss the propriety of reducing the tax. Iam not 
discussing the question of a revenue tariff. But if desirable to reduce 
the tax, why not, let me ask the gentlemen framing the bill, take the 
specific rate for which the equivalent ad valorem is inserted and fix 
that as the rate ? 

We heard from the gentleman from Maine the other day [Mr. DING- 
LEY] that the lime manufacturers of this country could not compete 
with the lime producers of Canada because of the fact that owing to 
certain undervaluations and to a ruling of the Treasury Department 
it has been rendered possible to bringthislime in at manifestly a much 
lower rate than was contemplated when the duty was fixed. Is it not 
altogether possible that the Committee on Ways and Means are atford- 
ing the same facility to the producers of these articles ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois what specific rate he would apply for the duty in 
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this case, so as to make about the equivalent of 35 per cent. ad valorem | 


fixed by the committee ? 

Mr. ADAMS. The question I wish to ask, and that is a point on 
which, I presume, the Committee on Ways and Means ought to be able 
to give information, is as to what is the difference between the 35 per 
cent. tax ad valorem which the committee have adopted and that spe- 
cific duty which would be equivalent thereto ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state the 
difference ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the committee ought to inform the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Twoandahalf cents per thousand isthe specific rate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
the difference between what the gentleman from Illinois thinks should 
be the specific rate and 35 per cent. ad valorem, as fixed by the com- 
mittee. The gentleman from Maine refers to the present duty. I 
think the gentleman will find that it is impossible to determine upon 
that particular item, the present tax being either prohibitory, if there 
be any manufacture of these articles abroad, or else there is no manu- 
facture of the articles abroad to come in at any price, and hence it 
would be difficult, if not impossible, to fix the specific rate. The gen- 
tleman will ascertain and admit upon an examination that there are 
a great many inequalities in the metal schedule under existing law. 

Mr. ADAMS. In what? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In the metal schedule, all 
through it. Ifthe gentleman will run his eye down the table of im- 
ports he will be struck with the almost startling inconsistencies that 
it contains. 
items, 35 per cent. is a very fair rate here, as there is no guide and no 


record of any statistics which would’give the specific equivalentof a fair | 


ad valorem rate; and therefore there was nothing else tor the commit- 
tee to do than to give up entirely trying to find a specific rate, and 
upon this particular item to fix the ad valorem rate established by the 
bill, which is the ad valorem equivalent of the specifics of the various 
items to which I have referred. 

Mr. ADAMS. But suppose it is assumed that you want to leave the 
tax equivalent to 35 per cent. ad valorem, can you not ascertain the act- 
ual cost of such tacks and brads as have been imported into this coun- 
try, or their price in the foreign market, if none have come in ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not unless we have the sta- 
tistics of importation. If none are imported that is not attainable. 

Mr. ADAMS. I presumed that the Committee on Ways and Means, 


with the assistance of the Treasury officials, who were at their disposal, | 


might have been able to obtain the information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But there was no information 
attainable other than I have stated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
erence to specific and ad valorem rates of duty. Iam certainly sur- 
prised to find that in many parts of this bill there is a tendency on the 
part of the Committee on Ways and Meansto make a change from exist- 
ing specific duties to ad valorem rates. Ofcourse, the gentleman from 
Arkansas has read the report of Secretary Manning upon the subject 
of specific and ad valorem rates, and also Secretary Fairchild’s ap- 
proval of it. Mr. Manning states that the ad valorem system places 
it almost entirely within the power of the foreign manufacturer and 
exporter to determine what the rate of duty shall be by means of un- 
dervaluations in his invoices; and I send to the desk and ask to have 
read a portion of Secretary Manning’s remarks upon that subject. 

It seems to me, in view of the fact that the distinguished ex-Secre- 
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I know; but that does not tell | 


He will observe that, taking the average of these various | 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to sy a few things in ref- | 
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| 
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tary of the Treasury, after examining our tariff system, has given such 
an emphatic indorsement of the specific as against the ad valorem sys- 
tem, that the committee can hardly find justification in making so 
many changes from ad valorem to specific duties. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, an English manufacturer said to me last au- 
tumn, during a conversation in reference to the tariff, that if we main- 
tained the ad valorem system, he did not care how high we made our 
duties, as they would fix the duty for themselves in making their in- 
voices. 

Now, in view of the fact, I repeat, that the Secretary of the Treasury 

i . 
has advised against ad valorem and for the maintenance of specific 
duties, we do not want to fall ‘nto the hands of the foreign manufact- 
urer and give him an opportunity to fix by undervaluation of his in- 
voices what the duty shall be. I ask the Clerk to read the extract 
from Secretary Manning’s report to which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the 
enue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, or by any other means, under an 
ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have been 
largely reduced, They are incontestably,they are even notoriously inherent 
in that system. 

One advantage, and perhaps the chief advantage of a specific over an ad valo? 
rem system is in the fact that, under the former, duties are levied by a positive 
test, which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in possession 
of the Government, and according toa standard which is altogether national and 
domestic. That would be partially true of an ad valorem system levied upon 
**home value ;"’ but there are constitutional impediments in the way of such a 
system, which appear to be insuperable. But under an ad valorem system, the 
facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must be gathered in places 
many thousand miles away, and under circumstances most unfavorable to the 
administration of justice, One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates 
did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent. undervaluation and temptation to underva 
tion would disappear; but the records of this Department for the years 1s 
1840, and 1857 do not uphold that conclusion. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iwanttoadd that thesame manufacturer to whom 









| I referred said, with reference to woolens, that an ad valorem duty— 


bearing in mind that all ad valorem duties are imposed on the foreign 
invoice value and not on the value here—that an ad valorem duty of 
40 per cent. would not operate upon them as unfavorably as a specific 
duty equivalent to 30 per cent., because they have the power of de- 
termining practically what the article should be invoiced at. In the 
case of textiles it is almost impossible for the appraisers in our custom- 
houses to determine the matter accurately. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] will observe that two of these items are preceded and 
followed by specific duties. This is a casein the list where one is made 
ad valorem for special reasons which I gave in my remarks to the gen- 
man from Illinois: that the kind of data which is usually determinate 
in fixing the rates, namely the official reports, was wholly wanting in 
this case. But we have in other items very accurate data as to what is 
the ad valorem equivalent. Ido not know that it is necessary to go 
into a general discussion of the ad valorem and specific systems. We 
found that nearly all consumers, nearly all the masses of the people, 


| want an ad valorem system pure and simple. 


The manufacturers, who are of course the beneficiaries and get what- 
ever benefit arises out of tariff taxes, prefer specific duties because they 
make more certain the benefits contemplated by the law. The ace 
ministrative part of the Government, in view of the many difficulties 
of properly administering an ad valorem system of taxation, nearly 
always concur in favor of specific duties. I believe that where spe- 
cific duties can be laid in a manner not unjust to consumers it is best 
to lay them. And I am free to say that my opposition to specific 
duties so far as that is concerned is not as general and as compre- 
hensive as it once was. I see certain very marked benefits from a spe- 
cific duty; but I also see some evils that the administrators of the law 
and the manufacturers do not seem to attach much weight to. There- 
fore, for my part I occupy about a middle ground, believing more in it 


| than I formerly believed, but not so much as do the officials of the 


Treasury Departmentand themanufacturers. Inthe Forty-eighth Con- 
gress the Committee on Ways and Means turned over the silk schedule 
to the Treasury Department, and told Mr. Manning if he could figure 
out aspecific system that would apply to silk we would recommend 
it. The Treasury Department gave it up in absolute despair after put- 
ting all their expertsupon it. They could not get a system that thy 
thought would be a fair and workable system. 

Now, take our specific system in the case of cotton goods. 
mean of course to anticipate the cotton schedule. It is very defective. 
It is fall of unjust and hurtful inequalities. To be at all just upona 
specific basis it would have to be elaborated to a very great extent. 
The French have probably done better than we have on this feature. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. If there is any 
dependence to be placed on the figures which are contained in this large 
book prepared by the Committee on Ways and Means, then there is not 
the slightest difficulty in ascertaining what the specific duty would be. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state what 
it would be. 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not give itexactly without going minutely into 
the matter; but I will show, as I say, what it is if dependence can be 
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placed on these figures. It may be that Iamwrong. If you know the 
value of the importation then you know how much the goods are worth 
on an average per pound, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That does not apply except | 


to one branch. 
Mr. ADAMS. I will admit that. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot Kentucky. I do not want to take up the | 


gentleman’s time, but I wiil say that a specific duty has this disad- 


vantage: That it does not rise and fall with the cost of production of | 


the article, although it of course affects its selling price. For instance, 

2} cents per pound on a certain form of metallic product is precisely the 
same in amount, but not the same in relation when by some new in- 
vention or by a cheapening of the cost of production the value of the 
article is decreased. 

The ad valorem duty does adjust itself to the fluctuating cost of pro- 
duction. So that what happens as one of the results of the specific duty 
is that as discoveries in the industrial arts take place and new inven- 
tions reduce the cost of production the specific duty makes the Ameri- 
an purchaser pay precisely the same for the article as he did for the 
higher-priced article and inures improperly to the benefit of the Ameri- 

ecan manufacturer. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then the remedy is to change the duty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It may occur to the disad- 
vantage of the manufacturer as well as. to his advantage in a certain 
class of cases, as is particularly illustrated by the worsted schedule. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, Il admit that for the woolen and worsted schedules 
specific duties are altogether inapplicable; but it seems to me they are 
not inapplicable to iron. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why inapplicable? We have always had them. 

Mr. ADAMS. But now let me call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to the fact that prior to 1883 
the duty on coal and iron was ad valorem. It was then made specific. 
Why? Becauseofundervaluation. For that express reason the change 
was made in 1883, and that change has been adhered to by the present 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Partly, and partly not. We 
have adhered to the specific duties in certain cases. In the iron sched- 
ules, as a rule, we have adhered to specific duties. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iron ore is what I mean. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. You said the iron schedules. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iron ore and coal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, as to those we did not 
adhere at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. I mean you retained it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, wedid not retain it. We 
simply did not pass upon it at all. We have never made any recom- 
mendation upon that point. We have leftitas it isin the existing law; 
we have taken no aflirmative action about it at all. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, what is the pending amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a formal amendment which, if there is 
no objection, will be regarded as withdrawn. The pending substantial 

amendment is a motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Although we have not reached 
the woolen schedule, yet I desire to put in the REcoRD the following 
articles, known to be from Mr. Beach, of Hartford, Conn., a well- 
known and successful manufacturer. The statements and tables are 
valuable, and they can be relied upon: 


WOOL DUTIES, 


You will notice this list does not bear out the assertion of the wool-growers 
that a high duty on wool has by any means resulted in better prices. Upon the 
whole, so far as it has had any effect, it appears to be quite the contrary. But 
there are so many other elements which regulate market prices that it is diffi- 
cult to make a very strong argument for either side out of the statistics, unless 
we take into consideration other matters affecting the business at the several 
periods. The remarks of Mr. Harris, reported by Old Carder, were made under 
very different conditions from those now ruling. Australian imports into Eu- 
rope have increased 50 per cent. since 1878, an increase of 400,000 bales, about 
160,000,000 pounds, in that short time from Australasia alone; also a very large 
increase from Cape of Good Hope and River Plate, mostly of fine merino wools. 
In fact, the quantity available is six or seven times as much as it was in 1860, 
806,000,000 pounds in 1886 against 112,000,000 in 1860. 

This enormous production has to be consumed, Of course, the number of 
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consumers must be very greatly enlarged. In order to reach the ability of this 

increased number, prices must be reduced. You can see this in every article 
| of merchandise. Prices abroad are reduced as much as they are here, even 
| more in many articles, without regard to ourtariff. In wool-growing countries 
the business has been constantly getting better systematized, and they are en- 
| abled to produce cheaper and cheaper. In this country, if wool-growing is to 
be made a business by itself, the same general principles must be adopted, but 
the probability is that in the older States our farmers will look more and more 
to the production of food jamb and mutton, with less and less regard for the 
wool. This will put the business upon the footing adapted to our circumstances. 
Old Carder wants to know why silks are so cheap here. It is because the free 
raw material has allowed our manufacturers to go into the business upon some- 
where near an equal footing with foreigh countries, 

Steel rails are cheap because, in the first place, of the discovery of the Besse- 
mer process and still later improvements; and then, the patents on these being 
now free to the world, there is more competition. Probably steel rails can be 
made for less than one-quarter the cost of a few yearsago, It is the same with 
soda ash since the discovery of the ammonia process. This decreases the cost 
wonderfully, and of course all other makers, by whatever process they manu- 
facture, must meet this competition. The price may or may not be lower if 
manufactured this side of the water. It should be,on account of the saving in 
freight, if for no other reason. But where there is competition to sell at the 
point of consumption, from whatever quarter it may come, prices are usually 
reduced to a point of only moderate profits. To illustrate this, take the article 
of tin-plates, where the competition is wholly that of the foreign manufacturers 
between themselves. 

Still it has caused a constant reduction in price, nearly 25 per cent. since 1882; 
so that although the duty that year was 1.1 cents per pound, it was only 29 per 
cent., whereas the nominally reduced rate to 1 cent in 1887 was actually 33.80 
per cent. Consumption of the United States increased from 439,746,895 pounds 
to 570,643,389 pounds in the five years. The duty was a tax on our industries of 
over $5,700,000 in each of the last two years, of which the canning business alone 
paid over $1,000,000 in 1887. Weare making great progress in this country, as 
we certainly ought, for we have more advantages and stimulus than any other 
on the globe. We claim, too, that we are the smartest and most industrious 
people in the world. But we should not load our industries down with unnec- 
essary burdens. There are other countries progressing also, and when we 
handicap ourselves we must expect them to take advantage of our folly. 

Our efforts are mainly directed to the saving of labor and to inventions which 
will enable us to make it more productive, so that we can produce the largest 
quantity with the smallest number of operatives. In foreign countries the aim 
is to get their materials at the lowest possible cost, then to saving them and by 
improved processes getting the best quality of product, to get the most money 
from the materials used. They have a surplus of labor. Ifthey should leave 
half the people unemployed by the use of machinery, they must still support 
them all; and it would cost as much to do this if half were idle as to have all at 
work, each earning his portion of the money that can be allotted to the labor 
cost of the productions. The price of labor isa matter of locality and, like every- 
thing else, based upon the supply and demand. Legislation cannot govern 
this. In different localities in this country, under the same tariff laws, and in 
different towns in the same States there is often one-half difference paid for do- 
ing the same work. 


All of us who have had much experience know this, but we have heard so 
much about what is called protection making the price of wages that we fre- 
quently accept the statements without much examination as to what is really 
protection and as to what are the actual effects of measures so named. It is 
easy enough to figure that except for the duty of 20 cents per bushel on wheat, 
the East Indian working at 3 cents per day would supply our markets; and to 
say this duty protects the farmer, when the fact remains that we can and do 
overcome this difference in the nominal price of labor, and meet the wheat 
markets of the whole world successfully. So on coarse undyed cottons and on 
many other goods the tariff does not give our mills a fraction of 1 per cent. bet- 
ter price. We can export these in competition with other countries, and could 
do so to even better advantage without the tariff. It is impossible that it can 
help us to better wages for making articles of export. 

When we come to woolen goods, the state of the casechanges. Wehave only 
a half supply of wool in this country,and we must procure it from elsewhere 
or we have to import the goods ready made. For a large portion of the deficit 
we can get a supply of cheap material from the cotton-fields and the cropof old 
clothes, rags, ete., but this would confine our manufacture to the lower grades 
of goods. To make the better grades that our people demand, we must have 
foreign wools. It would take more than a hundred million pounds above what 
we now import, if we would control our home market for fine woolens, in addi- 
tion to every pound that we raise in this country, We have, however, cut our- 
selves off from getting this supply by a prohibitory tariff on nine-tenths of that 
which isavailable to our foreign competitors. Whatistheconsequence? They 
supply our own markets, and of course have full control of the other markets 
of the world. 

We protect the European manufacturer from our competition in the markets 
where they get their supply of raw material. This does not help our factory 
labor; it hurts it by transferring the work to other countries. We could only 
meet this competition by reducing the price of labor or taking off the tax on 
materials, so that we should be upon somewhere near the same footing with 
our competitors, the same as we are in the silk business, or else a much higher 
duty on fine fabrics. Which is the best course? The effort to overcome this 
difference by a high tariff on fabrics has proved a failure so far as the medium 
and finer grades are affected. It would need to be at least 100 per cent. to give 
us a fair show with the present duties on materials. Probably the consumers 
of fabrics would object to this. In our opinion it would be useless to ask for 
increased duties. It appears very much asif the‘only cure for the present trou- 
ble, if the present rates remain, must come through still lower prices for fine 
wools, nearly down to the import cost, free of duty. If not, what? B. 


Duties on clothing wools by the several tariff acts in force from 1830 to 1833, with average price for fine merino wool on the Ist of July under the several rates. 


[From Wade’s Fiber and Fabric, Boston.] 


i 
Date of tariff. Rates of duty. | 


1830, July 4 cents per pound, and 50 per cent 


| Market pricé?per 
temarks, yo <~ = AvéFage 
*| for July 1. 





| 
| Year. Cents. 


July 1 prices: 1830, 60 cents; 1831,75 cents; 1832, 50 cents 8 | 1830-32 | 613 


1833, Mar. 2 Not over 8 cents per pound, free; over 8 cents value, 4 | Prices advanced from 50 cents in 1832 to 63 cents in April, | 10 | 1833-"42 54)’, 
cents per pound, and 40 per cent.,equal to reduction 1833, 61 cents in July, 65 cents in October; highestin Janu- 
of 10 per cent., with gradual reduction for several ary, 1834, 70 cents, and January, 1837, 74 cents. 


years, to 1842, July 1, 4 cents, and 20 per cent. 


1842, Aug. ¢ Value not over 7 cents per pound, 5 per cent.; over 7 | This was the high “ protective tariff of 1842." Prices declined 4} 1842-'46 | 
cents, 3 cents per pound and 30 per cent. Increase to an average for | 


of duty. 


1846, Dee. Wools of all kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem, Reduced | Called the “ free-trade tariff of '46."". Prices of fine wool ad- 1l | 1846-57 
rate. vanced, 
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, From Wade's Fit ’ 
‘ i er 
3 Di ta Rates of dut \ 
1857, July 1 Above ) its per pr und, 24 per cent.; under 20 cents Average |} is 
per pound, free. Reduction in rates of duty 
1861, Apr. 2. Under 18 cents per pound, 5 per cent.=increase on An \ t 
low grades; do. on 18 to 2v cents. Value 18 to 24 a ‘ i 
cents per pound, 3 cents per pound = reduction on 20 
to 24 cents. Above 24 cents per pound,9 cents per 
pound, Reduction on above 58 cents per pound; in- 
crease on 24 to os. 
1864, July 1 Value 12 cents and less per pound, 3cents. Value12 This wa ev - ; LsO4 
cents to 24 cents per pound, 6 cents tlue 24 to 32 advar it : ‘ 
cents per pound, compound duty ar 10 cents per cents in J 
pound, 10 percent. ad valorem. Val! ents, 
compound duty and 12 per pound, lO per cent 
advalorem, This wasas t increase in rate of duty. 
1867, Mar. 2 Present classification. saticoesiie Prices decl from ¢ 3 ] ; ‘ , 
Classl. Merinoand clothing. Increased rates on fine in Apr ‘ sin y i 4s its in O 4, 48 
clothing sorts: Value not above 32 cents, 10 cents per cents, 50 « t ib « 3, L4 ents, for art 
pound, and 11 per cent.; value above 32 cents, 12 cents 186°, average, 4 ts. IS le ed to J 
per pound, and 10 per cent. Washed, double rates, average, 471 ts 871,d ned to 47 ce J 
Class 2. Combing. Incre: 1 rates on fine clothing vanced to sin Aj 2 cents } 
sorts: Value 32 cents or less, 10 cents pound, and LI per October. 18 (0 cents Janu s i i 
cent.; above 32 cents, 12 cents pound, and 10 per e ents in J 
Carpet. Value 12 cents or less, 3 cents pound; above 
i2cents,6 centspound. Scoured, of allclasses, three 
times above rates, 
1872, Aug. 1 | Reduction of 10 per cent. on above rates Se 1872, in ¢ lt 7 
cents i 
in July ) , to ot 
uary, | \ I f l 
1875, Mar. 3 | 10 per cent. restored; 1867 rates in force. These aré Steady decli: to 23 « ts in July, 18 iat a . 1! 
the higest rates by any tariff since 1830. 50« ts in . then d ned to 34 « t lanu 
and Apr $ i t ! y } 
rhest s J 
l ry TRS 
1883, July 1 | Class1. Not above 30 cents pound, 10 cents pound Prices cont ltod wing to ‘ s 
Class 2, Above 30 cents pound, 12 cents poun than eve c w i \ iuty i is i 
Class 3. Not over 12 cents, 5cents pound; over 12 cents pear still t ve ty « 
2} cents pound. chase. 
*In 1879 prices of Australian wools in London were 25 to 30 per cent. higher tha ey ‘ t we 886 to s id we « . no good } 
why the prices of domestic fine fleeces will not rule relatively as low in this count I 
“Tr HAS SET US TO THINKING.’ LEX + OF WORST! 
In Fiber and Fabric of April 14, page 56, Old Carder asks some questions, ar 
thinks there should be more study of the tariff. The inclosed, on the other side —. eve Above 60 « ts, not Above 4 
«f the question from the one on which most manufacturers appear disposed to ppernpebes- ‘ ding 80 cents cceeding 
do their thinking, may at least serve to throw light, and we hope bring out th« , ' 17 per pound per pound 
truth. These figures are not theories, but actual facts, to which a theory, to b 
good for anything, must be fitted. The proposed tariff would reduce revenu 
by taking off the duty on wool. Thatisclear. There is no doubt it wor é Pounds Pounds Pou 
duce revenue now obtained by duties on woolen goods, because there 1 16.591 S40 6. 508 g 25 1. 289 3 
be made here a large quantity of such as are now imported, 5 s 326, 468 166, ITD 87. 467 64. 759 1. 968 ) 
i That is theory in part; but it is based so strongly on the actual workings of | Lss4 24, 42 5, 517 679, 43 2,181 194, 762 + 5 
; the business that i can not help being pretty nearly correct. ‘The proposed bill S85 218, 278 252, 542 130, 25 } 64.538 83 912 
now before Congress we consider more really protective to the manufacturing ; 188 : 180, 620 69 ! 1, 202 1 , R37 733. 584 
interests than any tariff we have ever bad. Certainly New England should be | |s 157, 88 191,912 | 1,275, 844 875, 28 53. 993 { { 
the last section of the country to opposeit. Friends of the present tariff claim | 
that compound duties on woolen goods; and the specific rates in particular, are | 
% the only safeguards upon which we can rely to prevent importations from un- | //” ports of worsted « sent tf mption en I 
; dervaluation. This claim has been made so persistently that manufacture 
: have pretty generally accepted it as being correct, with little or no examination | ‘ : 
as to its merits. \bove 60 Bis a, 
This compound principle has been held to be something sacred. Its friends | Year ania ents | 
would not allow there were two sides to the question. Dissenters have been | ae i 
i consigned to purgatory, or to still lower depths, to have their place with “ free- — 
4 traders.’ Those who have complained that the finer and most expensive all- | 
5 wool fabrics were not fairly treated in the deal, having from only half to no 
t protection, when, if there was to be any discrimination, they really needed and | ,.., “— 
‘ were entitled to double, have not been listened to, or have been told that to ask | '>°- ‘ 
: for their fair share would endanger the whole system. It has been in vain that | 1883 4 : 13s , 
5 they have pointed out thatafter a timethe trouble must reach beyond their own | S84 2a : #004 
‘ particular specialties, and that the next grades must take their turn in depres- ae ‘,3 
b sion. | - ott : 
; They were sneered at for supposing that there was any danger to be appre- 
i hended from a worsted cloth valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound, or 
1 even that fine worsted yarns could be imported at so low cost as to seriously ir. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word of the pending 
é interfere with the home manufacture. Their numbers were insignificant, and | |... | woe 
: they were not listened to when they showed that the legitimate effect of the | P@! agrap A. " i . 
schedule was to discourage the manufacture and improvement of fine fabrics he CHAIRMAN. That amendment has already beet itted, 
ond = Grtve all = mills oy ~ anenennee et ee shady and other | and debate upon it is exhausted. 
substitutes for making goods sold as woolens. Neither were they given any Me RAVNE , - — : = 
more attention when they pointed out the fact that so far from being a pre- | Mr. BAY NE. Well, I move to strike out the last two wor . 
{ ventive of fraud on the part of importers, the specific duty, more than all else, | 28 to cut tacks, brads, or sprigs exceeding 1() ounces to the t und 
; made it an object to undervalue, as it gave them from six to eight times as | the equivalent to the per cent. duty, as shown by this book, is 80.20 
: much profit on the operation as it would if the duties were only ad valorem. -” br , . by tl bill ‘ — ‘ ld 
} For example, take a piece of worsted elcth, for which the true value is 85 cents. | P&T C nt., but you propose by t us Dil to put the duty at oo per cent. 
3 Under the present duty if invoiced honestiy the duty would be 69 cents per | ad valorem, which is a good deal less than one-half 
{ pound, but if undervaiued only 5cents and invoiced at 380 cents the duty will be Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. of Arkansas Yes; and the gentleman will 
3 only 52 cents, a saving to the importer of 17 cents per pound, or 20 per cent. on | find a ll " ood } 15] Bae ‘ } 
: the business, a handsome profit in itself. Under the proposed bill, which is | “2@, 1! He will turn to the \ Ire schedule, that a good them 
; stated by the opposition to open the door to fraudulent importations, the saving | are not over 10 per cent. now Chey run from 7, &, 10, 1 lo] 
to the importer for the same undervaluation would be only 2 cents per pound; | cent.. and some as high as 150 per cent. The gentleman will find that 
‘ not enough to pay him for running the risk. peat hich he cit : ia ‘ i 99 
: The actual working of this tariff for the past six years is shown by the in- | “#¢ Tate which he cites 1s one of those “mountain peaks *" which ¢ 
j closed figures of imports of worsted yarns and cloths. If there has been any | eral Garfield spoke of when he told how he would re » tl tar ny 
; such undervaluation going on, as has been asserted by some of our manufact- | striking them off so as to equalize the duties, 
: urers, who have been trying toexplain what is the matter with the woolen busi- | Mr. BAYNE Then tl hook is evident ; ' —_— 
i ness, a study of these figures will show the reason and the temptation. Is it ee , aes - ye HIS HOOK 15 evidently n a 
not time for a reform? | Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, I think n 
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Mr. BAYNE. Then 80 per cent. ad valorem is not the equivalent of 
the present duty? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think it is. 

Mr. BAYNE, And you propose to make the duty 35 per cent., which 
is less than one-half the present rate? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. BAYNE. And you make it ad valorem in place of specific? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, on those two items. 

Mr. BAYNE. And thus you bring down the duty even lower than 
35 per cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. These rates are fixed by way 
of equalizing the duties; and we make them just 35 per cent. 

Mr. DALZELL rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I renew it if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] desires to be heard. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise not for the purpose of dis- 
cussing this particular paragraph, but in order to get an opportunity 
to say what I would like to have said a few moments ago, when the 
the paragraph relating to hoop-iron was under discussion, and would 
have said if I nad not mislaid my memoranda. The gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] says that the argument that the seller 
of cotton makes money by the sale of the cotton-ties has been long 
since exploded—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman will yield to me for a 
moment I wish to remind him that the subject of cotton-ties has been 
passed over for the convenience of another gentleman on his side of the 
House, and I suggest that the whole subject be postponed until a later 
day. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the formal amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn, and the question is on striking 
out the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iron or steel railway fish-plates or splice-bars, cight-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 228 and 229 strike out “ eight-tenths of.”’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The present rate upon iron and steel railway 
fish-plates or splice-bars is 1} cents per pound. The bill proposes to 
reduce that duty to eight-tenths of 1 cent. By turning to a previous 
part of the bill it will be found that bar-iron, rolled or hammered, is 
putat from seven-tenths to 1 cent per pound, and it is further provided— 


That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than iron in 
bars, and more advanced than pig-iron, except castings, shall be rated as iron 
in bars, and pay a duty accordingly. 


The result of these clauses taken together is that the rate upon the 
material from which fish-plates or splice-bars are to be made is seven- 
tenths of acent per pound up to 1 cent per pound; and the rate proposed 
in this bill for these bars and plates is eight-tenths ofa cent per pound 
after manufacture. There will be almost or quite that much loss in 
the material in manufacturing, so that the cost of the raw material to 
the maker of the fish-plates or splice-bars will be equivalent to the 
value of the product, leaving nothing for labor, nothing for plant, and 
nothing for coal. Now, if the Committee on Ways and Means desire 
to do anything approaching the fair thing in this matter, I think they 
will not hesitate to accept my amendment, which still makes a very 
material reduction in the rate, but leaves a slightly higher rate on 
these bars or plates than upon the material of which they are composed. 

My proposition, as I have said, is to strikeout ‘‘ eight-tenths,’’ leav- 
ing the duty at 1 cent per pound, which will bea reduction of one-fourth 
of a cent upon the present rate, but will raise the duty a little above 
the rate on the material out of which these bars and plates are made. 
Certainly no one will seriously contend that the rate on the product 
should be as low as the rate on the material. My amendment would 
leave the duty far toolow upon the product, but it would bea little 
better than the bill as it now stands. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the rapidly augmenting 
revenues in the public Treasury and the consequent necessity for a 
8 ecdy reduction of the surplus, the demand for immediate action is so 
urgent that I will not trespass at any length upon the time of the com 
mittee atthishour. Iam in hearty sympathy with the eminent Chair- 
man of this committee [Mr. SPRINGER] and the members on this side 
of the House who desire to press this bill to a conclusion and reach a 
final vote upon its passage, 

When Congress assembled in December last it was confronted with 
a surplus in the National Treasury (including subsidiary coin) of $79,- 
466,695.30. That surplus, notwithstanding the purchases of Govern- 
ment bonds made since the 23d of April last and the payment of the 
ordinary expenses of the Government, bas increased until it aggre- 
gated, at the close of business last Saturday (June 30, 1888), the ap- 
palling sum of $129,272,205.90. In other words, Mr, Chairman, net- 
withstanding the purchase of $32,386,800.40 worth of Government 


' 


RECORD—HOUSE. JULY 3, 


bonds, the people’s money in the Treasury has increased since the Ist 
day of December last to the extent of $49,805,510.60. The purchase 
of bonds as a means of reducing the surplus began under the circular 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on the 23d of April last, and since that 
date the Secretary has purchased 4 per cent. bonds, maturing July 1, 
1907, to the amount of $18,383,800, and has paid upon them in pre- 
miums $4,963,944. 20. 

During the same period he has also purchased 4} per cent. bonds 
maturing September 1, 1891, in the sum of $8,393,050; and on this last 
class of bonds he paid premiums aggregating $646,006.20. To state 
the case plainly, Mr. Chairman, because of this surplus in the public 
‘'reasury, which the other side of the House has steadily refused te re- 
duce, the Secretary has been compelled to purchase Government bonds, 
paying therefor an average premium of 27 per cent. on the 4 percents 
and 7 percent. on the 4} percents, the result being that for $26,776,850 
of bonds purchased he has paid $32,386,800.40, or premiums amount- 
ing in all to $5,609,950.40, while the surplus, which amounted to 
$135,320,592.37 when the purchase of bonds began, had only been re- 
duced $6,048,386.47; and but for the exceptionally large payment for 
pensions there would have been no reduction at all, but, on the con- 
trary, an actual increase. 

It is therefore manifest that under the present unjust system we are 
taxing the people of the United States to purchase an indebtedness 
not yet due, and in so doing we are paying on that indebtedness a very 
large premium. This policy is unbusiness-like and unjust both to 
capital and labor; and so long as it continues, the practical remedies 
are but in two directions—one is the purchase of indebtedness not yet 
matured at a high rate of premium, and the other is the distribution 
of a part of the surplus among thenational banksof the country. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, to prevent astringency in the money market, 
and consequent financial disaster, has been forced to distribute sixty 
millions of this surplus among the national banks. Sir, I appeal to the 
other side of the House to know whether they intend to compel [the 
Administration to continue this policy Speaking formyself, and 1 be- 
lieve voicing the conviction of the Democratic party, I say that I am unal- 
terably opposed to the continuance of the present system, which requires 
bond purchases and the distribution of the people’s money among the 
national banks; believing that the highestinterests of the whole people 
imperatively demand that money not needed by the Government for 
its legitimate expenses should be left in the pockets of the tax-payers, 
and not piled up in the coffers of the Federal Treasury and the vaults of 
the national banks. 

Sir, this constantly augmenting surplus in the public Treasury is 
one of the unrelenting ‘‘ conditions which confronts ’’ the business in- 
terests of the country; and yet, with this situation of fiscal affairs, we 
have occupied in general debate on this bill twenty-three days and 
eight evening sessions. There were consumed in the day debate one 
hundred and eleven hours and fifty: four minutes, fifty-six hours ¢ight- 
een minutes by Democrats, and fifty-five hours thirty-six minutes by 
Republicans, in all one hundred and {fifty-one speeches being made. 
The debate upon the bill by paragraphs began May 31, since which 
time there have been consumed sixteen days, or in all exactly seventy- 
three hours, with only twelve out of the sixty-seven pages of the bill 
passed over. At this rate of progress it will yet require seventy-seven 
days to complete the full consideration of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not charge our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber with having up to this moment indulged to any considerable 
extent in dilatory tactics, but I do insist that no one upon the other 
side has exhibited any fervid desire to reach the conclusion of this de- 
bate. They stand here day after day discussing and rediscussing the 
items of this bill, while the money of the people is piling up in the 
Treasury at an average daily rate of $1,215,128.63, whilst the average 
daily bond purchases have been only $453,844.91. 

Sir, I begin to understand the significance of the observation of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] when he declared a few 
days since on this floor that— 

Fair play requires that this issue shall go to the people next November, and if 
the people then elect a Democratic President and a Democratic House of Kepre- 
sentatives, and they come in here and choose to revise the tariff, I will offer no 
objection or obstruction to their managing that matter in their own way. 

Sir, I quite agree that there ought to be a full discussion of the essen- 
tial items of this bill, but day after day, and hour alter hour, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania who has announced his opposition to any 
tariff revision has occupied the floor in the dissection of almost every 
non-essential item presented in the measure. 

Sir, I say that ‘‘ fair play ’’ to the business interests of the country 
requires that we reach a speedy conclusion and send this bill to the 
Senate, and if a conference be necessary that we should make an hon- 
est effort to reconcile all differences between the two Houses. The 
Democratic party in convention at St. Louis has formally approved this 
measure and our efforts to secure its passage. The Republican party 
has in national convention opposed the propositions contained in the 
bill. The issue is thus joined by the two great parties. Then, sir, 
why the necessity for further discussion of trivial and unimportant 
items and the delay necessarily occasioned thereby. Mr. Chairman, 
more than four hours of the time occupied in debate have been con- 
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manufactory in the Unite 
laborer employed in that industry. 

The proj tion was thus boldly prese nted to use the taxing power 
f the Government for the purpose, not of protecting an industry al- 
ready in existence, but for the avowed purpose of creating one. This 


osition is in harmony with the recent Republican platform adopted at 
hicago and is a departure from the position heretofore taken by the 

ters of the Republican party. This fact is so clearly and ably set 
forth in a recent editorial utterance of the St. Louis Republic that I 
shall ask the Clerk to read it, as expressive of my views upon this 


— aw 


uestion. | 


The Clerk read as follows: | 


SUMPTUARY TAXATION 


Che tariff section of the Chicago platform is the most significant and 
sive plafform utterance of the Republican party since it has had a party exist- 
en it isa bold and open departure from the theory hithert 
esalike that government taxation is for revenue. it plainly set 
tariff taxation should be for prohibition of imports 


rhis is unmistakable 








d by all par 
orth the doc 





Not one who reads the platform can fail to see it and 


understand that the Republican party holds now what it never held before 
what no party of Americans ever held before—that the Federal Government 
has the unqualified rightto say what style and make of clothing the citizens | 
shall and shall not wear; what kind and make of tools he shall and shall no 
usein his trade; what furniture he shall and shall not putin his house; what 
food he shall and shall not eat 

y any American standard, even by the standards of the old Republican 
party,itisrevolution. The party of 1888 was toocowardlytoapply thesumptuary 
principle to the purchase and use of intoxicants manufactured within the cus 
tom-house lines, but it showed the courage of desperate lunacy in applying the 
same sumptuary principle to all articles except intoxicants. Never before has 
it dared so much, The doctrine of all its previous platforms has been that tariff 
taxation is levied to raise revenue for the Government. It declared so plainly 
in its tariff plank of 1876: 

‘The revenue necessary for current expenditures and the obligations of the 
public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations, which so far 
as possible should be adjusted to promote the interests of American labor and 
advance the prosperity of the whole country. 


trine of tariff for revenue, it reiterated in 1880, in even more explicit 
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terms: 
We reaffirm the belief expressed in 1876 that the duties le 

pose of revert 

Again in 1884 it declared its continued adherence to the same principle 

‘*The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tarifl 
and to reduce the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminate method of h 
izontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer withoutin 
I the great productive interests of the country 

ns of 1876 and 1880in favor of the revenue principle of tax 
by the declaration of L884 that tariff taxes were so high that 
f liate relief for the “ tax-payer.”’ The position of 
iif duties are not taxes on the people, but are paid by 
acturer ind if it were consistent it would have to admit 
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that the foreign manufacturer is the * tax-payer’’ to whom it ple« lrelief in | 
Iss 
But it is not consistent It is openly, boldly, and radically inconsistent. It 
as cu » ome om all its own traditions, It has dared to change front under 
Its old ground has been abandoned. It is no more the party of the plat 
‘ of ls, ind i880 than it is of 1856 and 1860, 
Vv it stood in 1876the Democr: party stands now with its policy of fre« 
iw ate i\land gradual reduction of the taxes on the necessaries of life This 
ground of vantag thissure key to the situation; this guaranty of victory, the 
Republican party with ineredible folly has surrendered. It declares for free 


free whisky, free tobacco, free anything and everything, rather 
ian abate a jot or tittle of the import taxes. Read its monstrous declaration 
If {after prohibiting imports of all such articles as are made in the United 
I stil ‘main a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
nent, we favor thg entire repeal of internal taxes rather than sur- 
of our protective system.,”’ | 
th this is the declaration that duties should be raised above the | 
import, so as to “‘check imports of such articles as are produced 
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* and on all these articles—99 per cent. of the list of taxables—to 
a rely with the revenue feature of taxation. 
rh e here presented has never before been presented in Ameri pe 





» prohibitory principle of taxation has been advocated by a few 
extr \ists, but no party has been insane enough to adopt it as a party tenet ar 
to boldly declare that it is not only the right but the duty of government to 1 

taxing power and revenue machinery, not to collect revenue, but for the 
mptuary reguiation of e citizen 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I will also ask to incorporate in 
my remarks an editorial from the Chicago Tribune of June 23, 1888, 
demanding that the committee on resolutions report an amendment to 
the platform (hepublican national convention being still in session 
‘*striking out the plank in favor of free whisky.’? The Tribune is the 
leading Republican organ of the Northwest; but the convention lacked 
the courage to thus concede its own folly, andthe ‘‘ frightful blunder,”’ 
in the opinion of the Tribune, ‘‘ will cost the Republican party tens | 
and possibly hundreds of thousands of votes.’? The editorial is in the 
following terms: 

A GRAVE BLUNDER IN THE PLATFORM 
« e * m “ & 


The Tribune does not propose at this time to enter into any discussion of the 
Republican tariff plank; but desires before it is too late to ask the attention of 
the delegates to the extraordinary demand for the repeal of the whisky tax. 
Che platform first declares in favor of repealing the tax on alcohol used in t 
arts and for mechanical purposes—a policy which has always been met wi 
the objection that it would be impossible of enforcement on account of fra 
and would amount virtually to free whisky. However that may be, the p 
form goes on to declare further: 

“If there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes [whisky and | 
tobacco} rather than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the 
joint behest of the whisky trust and the agents of foreign manufacturers.” 

Four years ago the Republican party pledged itself to correct the inequalities 
of the tariff and reduce the surplus. Now it is made to demand the placing of | 
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the ‘‘new departure’’ of the Repu party as it is present 
Chicago platform further than to quote the views of Mr. Blaine in | 
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Che Chicago platform declares the opposite view and says 
5 rt 
The Republican party would effect all needed redu n of the nati« 
I y repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance ar 
to agriculture, and the tax upon spirits t lin the sand for me 
! s; and by such revision of the tarif vs as will tend to che 
such articles as are produced by our | t pro t of w 1 
nent to our labor it ases irom ’ tautie Lhe arti 
| i 1 (exce I es K€ i i i ‘ a 
i esi t r 1in alar r revé 3 j s t 
( r ve tay er I i « 4 4 
Internal taxes are the es | 1 on whis ‘ ) ( . 
curing 
t rt 1 t re « l t t 
Ss v ists a $ elg a t 
Sir, so much has already been said upon this question t 
ition that I am unwilling to pursue it further at tl tim I 
between the two great political parties is squarely joined | Le 
. . - 
publican party is in favor of reducing the surplus by repealing a 
tobacco, the taxes upon spirits used in the arts and 
purposes, and by prohibitory dutic ipon foreign impo tie | 
x to reduce the surplus by these method they coura 
ince in tavor of striking the t from L he ) t 
party 1s unalterably opposed to free wh cy 3 W ig to st 
tax from toba co CAL pt its ma lulactures ot ¢ ii ( af OT ‘ I r- 
ettes is in favor of repealing all taxes upon the actual nece f 
te, and as far as possible tl duties upon raw materials used by 
manufacturers, We favor cheap food cheap clothing. and « iD é 
rather than cheap Whisky. 
: i 
wet the spec 1of H Jor tr, ( A 
New Y« rhursda ‘ J . 
THE DEMOCRACY NOT FOR FREI 
Upon the one great question which 1 uttracts the a 
tion of the country—the question of rev« e reductio the Re I can party As 
clearly and explicitly committed itself in favor of free tobacco and free w ak 
ind increased taxation upon food and thing and t ee ¢ ople 
and upon the raw materia! used in their mar uct ~ Uy 
issue it appeals to the people for their judgment at the ensu ect t 
confesses its want of confidence in the istice of its own « grossly mis 
representing the position of its opp : very beginnir of the < te 
While we cheerfully admit the right of the Republican party to defin« v 
position, we utterly deny its right to define ours 
Whoever asserts that the Democratic party is in favor of free trade 
country, or that the pre t Administration has adopted or recommended a free- 
trade policy, or that the bill now pending in the House of Representatives isa 
free-trade measure, is either ignorant of the terms he uses or he is so nded 
partisan pre dice as to be incapable of doing justice to his political opponents, 
Ever since the organization of this Government the larger part of its revenue 
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h en raised by the imposition of duties upon imported goods, mainly man 

fi d goods, and no political party has ever advocated an abandonment of 
that lies is not probablethat it will ever be abandoned, From this source 
and from the taxes imposed by the internal-revenue laws the Government is 
now and for several years has been collecting a much larger amount of money 
than is required to defray its ordinary expenses and discharge its matured obli 
gations; and consequently, in order to relieve the people from unnecessary 
taxation and prevent the accumulation of large sums in the Treasury,to th 
great injury of the pubiic and private interests, it became the duty of Congress 
to repeal or modify some of the laws under which these collections were made. 

After a careful investigation of the whole subject, it was thought best to pro 
pose the abolition of the internal-revenue taxes upon manufactured chewing and 





smoking tobac 

















os, not including cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots, and the repeal 

of the tariff taxes on certain articles of necessity, with moderate reductions in 
the rates of duty upon others where the « xisting rates were unusually high 
and accordin the measure now so widely known as the Mills bill was pr 
pared and reporte 

[ think it issafe to say that nine-tenths of the people who are daily denouncin 
the bill in the pub p and oth is a free-trade measure have ne‘ 
read asingle line of it, and perhaps they would not undersiand it if they had. 
There has been such misunderstanding and misrepresentation concerning the 
provisions and purposes of this bill that I may be excused for referring toita 
moment It does not propose a general revision of the tariff. It affects con 


paratively a very few of the many articles now subject to taxation under oui 





customs laws, It places a number of articles, principally the materials used in 
our manufactures, on the free-list, and it reduces the rates of duty, as 1 have 
said, on some others. For instance, it places all raw wool on the free-list, and 
makes a corresponding reduction in the rates of duty upon woolen goods, for, 
strange as it may appear to our Republican friends. the Democrats in Congress 


are of the opinion that cheap woolen clothing would be more | 


people than cheap whisky. 


veneficial to the 


Pili it it { itl 


The present average rate of duty upon articles which the bill proposes to r 





duce is nearly 66 per cent., and if the measure should become a law the average 
rate upon these articles would still be over 48 per cent., while the average rate 
upon all dutiable importations would be 40 per cent. Therefore, notwithstand- 


ing the passage of this bill, the average tariff rates of duty upon dutiable goods 
imported into this country will still remain higher than they ever were p 
vious to 1864, when the rates were greatly increased, not for protection, but for 
revenue to carry on the war. They will still be five times as high as they were 
under the first tariff law enacted in 1789, when our industries were really in th: 
infancy. Notwithstanding the passage of this bill theaverage rate of duty upo 
dutiable goods will remain higher than the rates:nder the protective tariff of 
1816; higher than the protective tariff of 1824; higher than the protective tariff 
of 1828; higher than the protective tariffof 1842; and higher than the protective 
tariff of 1861, known as the Morrill tariff. 

We have been told over and over again inthe most glowing and extravagant 
terms of the wonderful prosperity of our manufacturing industries under the 
varions tariffs to which I have referred, and unless, therefore, it can be shown 
that these industries are growing weaker as they grow older, that they become 
more dependent under high tariffs than under low tariffs, iv is difficult to see 
how they can now be injured by the passage of a measure which still leaves 
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n 








therm a greater degree of protection than they ever had before the great civil 
war. The average rate of duty upon dutiable goods under the tariff of 1824 was 
not less than 38 percent.; under the act of 1825 it was not less than 40 per cent 
under the act of 1842 it was only a little over 32 per cent., and under the Mort 
tariff act of L861 it was not less than 35} per cent. 

if the authors of the bill now pending in the House of Representatives are 
fre raders, then Mr. Clay and his associates were still more radical free-trade 
because they never at any time proposed to fix the duties upon imported goods 
as high as this bill willleavethem. If the Democratic party and the Presicer 
of the United States are the enemies of American industry and the allies of | 
British merchants and British manufactures, then the statesmen who framed 


the protective tariffs of 1816, 1824, 1828, 1842, and 1861 
sand much more valuable allies of 


were much greater ene- 


mies of those industric British interests. 


THE DEMOCRATIC POLICY. 
The Democratic party does not advocate free trade, but it believes that the in- 
terests of all our manufacturing and other industries would be advanced, that 


the wagesof all our laborers would be increased, and the general welfare of th« 
whole country would be greatly promoted by repealing as far as possible the 
taxes upon raw materials, and reducing or repealing the taxes upon the actual 
necessaries of life; and upon these simple propositions it proposes to stand or 
fallin the great contest now before it. 

We believe that such a policy would so reduce the cost of production in this 





cou y as to enable our manufacturers to compete successfully with their 
rivals, not only in our home market buS in the markets abroad, and especially 
in the markets of the great and growing States and republics of South America 
and Mexico, which, although they lie at our very doors, now make their larg- 
est purchases in Europe; that it would secure for our laboring people in every 


branch of industry more steady employment, better wages, and greater oppor- 
tunities for the improvement of their condition; and that it would do more to 
encourage the building of ships and the restoration of the American carrying 
trade on the high seas than all the subsidiesand bounties the most extravagant 
Congress could grant. Whatever may be said to the contrary, we know that 
all labor is paid for in the market where its products are sold, and that the 
these markets are restricted the less demand there will be for labor and 
48 wages it will receive. 


more 


the |} 
Che following interesting circular, with the editorial comments there- 
on, appears in the St. Louis Republic of recent date: 
** BOODLE,” 


Confidential—dictated. } 
ILEADQUARTERS OF THE REPUBLICAN LEAGUE 
or THE Unrrep STATEs, 
New York, May 24, 1888. 

My Dear Sire: The Republican League of the United States desire to bring 
vou face tu face with the startling fact that the coming Presidential election 
is not to be fought on the old party lines which have heretofore divided Demo- 
crats and Republicans, but upon the direct issue of free trade versus proteciion. 

it may not be of your personal knowledge, but it is a fact nevertheless 
that the manufacturers of the United States who are most benefited by our 
tariff laws have been the least willing to contribute to the success of the party 
which gave them protection and which is about to engage in a life and death 
siru;s cle with free trade. 

A Republican United States Senator from a State which never had a Demo- 
cratic represcntative in cither House of Congress or a Democratic State officer, 
in speaking of the well-known disposition of the manufacturing interests to 
lock up its money, fold its hands, and look on while somebody else fights for 
its success, Says 

“The campaign which we are about to enter will concern more than any- 
body e the manufacturers of this country. They have heretofore been lag- 
gard in their contributions to the Republican cause. Indeed, if I could punish 
them without punishing the cause of protection itself I would consign them to 
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the hottest place I could think of on account of their cravenal parsimony. If 
this class of people do not care to eontribute to the success of the Republican 
party they are welcome to try their chances under a Denfcratic administra- 












































tion. I canstand it as long as they can. I was solicited to contribute to a pro- 
tect tariff league, and I replied thatif the manufacturers of the United States 
) their associated capacity were an eleemosynary institution I would vote to 
rive them a pension, but that I did not propose myself to contribute money to 
idvance the interests of men who were getting practically the sole benefit, or 
it least the most directly important benefits, of the tarifflaws. I am in favor 
of protection; not precisely the kind we are having, but I might be willing to 
keep that rather than not to have any, but I am sure I can get along without 
an fully as well as the manufacturers can, and if they think the Republi- 
can party is going to maintain a high protective corps for their benefit, and the 
men who do the work ir gto keep up the expenses of a cam- 
paign out of their own pock leaving them to reap the fruits of the tariff 
policy without any dedu il expenses, the; » greatly mistaken 
J understand that in a g vay the manufacturers « New England haye 
I n more liberal in their contribution than those cf Pennsylvania 
In fact, | have it from best possibl uree that the manufacturers of 
Pennsylvania, who are highly pre ted than anybody el l who 
ake large fortunes ev ir when t are prosperous, pra ally give 
othing towards the ma ice of the ascendeney of the Republicgn party. 
Of course I shall not violate whatI con rtobea per principle of action; 
but, if [had my way about it, I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania 
under the fire and f all the fat ont of them If the lis tariff bill comes to 
the Senate there will be some votes cast there which will open the eyes of some 
F j who h +, while gathering their millions, treated the Republi- 
can party as their humble servant.’ 
These are strong words, and bitter, but they are tru it now remains 


with you and your associates to determine whether reiterated after 














the campaign is over and protection has, thre ur y, been struck its 
death-blow If you give us the means to wit swilldoit. Are 
you | 
Yours truly, 
JAMES P. FOSTER, President. 

his circul sent everywhere to manufacturers “in confidence,’ was made 
pub by one of them by way of protest against the blackmailing spirit of the 
Republica: While many manufacturers will be manly enough to refuse 
to submit to blackmail, others will be held under the fire until the fat fries out 
In 1 quantities to grease the Republic: n >. 

In this desperate strait, the party hopes to win by buying votes with money 
contributed by the rings, pools, and trusts represented by the Thurstons, Dr 
pews, and Haymonds, who dictated the nominations at Chicago 
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Tariff League Bulletin, of 


+8, 1888, indignantly denies th 


New York, a protection organ, of date 
» statement of James P. Foster, Presi. 
of the Republican League arging that the manufacturers have 
n laggard in their contributions to the Republican cause, and say 


‘“We aftirm that more than three-fourths of all the money used in su] 
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port of Republicanism and protection has come from men directly o1 
indirectly engaged in manufactures. The records of the Republican 
party prove it.’ 


Indiana, was recognized. 


I hope there will be a vote upon my am: 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
before it is forgotten. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to submit a few observations if the gentle- 


ndment 


| man irom Indiana [ Mr. JolmNsToNn | does not wish to proceed. 


27 
at 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to move that the com 
mittee rise, as there are some things that must be attended to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, I desire to occupy my five minutes in 
making reply to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. I have 
not been heard in this debate so far. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is now near the hour of ad- 
journment, and there are some things that must be attended to in the 
House. Will the gentleman from Indiava yield for a motion that the 
committee rise? He will be entitled to the floor when the committee 
resumes its session. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro fempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee o! 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bil 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon 


pp 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the amendments of the Senate to 

the river and harbor appropriation bill (H. R. 9050) be taken from the 

Speaker’s table and non-concurred in, and the request of the Senate 

for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House be agreed to. 
Mr. HOVEY. I object. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HOVEY. I have not been in favor of the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is material the bill should pass, as all th 


works are stopped. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iask unanimous consent that Thursday next, after 
the reading of the Journal 

Mr. HOVEY. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. KERR. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again put the request 
of the gentleman from Louisiana to the House. Is there objection to 
the taking the amendments of the Senate to the river and harbor ap- 
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propriation bill from the table anc sen 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses? 
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delay, but because I am opposed to the bill; and if the only efiect 
i 





yne action then I will withdraw it. 


n bjection will be to pos 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as managers of the conferenc 


on the part of the House Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. CATCHINGS, and M 





Mr. CLARDY. I move, by unanimous consent, that Th 


after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for thr 


bills reported by the Com n Commer I will state 
of the bills I desire to ha red at t time is ) 





porate the Maritime Company of Nicarag 
Mr. STEELE. I object 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then Lask, by unanim consent. that TI 
day next, for two ho 


























urs, be given for the consideration of the bill 
organization of the Territory of O L. 
Mr. BARNES. I object 
id then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER (at 4 o’clock and 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, the 5th of J 
Pi ATE BILI AND R Oo ( NTRO » RI j 
Under the rule private bills and resolutions of the following 
were introduced and referred as indieated below 
By Mr. HATCH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 1! providing t 
ascertainment il l report by tl ~ tary Or Sta o! lm < 
legal representatives of Walter H. Stevens, deceased—t he Co 
tee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (i. R. 10709) gra 
Susan ¢ ymmitt on In d | 
by M L(u 10710) gran ] ) 
! on | ilid Pension 
By Mr H. R. 10711) grantin D » A 
y ( 1 Inv vlid ) 
i | Kt ] 712 l ya t 
' { ‘ Invalid Pensio 
By } i. R. 10713) f t I of le I 
4 \\ i i ¥ t l i ‘ i te 
Cla 
By Mr. MONTGOMERY Ab H. R. 1071 the f J 
C. Pos to the Committee on Private Land Clair 
By Mr. PERKINS: xX bi H. R. 10715 inting an in ' 
to John H. Woodring—to the Com: tee 0 ensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10716) granting a pension to Charl eV t 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (HL R. é he claim « 
H liott to the Court of Claims Lo ee on W: ( 
Mr. S. V. WHIT! \ } H » remo t 
of ¢ ( | { } ] ( i] on i 
A { 
\ L bi 1. R. 10719) to place the na t Jo Ligl 
i list the Comm on Naval Affairs 
\ by reque bill t. 10720) for tl lief of Edgar 
Bat t Committee on t istrict of ¢ um di 
INS ET 
i ) li t and pay d on the ( k 
under the rt ud referred as fo 5 
By M E. P. ALLEN: Petiti H. R. W ] 1 1235 
citizens of H ule, and of H. S. Wyman and >» ‘ 
Lenawee ( i Michigar yr certain a idm st inte 
comme é LW to the Com! tee on Commerce 
By M bi MONT i’etit of | > tizen i lor } 
fave of p nsion for Major B. Gessler, an honorably discha dl 
soldier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph J 
Kirk—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Hays Gaskill, f hange of 1 


honorable discharge—to the Committee on Milit 
By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Mary L. Edwar 
of A. and L. Goodall, of Mrs. M iry A. Camewe 
no 

1d 






of Hugh Nar 
of Thomas Lomax, of Tennessee, for reference of t 
ourt of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Petition of J. D. Irish and H. Ingram, for the 
to promote the political and commercial presp 
ions—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ion of M, Jansen, of Garrison’s, N. ¥ 








sage of Senate bil 
of the American 1 

By Mr. KETCHAM 
relief{—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


, 1 


By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of the Sixteenth distri 





of Pennsylvania, against the proposed reduction of tariff on window 


—, i I 


glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Mr. KERR. I wish to say that I do not make objection simply for 
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The amendments of the Senate were taken from the table, non-con- 


curred in, and the request of the Senate for a conference was agreed to 
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officers of the Navy to the present time; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Kansas, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, and a petition of citi 
zeus of Alabama, praying for an amendment of the interstate-commerce 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of James Harlan and 
21 others, citizens of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. Bradley, only surviving 
daughter of John Hollingsworth, an officer in the war of 1812; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William Sheldon, late a private in 
Company A, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, praying 
for the removal of the charge of desertion against his military record; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Newburgh, N. Y.; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

rhe Young Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Newburgh, N. Y., hav- 
ing pledged itself to use all lawful means for the suppression of the liquor 
traffic, and believing that the internal-revenue tax is a protection to the manu- 
facture of intoxicating beverages, and not a restraint upon it, do earnestly beg 
you to vote for the entire repeal of the internal-revenue tax on liquor. 

Signed for the Union, 
ANNA M. RAMSAY, 
Corresponding Secrelary. 

JUNE, 1888, 

Mr, QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics of the State of Pennsylvania, as follows: 
Duquesne Council, No. 110, of Pittsburgh; Fidelity Council, No. 21, 
of Lristol; Resolute Council, No. 27, of Reading; Shawnee Council, 
No, 34, of Hazleton; Black Creek Council, No. 51, of Weatherly; Har- 
mony Council, No. 53, of Philadelphia; Star Lodge Council, No. 68, 
of Slatington; Dawson Council, No. 75, of Dawson; Chosen Friends’ 
Council, No. 86, of Philadelphia; Coopersdale Council, No. 97, of Coopers- 
dale; McKeesport Council, No. 109, of McKeesport; Dravosburgh Coun- 
cil, No. 141, of Dravosburgh; Mountaineer Council, No. 111, of Ma- 
hanoy City; Bridesburgh Council, No. 135, of Philadelphia; McLellan 
Council, No. 150, of Verona; General Marion Council, No. 154, of Pitts- 
burgh; Bethany Council, No. 155, of Ruff’s Dale; J. B. Clark Council, 
No. 186, of Allegheny; Climax Council, No. 195, of Smithton; New 
Tripoli Grand Council, No. 204, of New Tripoli; and Howell Council, 
No, 210, of Stauffer, praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, to re- 
strict foreign immigration. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PUGH presented a petition of officers and privates of the Mont- 
gomery (Ala. ) Field Artillery, praying for the passage of an act to increase 
the efliciency of the artillery of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Milton trustees of the In- 
diana State Grange and other citizens of Indiana, praying for the pas- 
sage of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce act which 
shall protect the public from the gross violations of that act by the rail- 
way companies of the country and prevent any further encroachments 
on the rights of the people by them; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of St. Au- 
gustine, Fla., remonstrating against the proposed consolidation of the 
internal-revenue districts of Georgia and Florida on the ground that it 
would be detrimental to the tobacco interests of Florida; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Dr. Alexander Dunbar, of 
Washington City, praying for the purchase by the Government of cer- 
tain remedies discovered by him for dangerous diseases, in order that 
they may become the property of the Government to all intents and 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Education and La- 
bor. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Leander Ferguson, of Bran- 
don, Wis., praying for the passage of amendments to the act to provide 
for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the vol- 
unteer forces; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of William A. Roath, James 
I. Harris,and other citizens of St. Clair County, Missouri, praying Con- 
gress to enact additional amendments to the interstate-commerce law, 
providing that it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to 
the provisions of that act to carry or transport any commodity for any 
shipper in a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by 
such shipper; and that it shall be unlawful for any shipper to make 
any contract with any carrier to convey the property of such shipper 
in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such shipper; and that in all 
prosecutions under the act the complainant may receive a part of the 
amount that may be imposed asa fine. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to, 

DUTY ON LEAD ORE. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. [am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
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to make a report in obedience to a resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. SrewART] and adopted June 11, 1888, directing 
an inquiry into the state of the law on the subject of the customs duties 
imposable upon ores containing lead and also gold and silver. I pre- 
sent in answer to that resolution a written report, which I ask may be 
placed on file. It needs no action of the Senate that I am aware of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file 
and printed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. ° 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of Nancy G. Alexander, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8S. 3215) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings’s Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3131) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 

A bill (S. 2895) granting a pension to W. J. Sawyer; and 

A bill (S. 3129) granting a pension to Archibald Bennett. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntire; 

A bill (H. R. 5413) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C. Garrison; 

A bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel; 

A bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 

A bill (H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 


A bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Nathan A. Hayes; 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan; 

A bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian Winkel; 

A bill (S. 2864) granting a pension to James B. Bray; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth ; 
A bill (S. 2858) granting a pension to William Church; 

A bill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; 

A bill (S. 3145) for the relief of the heirs of John M. Powell; 

A bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; 


A bill (S. 3059) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of James 
Dixon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering; 

A bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown; 

A bill (8S. 2049) granting a pension to Nicholas T. Lawrence; 

A bill (S. 3013) granting a pension to William Meyer; 

A bill (S. 2932) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi M. 
Hunter; and 

A bill (S. 1683) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Flynn. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3117) granting a pension to Edwin Hollister; and 

A bill (8S. 2760) granting a pension to Albert O. Thomas. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Jewett: 

A bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 

A bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension to James C. White; and 

A bill (H. 8. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 

A bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 

A bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 
J. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 

A bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Durfee; 

A bill (8. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee; 
and 

A bill (8. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett. 
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Mr. TURPIE. 
nority of the Committee on Pensions on the subject of certain privat 
pension bills vetoed by the President of the United States, which wer 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. The report of the majority 
was submitted to the Senate and printed in the Rrecorp and ordered 
to be printed as a separate document. I ask that the same order may 
be made in connection with the views of the minority also. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore. The views of the minority of the 
committee will be printed in the REcorD and referred to the Commit 
tee on Printing, taking the same course as the report of the majority 
of the committee on the same subject. The two reports will be printed 
together as one document, if there be no objection. 

The views of the minority are as follows: 

The undersigned dissent from that part of the report of the majorify of sa 
committee which treats generally of the veto power. Weregard that powerasa 
qualified negative upon that of Congress, not derogatory to their rights oracti 
Neither the power or its exercise can be regarded as an encroachment upon the 
province of Congress since both are pre yvided for inthe Constitution. Mr. Story 
in his justly celebrated commerftary upon that instrument, says respecting it 
“*The power is important, as an additional security against the enactment of 
rash, immature, and impr. »per laws Speaking of the action of the Execut 
therein the same author remarks: “ His view, if not more wise or more ¢ 
vated, will at least be independent and under an entirely different responsibi 
ity to the nation from what belongs to Congress. He is the representative of 
the whole nation in the aggregate; they are the representatives only of distin« 
parts.”’ 

We do not think the frequency of the exercise of this power upon the subject 
of private bills, even if it were a legitimate objection thereto, is at all made out 
as charged. Out of the large numbers of such billsa very small percentage have 
been returned with objections, The frequency bears a very inconsiderable pro- 
portion to the number of the applications. As to éhe means of information 
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I ask leave at this time to file the views of the m 
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made use of by the Executive as a basis for his objections, the President has | 


certainly the same right to make use of the records, files, reports, and opinions 
of the Pension Bureau as members of Congress. The money of the peopl 
the Treasury, the fund out of which pensions are paid, is a fund of such quality 
as that it can not be guarded too carefully against immature legislation. The 
President, equally with any member of the legislative bodies, has the right and 
duty imposed upon him to form and express his opinion with respect to the 
justice of a pecuniary claim against this fund, being answerable under his oath 
and conscience only to the constituency of the nation for his action therein 
As to the merits of the particular bills recited in the committee's report, we 
deem it here unnecessary for us to express an opinion at this time, being w 
ing to do so at such time as the question properly arises upon the final passa 
thereof. 

» TURPIE. 

tUFUS BLODGETT 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER. 
E. K. WILSON. 


MARY M. BRIGGS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mat 
M. Briggs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Should not a motion be entered to reconsider the | 


vote by which the bill was passed? 

Mr. SAWYER. When the bill is returned I shall move to re« 
sider the vote by which it was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
directing the Clerk of 7 House of Representatives to amend the en- 
rollment of the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and jude ial e *xpenses of the Government for the fisc: 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 

The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House of Rep- 
resentatives with a copy of the Senate amendments to House bill 3300, 
as passed by the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills and joint resolution 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) toamend the joint resolution approve d 
May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
tor other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
fifth and non-concurred in the other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriation for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; asked a conference 


| State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to « 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed | 
Mr. BLount, of Georgia, Mr. DocKERy, of Missouri, and Mr. BING- | 


HAM, of Pennsylvania, managers of the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9859) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
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4 bill (H. R. 251) to increase the pension of Edmund A 
A bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W orn; 
A bill (H. R. 964) tor the relief of James 1 
A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William bk. Wheel 
A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to J ) 
A bill (H. R. 2193) gra \ on to I] \ 
A bill (H. R, 2495) tor the 1 f of Ruth Cla 
\ ll (H. R. 2530) granti nension to John C. W 
A bill (H. R. 2641) granting 2 pension to | ly W. O 
A bill (H. R. 2640) tor the reli of Judith A. | 
bill (H. R. Sy yranting a pension to ¢ len W. Gre 
A bill (H. R. 3722 the relief « J e D. R 
A bill (H. R. S772 nting a pension to | y } 
: bill (H. R. 3836) erai \ sion to H ( ul 
A bill (H. R. 4762) gran ga pen o Ben  Howa 
A bill (H. R. 478% ranting an increase « nsion to William 
Wi _ 7 
ill (H. R 913 rran ya ye n > il ‘ ) 
oo H. R. 6057) to in e the i of | rd Hlea 
\ bill (H. R. 6273) for the r f of Hiram ¢ 
A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to Joh: ( Lit 
\ bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi 
MI. Hunter, deceased: 
\ bill H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the dipl and 
onsular service of the United States for the fis ur 188 
\ bill H, R. 7491 granting a] on to Louis i¢ ea 
A bill (H. R. 8078) grant a pension to Teresa Herbert 
A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of I ibeth Te ! 
A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bb 
A bill (H. R. 8930) for the reliet J. H. Cove; 
A bill (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Roget 
4 bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pen on to W dford H. ] ; 
A bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Lu A. Ne 
A bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Fi H. Re 
A bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary I 
A bill (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret La 
\ bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louis F. D. | 
A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham i i 
Orleans Railroad ¢ ompany to build a bridge ac the ‘j e 
River, in Alabama; 
\ bill (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to M \ 
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and John Whollam:; 
\ bill (S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda FI’. Deck 
A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia Riv Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Colum! | 


as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridg 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Caroline Ruppert 

A bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a e nsion to Sarah Ann Water 

A bill (S. 1307) to incre: the pension of Washington T. Otey 

A bill (S. 1404) to ana ize the construction of a bridge 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State o 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road: 

A bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle: 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a br 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the amieaadl on of a bridge over tk 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carth ige, in Tennessee; 
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A bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting a pension to John F. Ballier; 

A bill (8S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
ind foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 


111 (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mi sissippi River at or near ] 
catine, lowa 

A. bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds: 


A bill (8. 2199 iorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rai 











Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Arl ’ 
in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 

\ bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Hazeltine; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other 
purposes; and : 

Joint resolution (IT. Res. 184) toamend the joint resolution approved 
May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certa in States 

the message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (3. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Brigg 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3253) granting : 
riet 8. Coflin; which was read twice by its title, an 


pe sion to H 


\ 
1 referred to th¢ 
Committee on Vensions. 

Hie also introduced a bill (8. 3254) granting a pension to Sanford A. 
Beach; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ: 
on l’ensions. 

Mr. FARWELL ee a ~¥ 5. 3255) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Cotrill, widow Hugh B. Cotrill; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the »C sie on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) introd: oe a bill (S. $256) for the re- 
lief of Dr. D. Willard Bliss; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 3257) authorizing the United States 
engineer in charge of the harbor improvement of Mobile River and 
Gav to act as a member of the Mobile River Commission, as established 
by the laws of the State of Alabama; which was read twice by it 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe 
on Commerce. 
also introduced a bill (S. 3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. 
Read; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced -a bill (S. 3259) in relation to 
claims arising under the provisions of the captured and abandoned 
property acts, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on C laims, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (8. 3260) to 
prohibit the adulteration of food, drink, or medicine, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Agricultare and Forestry. 

Hie also introduced a bill (S. 3261) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James Boyle; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3262) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Sheldon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

le also introduced a bill (S. 3263) granting a pension to Charles 
Avery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen 
Hand; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3265) granting a pension to Mrs, Sarah 
Ie. Seadior: which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 








Mr. PLUMB. I offer certain amendments intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which Iask may be read, printed, 
and referred to the Coinmittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the sundry civil ap- 
parE bill by inserting: 

That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to erect at some suitable and con- 
veni« nt place in the Capitol building a drinking fountain for public use, and for 
this purpose the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated 

For the repair of the road leading to the national cemetery near Fort Scott, 
Kans., $5,000, 

For the purpose of erecting a suitable monument at the national cemetery 
located at M id Cit Kans., under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
$3,004 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to 
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the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. BATE and Mr. QUAY submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on hateae, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 
Mr. CULLOM. I give notice that on Monday next I shall ask the 
Senate to take up the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled *‘ An act 
late commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1837. I shall ask the 
that time to proceed to the consideration of the bill and to 
ts consideration until it is disposed of by the Senate. 
DISTRICT STEAM-RAILROADS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no concurrent or other 
rn solutions, the Chair lays before the Senate ~~ resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL] July 2, 1888, in relation 
to the routes of steam-railroads in the District of ¢ Cate The reso- 
lution will be placed on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 

MARY ANN DOUGHERTY—VETO MESSAGE. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

[return without approval Senate bill No. 1547,entitled ‘‘An aet 

pension to Mary Ann Dougherty.”’ 
e share of the report of the Senate committee to which this bill was re- 
ferred, and which re port isadopted by the Committee of the House, as is usual in 
such cases, consists of a petition signed by Mary Ann Dougherty, addressed to 
the Congress,in which she states that she resides in Washington, h aving re- 
moved here with her husband in 1863 from New Jersey; that shortly aftertheir 
arrival in this city her husband, Qaniel Doughe ry, returnedto New Jersey and 
enlisted in the Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jerse y Volunteers; that she ob- 
tained employment in the United States arsenal making cartridges, and that 
while so engaged she was injured by an explosion. 

She alsostatesthat she hada young son killed by machinery in the navy-yard, 

nd that at the grand review of the Army after the close of the war another son, 
six years old, was stolen by an officer of the Army,and has not been heard of 
} ier Says that her husband left his home in 1865 and has not been 

and that she believes he deserted her on account of her infirm- 
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ged in the report that she received a pension as the widow of Daniel 
y until it was discovered that he was alive, when her name was 
ym the rolls, 

petition of this woman is indorsed by the Admiral and several other offi- 
» Navy and a distinguished clergyman of Washington, certifying that 





ot 


ee 
they know Mrs. Dougherty, and believe the facts stated to be true. 


Phere is no pretense made now that this beneficiary is a widow, though she 
at one time claimed to be, and was allowed a pension on that allegation. Her 


present claim rests entirely upon injuries received by her when she was con- 


ecededly not employed in the oe uy service, If the pension now proposed is 
allowed her it will be a mere act of charity. 

Her husband, Daniel Domain rty, is now living in Philadelphia, and is a pen- 
sioner in his own right for disability alleged to have been incurred while servy- 
ing in the Thirty-fourth Ne w Jersey Volunteers. Of this fact this beneficiary 
has been repeatedly informec And yet she states in her petition that her hus- 
I 


band deserted her in 1865, an¢ i has not been heard of since. 

It is alleged in the Pension Bureau that, in 1878, she succeeded in securing a 
pension as the widow of Daniel Dougherty, through fraudulent testimony and 
much false swearing on her part. 

The police records of the precinct in which she has lived for years show that 
e is a woman of very bad character, and that she has been under arrest nine 
*s for drunkenness, larceny, creating disturbance, and misdemeanors of that 








it happens that this claimant, by reason of her residence here, has been easily 
traced, and her character and untruthfulness discovered. But there is much 
reason to fear that this case will find its parallel in many that have reached a 
suecessful conclusion, 

I can not spell out any principle upon which the bounty of the Government 
is bestowed through the instrumentality of the flood of private pension bills 
that reach me. The theory seems to have been adopted that no man who 
served in the Army can be the subject of death or impaired health except they 
are chargeable to his service. Medical theories are set at naught and the most 
startling relation is claimed between alleged incidents of military service and 
disability or death. Fatal apoplexy is admitted as the result of quite insignifi- 
cant wounds, heart disease is attributed to chronic diarrhea, consumption to 
hernia, and suicide is traced to army service in a wonderfully devious and 
curious way. 

Adjudications of the Pension Bureau are overruled in the most peremptory 
fashion by these special acts of Congress, since nearly all the beneficiaries named 
in these bills have unsuccessfully applied to that bureau for relief. 

This course of special legislation operates very unfairly. 

Those with certain influence or friends to push their claims procure pensions, 
and those who have neither friends nor influence must be content with their fate 
under general laws. It operates unfairly by increasing in numerous instances 
the pensions of those already on the roll, while many other more deserving 
cases, from the lack of fortunate advocacy, are obliged to be content with the 
sum provided by general laws. 

The apprehension may well be entertained that the freedom with which 
these private pension bills are passed furnishes an inducement to fraud and 
imposition, while it certainly teaches the vicious lesson to our people that the 
Treasury of the National Government invites the approach of private need. 

None of us should be in the least wanting in regard for the veteran soldier, 
and | will yield to no man in a desire to see those who defended the Govern- 
ment when it needed defenders liberally treated. Unfriendliness to our vet- 
erans is a charge easily and sometimes dishonestly made. 

I insist that the true soldier is a good citizen, and that he will be satisfied with 
generous, fair, and equal consideration for those who are worthily entitled to 
help. 

I have considered the pension-list of the Republic a roll of honor bearing 
names inscribed by national gratitude and not by improvident and indiscrimi- 
nate alms-giving. 

{ have conceived the prevention of the complete discredit which must ensue 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LANDS IN DENVER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1888 
Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish this House with a copy of 


the Senate amendments to House bill 3300 as passed the Senate, the said bill 
and Senate amendments having been lost since its reception by this body. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What bill is that? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thenumber of the bill only is given. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it lie on the table until we can find what the 
vil] is. 
MARY M. BRIGGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate adopted an order this 
morning requesting the House of Representatives to return the bill (S. 
899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. The bill having been passed by 
the House of Representatives, signed by the Speaker, and returned to 
the Senate, the order requesting its return will be rescinded, if there 
be 1 objection, and further action will be taken upon the bill as may 
be indicated by the Committee on Pensions. The bill will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to suggest that the bill lie on the table 
for the present until I see the party from Illinois interested, so that 
I can ascertain what the facts are in reference to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks, to enable the 
Senate to resume jurisdiction, a concurrent resolution should be passed 
directing the cancellation of the enrollment and of the signature of 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. I so understand; but unless the facts seem to be 
very strong, I shall not ask the Senate, so far as I am concerned, todo 
anything with it. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropria- 
tion for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 12, and 13. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15,17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, and 29, and agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ One clerk 
to disbursing officer, $1,400;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with amendmentsas follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘One assistant 
botanist, $1,200; and strike out,in line 13, page 2 of the bill, the word “two” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ four;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘*$20,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘Of which $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary,may be applied to 
the investigation of the disease in peach-trees known as yellows and remedies 
therefor ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 24, and agree to the same with amendments, as follows: Strike 
out, in line 26, page 7 of the bill, the words ‘‘Joseph Neuman and associates’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ** Joseph Neumann;”’ strike out,in line 1, page 8 of 
the bill, the words “* Joseph Neuman ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ Joseph Neu- 
mann,’”’ 

Strike out lines 14, 15, 16,and 17, on page 100f the bill, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ‘‘ Printing seed-pockets, labels, postal-cards, etc., labor, paper, 
ink, type, and other necessary material for printing, and for purchasing and re- 
pairing presses, $4,200; in all, $104,200; ”’ and insert, after the word “thousand,” 
in line 9, page 11 of the bill, the words “three hundred and fifty;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by the said amendment insert the following: ‘“ And of 
this sum an amount not exceeding $15,000 may be applied to the payment of ex- 
penses incurred during the fiscal year 1888;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $595,000; "’ and the Senate agree te the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $10,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and agree to the same withamendmentsas follows: Strike out the 
period (.) at the end of the amended any oe (~ and strike out the word “And"’ 
where it first occurs in said amendment, and insertin lieu thereof ‘“‘and;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendment numbered 30, the committee of conference has been unable 


to agree, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
©. B. FARWELL, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
W. H. HATCH, 
A. C. DAVIDSON, 
E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on the pari of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator in charge ex- 
plain the state of affairs. 
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Mr. PLUMB. The amendment numbered 1, as made by the Senate, 
was to strike out the provision for one assistant disbursing officer at 
$1,400. The Senate conferees receded from that with an amendment 
providing a clerk in place of an assistant disbursing officer. 

The House increased the appropriation for compensation of the li- 
brarian from $1,400 to $1,800, that being the statutory compensation. 
The Senate amended by making the sum $1,600. The Senate conferees 
receded, leaving the compensation of the librarian exactly as fixed by 
law, but an increase of $400 beyond the amount heretofore received. 

The salary of the superintendent of the folding-room was increased 
from $1,200 to $1,400 by the House. TheSenatestruck out the increase, 
and the Senate conferees yielded on an investigation which seemed to 
determine that the salary as proposed by the House was not too large. 

The House inserted under the head of the ‘‘ Botanical Division’’ an 
assistant botanist at $1,400. Asthere was already anassistant botanist 
in that division receiving a salary of $1,200 the Senate thought it wise to 
strike out the new one, so as to make an inquiry and ascertain whether 
this was to be simply a place provided for some special person, a new 
person to be carried into the Department at a larger salary than per- 
sons now inservicethere. In conference the order of things was changed 
in such a way that the assistant botanist now in the Department re- 
ceives $1,400 and the new assistant botanist is to receive $1,200. 

In the pomological division the Senate struck out the provision for 
an artist and for an assistant pomologist. The House conferees agreed 
to that amendment. . 

The Senate amended in the chemical division by increasing the sal- 
ary of one assistant chemist from $1,600 to $1,800 and of another as- 
sistant chemist from $1,400 to $1,600, and the House conferees receded. 

The House fixed the compensation of the chief of the seeds division 
at $2,000. The Senate reduced it to $1,800, and the Senate conferees 
yielded to the House upon that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that fixed by law ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is fixed by law, I think. That is my recollection; 
but at all events, after a little more thorough investigation than we 
were able to give it while the bill was in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, on account of the haste we were under to try and get the bill 
through before the Ist day of July, as much attention was not given 
to this matter as was given subsequently, and the conferees were sat- 
isfied that the compensation was not an unreasonable one, but that it 
was rather a more responsible office than we had supposed. 

Under the head of the ‘‘ Forestry Division’’ the House inserted ‘‘ one 
assistant at $1,200; one clerk at $900;’’ which the Senate struck out, 
and the House recede. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,’’ sub-title ‘‘ Botanical investiga- 
tions and experiments,’’ the Senate inserted ‘‘including the establish- 
ment and maintenance of experimental grass stations,’’ and increased 
the appropriation to $25,000 in order to establish and maintain these 
grass stations. The House receded from that amendment with an 
amendment naming the sum of $20,000 in place of $25,000, making 
a net increase of $17,500 for this purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many grass stations are there now? 

Mr. PLUMB. None. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is experimental ? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The experiments have been carried on in a way, and 
they have demonstrated to the head of that division, and, I think, 
also to the judgment of a great many people who have observed the 
question, that grass stations can be established with profit, and while 
the Senate committee did not believe that the amount now named in 
the bill was enough to in any way insure a thoroughly successful re- 
sult, at the same time they thought it was enough to make a start, 
and we should be better advised after the operations of a year as to 
what further would be necessary. 

Under the ‘‘Section of vegetable pathology’”’ the Senate inserted an 
amendment increasing the appropriation for ‘‘ practical work of the 
investigation’’ from $5,000 to $15,000, and providing that $10,000 
‘‘might be applied to the investigation of the disease and its remedy 
in peach trees known as yellows,’’ and in the conference that was 
agreed to, with a verbal amendment. 

Under the clause in relation to the ‘‘ pomological division ’’ the Sen- 
ate amended the bill by striking out— 

For artists’ materials and other apparatus necessary in the work of the divis- 
ion; for preparation of papers upon subjects of a pomological nature, and ex- 
penses incurred in making investigations for the same; and for colored illus- 
trations of fruits to be used in the special publications of the division— 
and the House has agreed to this action. 

The House inserted a provision directing the proper accounting ofli- 
cers of the Treasury to allow credit to the present Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for $1,800.16 for certain accounts disallowed by the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, and the Senate inserted a similar provision in 
regard to the former Commissioner of Agriculture, only the sum was 
$20,807.80; and the House has agreed to it. 

Under the ‘‘ entomological division,’’ and in that part of the appro- 
priation bill providing for the collection and dissemination of informa- 
tion in regard to silk-culture, the Senate inserted a provision ‘‘ and for 
expenses of stations in connection therewith,’’ and increased the sum 
from $15,000 to $20,000; and the House recede. 

I ought to state that in two portions of this report the conferees 
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agreed to insert in the bill something which was not actually in con- 


troversy between the two Houses, and that I do for the purpose of ask- 
ing unanimous consent of the Senate that the amendments which the 
conferees themselves agreed to may be agreed to by the Senate. 

We found on investigation that it had been the practice heretofore, 
and a necessary practice, for the Department to print its own seed pock- 
ets and seed labels. 
of years in the Department of Agriculture. It is not possible to have 
this work done in the Government Printing Office, because it must be 


to be crowded out for the benefit of the current work of Congress or 
other work for the Departments. 
an expenditure for this press, which became necessary if the printing 
is to be done at the Department as heretofare. The Senate conferees, 
on the information they had, felt obliged to insert the appropriation, 
and on investigation and after protracted conference with the House on 
the subject and some inquiry at the Department the conferees were sat- 
isfied that it was a necessary amendment, and it was agreed to and 
should be inserted, and the attention of both Houses specially called 
to it and unanimous consent asked. 

Under the head of ‘‘salaries and expenses Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try’’ the House inserted a provision to the effect that $100,000 of the 
half million dollars appropriated for the extermination of pleuro- 
pneumonia might be immediately available. That provision was 
stricken out by the Senate because it became apparent that so much 
money could not be used prior to the Ist day of July even if the bill 
had passed at the time it was expected it would pass. The bill not 
yet having become a law of course no expenditure could have been 
made under this provision if it had been retained, but in the mean 
time the bureau has contracted a debt; that is, it has employed per- 
sons and purchased supplies to the amount of $15,000 in excess of the 
appropriation for last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In violation of law? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will make the question much more com- 
prehensiveif he will apply itgenerally; but the fact is that this expense, 


in common with other expenses of Departments of the Government, is | 


represented by a contract made and which was necessary to be made, 
as I think, and it was made in anticipation of the insertion by the 
House of the appropriation of $100,000 to be immediately available. 
It was stated to us by the head of the bureau that on account of the 
progress the work had made in New York and in other places, it could 
not be cut off wholly without great damage. 

In addition to that the head of the bureau stated that the exact re- 
sult in the way of expenditure could not always be determined at the 
time the work was entered upon. It was sometimes overrun and 
sometimes underrun, and something had to be left to chance on that 
point. The Senate conferees agreed to insert in the place where the 
provision occurs which the Senate had stricken out, making $100,000 
immediately available, these words: 

And of this amount not exceeding $15,000 may be applied to the payment of 
expenses incurred during the fiscal year 1883. 

Under the head of ‘‘Division of Forestry’’ the House inserted a pro- 
vision 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the Commissioner of Agriculture direct this 
expenditure to be made ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Commissioner of Agriculture did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Without authority of the President ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose all he does is practically as the adjutant 
of the President of the United States. But it is fair tosay that in mat- 
ters of this kind, where the subjects of expenditure are variant and 
an not be fixed, and the appropriation is a lump sum, the liability to 
expend more than was at first contemplated is very great, and, to some 
extent, can not be prevented. The amount was not large enough to 
induce any special inquiry, although we had the tables showing the 
places where the money was expended, the number of persons em- 
ployed, and the number of cattle purchased and killed, and so on, 
under the law. 

While I do not know that the work is beyond reproach, while these 
expenditures are not out of the line that is common, and which I do 
not mean to say is wholly defensible except as to the matter of prece- 





dent, I anticipated long ago such an objection in the consideration of | 
I believe myself that there has grown up a laxity | 


the deficiency bill. 
which is discreditable and which ought to be in some way stopped, if 
it can be. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Division of Forestry’’ the House inserted a very 
comprehensive provision to this effect: 

For investigations into the structural differences of important timbers and 
the factors that influence their quality, their biology; miscellaneous reports; 
expense of experimental grounds; collection, purchase, and distribution of 
forest-tree seeds and seedlings in aid of forest culture; and for ascertaining the 
area, amount, and condition of the remaining white-pine supplies in the North - 
western States; and for working collection and apparatus, traveling and other 
expenses, $10,000. 

The Senate struck that provision out and substituted the old provis- 
ion to the effect that the money should be used to continue investiga- 
tions and reports on the subject of forestry. The census of 1880 con- 
tains all that has been available in the way of knowledge in regard to 


For that purpose it has had a press for a number | 


5901 


the white-pine supply in the Northwestern States, and we shall have 
another census in a very short period of time, and the amount of money 
appropriated was totally inadequate to obtain the information called 
for, which could not probably be obtained before similar intormation 
will be had as the result of the census of 1890; and so the House agreed 
to our action. 

Che Senate inserted a provision appropriating $100,000 ‘‘ to enable 
the Commissioner of Agriculture to continue experiments in the manu- 


| facture of sugar from sorghum cane, including the purchase and trans- 
done at a certain time of the year, and if it is done over there it is liable | 











| and that is the only point of irreconcilabl 
The Commissioner had estimated for | 


colleges 
| colleges. 


portation of samples and supplies.’? The House did not agree to that, 
ble difference between the House 

and the Senate conferees. 
Under the head of ‘*‘ Experimental Stations’’ the House inserted $15,- 


| 000 to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to carry out the provis- 


” 1 


ions of section 3 of the act of March 2, 1887, providing for the estab 
lishment of experimental stations in connection with the agricultural 
Section 3 is to the effect that the Commissioner of Agriculture 


| shall furnish forms for the tabulation of results, and that he shall give to 


the agricultural experimental stations the benefit of suggestions as to 
their work. The House inserted $15,000 for that purpose. The Senate 
did not think so much money was necessary and limited the amount to 
$5,000, and added a provision requiring the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure to compare, edit, and publish such of the results of the experiments 
made at these stations as appeared to him to be valuable. In the con 
ference a compromise was reached whereby the sum was fixed at $10,- 
000 instead of $5,000. 

As I have said, the only difference that remains between the two 
Houses on this bill if the conference report should be agreed to, is the 
appropriation of $100,000 for continuing the experiments as to the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum. In my belief that is worth as 
much, I was going to say, as all the remaining portions of the bill. 
Perhaps that would be too strong a statement, but I will say that the 
work heretofore carried on, although carried on extravagantly, im- 
provadently, and withsome unnecessary delay, has been of the greatest 
possible value. It would have warranted the expenditure of a million 
dollars in place of $156,000 that they spent if so much had been neces- 
sary for that purpose. Very great progress has been made, so great, in 
fact, that there are to-day erected and in process of erection four large 
sugar factories having a capacity among them of about 5,000,000 pounds 
of sugar, and it is confidently believed that the results of their work 
will still further establish the fact that from sorghum can in a very 
short period be produced all the sugar the people can consume, from 
this very common and very valuable plant, that is to say valuable in 
other directions, valuable as a forage plant as well as for sugar. There 
is much experimental work yet to be done. There is a large portion 
of what is now the refuse of cane known to contain quantities of sugar, 
no process for the extraction of which is yet available. The experi- 
ment of last year, while in its nature conclusive, still left some points 
to be determined, and there is much in the way of instruction to per- 
sons who are operating these factories if they are to be erected hereafter 
which ought to be done at once; and inasmuch as the Government has 
given the first stimulus to this industry the committee thought, as I 
believe the Senate thought, it advisable to continue it for this year at 
least. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that this 
report is irregular in changing the text of a clause that had already been 
agreed upon by the two Houses. It has been stated by the chairman 
of our conference with great candor that the conferees have changed the 
text of the bill in points and in respects that both Houses had already 
agreed upon and where nothing was left open for action by the com- 
mittees of conference. I merely make the point of order against the 
report. 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be stated that according to an authority 
which is often appealed to by the Committee on Appropriations, which 
I will not here name, the conference committee had jurisdiction of the 
paragraph in which this appropriation occurs, although there had been 


| no recorded difference between the two Houses upon the particular 


item under consideration. That authority has been recognized to the 
extent of doing, I think, substantially what has been done in this con- 
ference report without attention being called to it. 

I want to say that for myself I disagree with the authority; and when 
it was done in this conference it was done with the distinct understand- 
ing that it was in violation of the proper rule to be observed in con- 
ference committees, and that the attention of both Houses would be 
called to it, in order that it might not go unnoticed and that unanimous 


| consent might be invited to an agreement of the two Houses to what 


the conference had agreed upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very glad to hear what the Senator from 
Kansas says not only as to reporting it to this body but also his own 
opinion, for the rule is clear and nothing is more dangerous in legisla- 
tion than—I say it without any imputation on the gentlemen who are 
appointed members of the committee—the great danger in the haste of 
legislation of allowing committees of conference on disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses to go to changing those parts of the bill where the 
Houses did not disagree, but did agree; and therefore, without a dis- 


| position to complain of what the committee wish to accomplish in this 
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respect, I tee] ita duty, as a matter of order and precedent, to make 
the point; and then if it be sustained afterwards the question of unan- 
imous consent will come up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt upon the | 
question of order, arising not under the rules of the Senate but under | 
general parliamentary law, that committees of conference can not alter | 
a part of the bill to which both Houses have agreed. So if the report | 
shows that upon a proposition or amendment to which both Houses 
had agreed, and which therefore was not left open, the conferees added 
words, it would not be according to the general parliamentary practice. 
The Chair thinks, however, that it is for the Senate to decide whether 
they wiil or will not agree to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Chair would take the time to consider | 
that point. I am going to withdraw the point of order, but I think it 
has been held—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will indulge the Chair 
one moment. The Chair will state his position in order that it may 
not be misunderstood. 

The practice of the Senate has been to decide points of order in ac- 
cordance with the desire of the majority. A proposition that at one 
time would be held oat of order is at another time, by vote of the Sen- 
ate, held to be in order, and while the Chair expresses this opinion and 
thinks the question is not an open one, it is the purpose of the Chair to 
submit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair submits the question whether the re- 
port is inorder, Then I do not need to go into any discussion with 
the Chair, because that is a right the Chair has and the Chair’s views 
are clear and perfectly correct; but I wish to take the judgment of the 
Senate upon it as a precedent, and if the judgment of the Senate cor- 
responds with the clear parliamentary law and the clear safety that we 
ought to guard in respect to these bills, I shall then, if I may, waive 
my point of order. Ido not like to have this pass, now thatit is called 
to our attention, as a mere vote of the Senate agreeing to this report, as 
if it were not a question of fundamental order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question submitted to the Sen- | 
ate is, Is the point of order made by the Senator from Vermont well | 
taken? 

Mr. CALL. Ido not think this point of order has any merit. The 
committee of conference certainly have no power to alter the text of 
the bill agreed upon by the two Houses; but the committee of each 
House can make a recommendation to the House, not claiming any 
right on the part of the conference to take jurisdiction of the matter, 
but it can bring a matter to the attention of either House and ask unan- 
imous consent for what is not a material change of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The answer to that is that it does appear distinctly 
on the face of the bill as engrossed and the amendments as engrossed 
that the two Houses agreed to the clause and upon the whole subject 
that the committee has changed, and I am only making the point ot 
order now, because I care nothing about the particular instance, in or- 
der that the Journal of the Senate shall show that the Senate under- 
stands that it was contrary to order, and having decided it to be con- 
trary to order, as I hope it may, and it must, of course, because there is 
no doubt about it, I shall then, as I say, withdraw any objection in 
this particular instance; but I do not wish instances of this kind to 
multiply into precedents which will always plague us. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould liketoask the Senator trom Vermont whether 
he believes it the right thing fer the Senate to do after having decided 
by a formal vote that the point of order is well taken, to go onand leg- 
islate by sanctioning the action of the committee on conferencein vio- 
lation of order? Can we do it properly? Can he by withdrawing his 
point of order make that in order which the Senate has decided to be 
out of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a thing that the Senate in its practice for a 
hundred years has done a good many times each session. The pointof 
order is raised and the President of the Senate either decides it himself 
or leaves it to the Senate, and sustains the point of order. Then the 
person who makes the point of order is appealed to for one reason or 
another to waive it, and he does waive it, and if nobody else renews it 
it goes on. 

Mr. CALL. The point of order the Senator from Vermont makes 
in this case is not that the committee of conference have or have not 
the right to change the text of a bill where the two Houses have 
agreed, for they have not done that; but the point of order is that they 
have no right to report to the Houses and ask unanimous consent of 
the Houses to an immaterial change in the bill. That is the point of 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senatoris mistaken. The committee of con- 
ference has made no report asking unanimous consent. It has only 
stated in its report, when you take the report and read the bill with it, 
that it has changed a part of the bill that both Houses had already agreed 
upon, Then the Senator making the report asked unanimous consent, 
stating with the candor which characterizes him that they had trans- 
gressed the rule, and therefore unanimous consent was necessary. I 
made the point of order in order to test the sense of the Senate, the 
first time it has been called to such a question for five or six years. It 
was then called to it, and the report was declined to be received, and 
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the conferees left that part out in order that the Senate might not in the 


| Journal appear to have recognized this irregularity, and then, as far 
| as I am concerned, it will be waived. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNnps] upon 
the report of the committee of conference, whether having changed an 


| amendenent that had been agreed to by both Houses the report of the 


’ 


committee is in order. 
the negative ‘‘no,’’ 
it. The noes have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iusk unanimous consent now to waive the point 
of order and let it go for this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Vermont asks unan- 
imous consent that the pointof order may be waived and that the ques- 
tion may be taken now upon agreeing to the report of the conference 
Is there objection? The Chairhearsnone. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee of conference. 

‘The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendment, which is in disagreement between the two Houses, amend- 
ment No. 30, and ask for a further conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was.authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLumMs, Mr. 


Senators in the affirmative will say ‘ay,’ 
{Putting the question.] The noes appear to have 


| FARWELL, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


SWAMP-LAND SELECTIONS, 
Mr. CALL. ILask leave, out of order, to offer a resolution, 
, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be received if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior report to the Senate such informa- 
tion ashe has showing improper and unlawful selections under the swamp and 
overflowed grant of 1550 and subsequent years; also a statement of the amount 
that will be necessary to pay the States indemnity for swamp and overflowed 
lands claimed to have been sold by the United States. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House relating to the 
enrollment ofthe legislative, etc., appropriation bill. 

The message also announced that the House had non-coneurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for 
the holding of terms of United States courts in the district of Minne- 
sota; asked for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, and Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois, man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 9345) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, concurring in the fifth and non-concurring 
in the other amendments of the Senate to the bill and asking fora con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill disagreed to by the House, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 


RECESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII will be stated. 

Order of Business 1414, being the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection 
of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape, was announced as 
first in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
thatmotion. It isimportant thatthe joint resolutions which we passed 
relating to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
should be signed by the presiding officers before we adjourn to-day, so 
that they may go to the President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, that the Senate take a recess until 
2 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am told by the Clerk of the House that those two 
resolutions will be ready for the signature of the Presiding Officer within 
an hour. Perhaps it would be better to say 3 o’clock. 

Several SENATORS. Say half past 2. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate take a recess until half past 2 o’clock. 











— 
CO 


The motion was agreed to; and 
the Senate took a recess until h 
assembled. 


alf past 2 
COURTS AT DULUTH, MINN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms 
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at 1 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) | 
o’clock, at which hour it re- | 


of the United States courts in the district of Minnesota, and asking for | 


a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the House bill and agree to the conference asked by that body. 
The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to | 


appoint the managers at the conference on the part of the Senate, and 
Mr. EpMUNDs, Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. PUGH were appointed 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. BATE, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 


papers in the case of Mrs. E, A. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m. 


the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 12 o’clock m. 


Brownlow. 


9, 1888, at 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 5, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday w 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


as read and approved. 
REFERENCE SENATE BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Capitol, North O Street and 
South Washington Street Railway Company;’’ which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


OF 


S. 1580 


LEAVE 9 

By unanimous consent leave cf absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PLUMB, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, for one week from to-day, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

STATUE BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 

Mr. O NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by 
the Joint Committee on the Library, and also by the House Library 
Committee, to ask unanimous consent this morning to put on its pas- 
sage the joint resolution (S. R. 96) accepting, as a gift from Mr. Stilson 
Hutchins, an Italian marble statue, of colossal size, of Benjamin Frank- 
lin. 

I will say that it requiresan act of Congress to enable the acceptance 


OF ABSEN‘ 


OF 


of this generous gift on the part of Mr. Hutchins, a liberal-minded and | 


public-spirited citizen, who not only proposes to donate the statue, but 
at his own expense to have constructed a suitable base or pedestal on 
which to place it. 

I hope there will be no objection to the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It will not take up any time. 

I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that it requires an au- 
thorization on the part of Congress to accept this gift. 

It is a very liberal donation, and I have no doubt will be a valuable 
addition to the statuary now adorning the city. I hope there will be 
no objection to passing the joint resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the objection. 

The report of the committee (by Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania) was 
read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Library reports favorably Senate resolution No. 96to ac- 


BR I demand the regular order. 
WE 


ECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
, I presume this will not take up any considerable 


AVER. 


cept from Mr. Stilson Hutchins his gift of the colossal statue of Benjamin Frank- | 


lin,and recommends its passage by the House. This well-known citizen of 
Washington is entitled to the thanks of all lovers of art for his noble and costly 
contribution to the statuary already ornamenting sc many prominent public lo- 
cations in this the capital city of our country. His selection of the statue 
Benjamin Franklinshows a refinement of taste and culture, and his gift com- 
memorates in marble for all time to come the citizen who was distinguished in 
so many of the “walks of life.” Visitors to Philadelphia go to look upon the 
plain marble slabs over the separate but adjoining graves in an ancient burial 
ground in that city, bearing upon each of them, respectively,the inscription 
** Benjamin Franklin,’’ “‘ Deborah Franklin,”’ where have rested their remains 





of | 


since the burial of each of them; butinthe early futurein Washington the count- | 


less numbers of sight-seers will pause to look upon the statue of Benjamin 
Franklin,a most skillful work of a skilled and successful sculptor, and while 
impressed with his creation will in their hearts thank the generous donor, Mr. 
Stilson Hutchins, for his gift to his countrymen, 

There being no further objection, the joint resolution was considered 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as rnagers on t] 
the House at the conference on the bill (H. R. 59 pro 
holding of the terms of the United States courts in the district M 
nesota, the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. STEWAI 1 the é 

om North Carolina, Mr. HENDERSON, 1 eu of the gentle 1 from 
Massachusetts, Mr. COLLINS, and the tle: Mis 
(rl VER, both of whom are absent fro t 1 t 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

~ a) \ iI } | 

Mr. PAYSON Mr. Speaker, I 1 to ’ l 

[ send to the desk and ask to have read a re Las Q 
ate to furnish a copy of certain amendments to a House bill iar 
oh | sh the cont! ( 

Ct at 
I < ] sted , Ii 
: = ‘ ~ 1 - ‘ . ~ 
i att (ler irnis! 
H py l L < < 5 l s 
Che resolutions were ad pted. 
Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resoluti 
ulopted; and also moved that the motion to reco ler be laid 
ul Lave. 
I atte 10th 3 agreed to 
ORDER O NI 

Mr. RANDALL. Inow demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the call of committees be dispens 
with, and that gentlemen having reports to file may be ] ted 
hand them in at the desk. 

Mr. MATSON I shall object, Mr. Speak: 0 
reportsare submitted. The adverse reportsare otherwise rete 
Calendar and simply cumber it. 

Mr. RANDALL. But any one mem! can take an erse I 
to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk would not, of course ke the ) 
sibility of laying a bill adversely reported upon the table, nor would t 
Chairdoso without consent of the House. Beat any member has ht 
to demand that an adverse report shall be placed upontheCalendar. It 


these reports are placed upon the Calendar they can be removed 


wards 
Mr. MATSON. If it 
shall go to the Calendar I will not object. 


is understood that only the favorable rey 


Mr. RANDALL. That is not understood. That would piace inth 
hands of the clerks absolutely the determination of the que 
Mr. MATSON. I have no objection to the reports going uy { 


Calendar if any member requests that course should be taken 

Mr. RANDALL. Let them all go on the Calendai 

[The SPEAKER. The Clerk of course would not know what ec 
to pursue or how to discriminate between reports that should goon the 
Calendar and those that should not go. 


The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN I believe the motion to dispen e with the m 
hour requires a two-thirds vote ? 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN, and 


thirds voting in favor thereof, the morning hour was dispensed 


ASSISTANT THE NAVY. 


SECRETARY Ol! 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, from the Committ il 
ffairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10453) to au ze the 
appointment of an assistant secretary of the Navy; which w eferred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, an 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LAND OFFICE FOLSOM, N. MEX. 
Mr. JACKSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on th« 


Public Lands, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2040) to establish a 
land office at Folsom, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the st 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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GRADE OF 


Mr. ABBOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 1226) 
touching the grade of commander in the Navy, and to correct an error 
in relation toan appointment therein; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the adverse report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DU NN. If these matters are to come in by unanimous consent 
I think it would facilitate things to allow members to present their re- 
ports from committees at the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. (The gentleman from Indiana has objected to filing 
reports at the desk. 


COMMANDER IN THE NAVY. 


WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. DORSEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3829) for 
the relief of Wesley Montgomery; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER NEAR CUMMINGS’S LANDING, 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill H. R. 10609, a bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Cum- 
mings’s Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. IX. 10609) was laid on the table. 

QUARANTINE SERVICE. 

Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2493) to perfect the quarantine service of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accoinpanying report, ordered to be printed. 

E. D. EASTON. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, submitted a res- 
olution to pay Edward D. Easton, as reporter, etc., out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House; which was referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN FLORIDA, LOUISIANA, AND MISSOURI, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R, 10722) to extend the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the final adjustment of private land claims in the States of Florida, 
Louisiana, and Missouri,’’ and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the House and bills of the Senate of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) toamend the joint resolution approved 
May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States; 

A bill (H R. 2 31) to increase the pension of Edmund Asworth; 

A bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of James Turner; 

A bill (H. I. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 

A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

A bill (H. It. 3722) for the relief of Jennie R. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F, Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
nans; 

A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F, G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 683% 3) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Louis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Teresa Herbst; 

A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terrals; 

A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; 

A bill CH. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 9174) granting « pension to Woodford H. Houchin; 
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A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 

A biil (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 

A bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hait; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombighbee 
River, in Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to Milton Merwin; 

A bill (H. R: 9679) for the relief of William 8S. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzell; 

A bill (8S. 121) granting a pension to Tobias Baney; 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Onachita 
River, in Arkansas; e 

A bill (8. 341) granting 
and John Whollam; 

A bill (8S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish it as 
a post-road ; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Caroline Ruppert; 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 

A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River, at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Illi- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road ; 

A bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; 

A bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 

A bill (S. 2109) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; and 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes. 


a pension to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the hour for the consideration 
of bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
with. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Doesit require unanimous consent to dispense with 
this hour? 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 
is no provision in the rules for dispensing with the hour by a vote. 
call rests with the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the bill H. R. 3255. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done, as it was understood 
that to-day was to be set apart for the consideration of the general for- 
feiture bill. 


I ask unanimous consent that the hour be dispensed 


There 
The 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 5932) providing for holding terms of the United States courts in the 
district of Minnesota; agreed to the conference asked by the House, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. EpMuNps, Mr. 
WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. PuaH. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 10233) mak- 








. 
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ing an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, and insisted on its 
thirtieth amendment to said bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I willstateto the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ] that so far as the Committee on Claims is concerned it is not 
particular about going on with this bill at this time; but the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] objects to giving unanimous consent 
to passing this hour over, so the committee has no other alternative 
It must go on with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There may be unanimous consent given to |] 
over the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my colleague will allow the general forfcit- 
ure bill to come up. 

Mr. STEELE. If my colleague will allow me to call up and pass a 
bill which will save $100,000 to the Government, I will cheerfully grant 
his request. There will be no debate on it whatever. 
viding for the sale of the Omaha reservation of 80 acres and the purch 
of 600 acres. ‘The 80 acres will sell for enough to purchase all the othe 
land and will save $100,000 to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a very proper bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call forthe regular order. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to call up and pass the bi! 
with the understanding that the hour will then be given up. 

Mr. BLOUNT. LI rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know if this committee shall be passed 
over we will not go to some other committee: and is not the hour to 
be consumed anyhow ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated, unless the hour is di 
pensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iso understood; and therefore I do not see what 
my friend from Indiana is to make in the way of time. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I now renew my motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to consider the bill (H. R. 3255) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida 
on account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The hour begins at 20 minutes past 11. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will please take the 
chair. 





EXPENDITURES IN SUPPRESSING INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (HI. R. 3255) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes. 


Mr. KERR. Ihavesome objections to the passage of that bill, which 
I wish to state at the proper time. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The proper time to state the objections 
is now. I ask that the bill be read for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be reported. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Whereas under the joint resolution of Congress approved March 3, 1881, di- 
recting the Secretary of War to investigate the claim of the State of Florida 
against the United States for the suppression of Indian hostilities, between the 
years 1855 and 1860, the said Secretary of War did investigate said claim and as- 
certain the amount due to the said State to be $224,618.09, as returned to Con- 
gress in the letter of the Secretary of War, dated May 22, 1882, in Executive 
Document No, 203; and 

Whereas there were certain items in said State claim which the Judge-Advo- 
eate of the United States Army deemed best to “‘be passed upon by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury under proper equitable rules, provided by leg- 
islation in that behalf;” and 

Whereas there is now held by the Treasury of the United States, in trust for 
the Indian trust fund, certain bonds of the State of Florida aggregating the 
sum of $132,000; and 

Whereas there has been credited upon the account of said bonds of the State 
of Florida certain moneys due said State under the act approved March 3, 1845, 
entitled “‘An act supplemental to the act for the admission of Florida and Iowa 
into the Union, aod for other purposes ;"’ and 

Whereas certain other moneys are due said State under the act approved 
March 2, 1855, entitled “An act for the relief of purchasers of swamp and ovyer- 
flowed lands:’’ Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is Hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to settle and adjust the claim of the said State of Florida as 
found and reported in said letter of the Secretary of War, dated March 22, 1882, 
and under the acts above cited, and to pay tothe said State such sum of money 
as he may find to be due the said State (under the aforesaid letter and acts, and 
also any further sum that may be found to be due the said State on any other 
account), and in making such settlement he shall retain the whole, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, of said allowance orsettlement and apply the same 
to the payment of the principal and interest, or either, of said bonds of the State 
of Florida, held as aforesaid, or to the reimbursement of the United States of 
moneys advanced by the United States on account of interest due on such bonds, 
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Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The gentleman f 1. lowa|M 
has said that he has some objections to this bill. Iam wil 
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17 ry ’» ? 1. J 2 +} = . . ’ = . +h, 7 . 

Mr. KERR I think there are ome other genti en on this l¢ 

0 al » desi e to present obj Ctl s to the bi ’ ind [ have i~ 


ment that 1 wish to propose 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Will fifteen minutes be s 
gentleman? Lam willing to yield him that time if it is satisfuetory. 

Mr. KERR. 

cause, as I have said, there are some other gentlemen on th de who 


desire to present ot 


the 


1 would like to be recognized in my own right, be- 


nprections. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Then I yield to my colleague [M 
DOUGHERTY ] 
eration. 
M DOUGHERTY. Mr. 
: , 


h this bill was ur 


who had the floor when the bill was last under con:id- 


Chairman, when the last hour during 
consideration expired I was proceeding to 
make a plain statement of the facts in the case as found by the com- 
mittee. This bill is somewhat different from most bills of its nature 
that come before this House. It is not a bill to settle any claim be- 
tween an individual and the Government of the United States, but its 
purpose is to bring about a settlement between a State and this Gov- 
Fortunately for the State of Florida, every question that 
can possibly be raised with reference to the passage of this bill isa 
matter of record. Connected wit! hol 

vile word of \ 


} ¢ ; . tT + ley tol fev 
oral testimony. Most claims which come befor: 
House of Representatives or before Congress for settlement have at- 


+ 
t i Cll. 


ithe whole subject there is not one 


tached to them some little suspic ion, but if the records of the State of 
Florida be true, if the records of the Government of the United States 
be records of facts, then there is no denial which can be successfully 
made any where that the Government owes the State of Florida this 


money. The only question which has ever been raised in opposition to 


| the passage of this bill is the question of emergency, the question 


| 





| served were paid. 


| Secretary of War for a report did so in a carefully 


i 
whether or not there existed a necessity for the use of the troops which 
were called out by the governor of the State of Florida. 

As conclusive of the existence of that necessity, if gentlemen upon 


both sides of the House will read the report they will find that those 
Jo 


troops were called out by the Secretary of War under the orders of the 
President of the United States. The decision of this question of emer- 
gency has been upon two occasions (which are cited in the report) sub- 
mitted to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the Supreme 


Court, by a unanimous opinion, has decided that the governor of the 
State, being on the ground,was the proper judge as to the emergency. 
It is fair to state to the House that this bill, though it passed the House 
at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress without a division, 
met with an adverse report in the Senate, solely upon the ground that 
the Senate committee took the view that the emergency did not exist. 
Now, it is a question which can be properly submitted to this House 
whether or not a Senate committee sitting here years after this emer- 
gency was said to have arisen isa better judge as to the necessity of 
the use of the troops than the governor who was on the ground at the 
time. The United States Government, by its properly constituted au- 
thorities, not only called out those troops, but it subsequently approved 
of their employment, and orders were sent to the commanding officer in 
the State of Florida to muster the troops into the service in order that 
they might be paid as the other United States troops with whom they 
What action, therefore, could this Government tak 
which would settle more conclusively than the action it did take settled 
the question of emergency? Congress in submitting this matter to the 
: worded resolution. 
The Secretary of War followed out the terms of that resolution to 
the letter, and he reported that according to the records of his Depart 
ment there was due to the State of Florida the sum of $224,000. 
Against that the United States Government holds $152,000 of the bond 
of the State of Florida bearing interest at the rate of 7 per cent. The 
State has never defaulted upon that interest. She has stood read 
pay her debt, principal and interest, whenever the Government would 
settle with her the debt which its own authorities admit is due her. 
That is the whole case. This question of emergency is merely a qui! 
ble. The United States garrison, or a portion of it, in the State of 














| Florida had been massacred by the Indians, and yet this Senate com- 


mittee say in their report that there was no emergency! The settlers 
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had been driven trom their homes; the United States governmental 
authorities admitted that they had not the troops in the field with 
which to keep the Indians in check, and in view of these circumstances 
the governor issued his call. The State of Florida is not before this 
House in the attitude of a beggar. She is not here supplicating any- 


thing at the hands of this Government. All that she does ask is that | 
the Government of the United States now, after this lapse of time, shal | 
deal with her in the same manner in which, by virtue of its position, | 


it has forced her to deal with it. Gentlemen upon the other side dur- 
ing the last Congress examined minutely into this bill, and one dis- 
tinguished member, who has occupied a high position in his State, in 
this House, and in this country, and who is admittedly a good lawyer, 
said, after a careful examination of the matter, that it was a disgrace 
that the Government had not sooner liquidated this debt. It seems 
to me useless, Mr. Chairman, to take up further time in talking about 


this measure. Like my colleague [Mr. DAvipson] I am willing to | 


yield to gentlemen who object to the bill, in order that they may state 
their objections. It is true that I may look at this bill from the stand- 
point of partiality. 
of the Committee on Claims I examined it as impartially as I would 
any other claim against this Government, and upon making that ex- 
amination [, too, like the distinguished gentleman to whom I have just 
alluded, was astonished that the Government should have been so tardy 
in dealing out justice to one of the members of this Union. 


time as he may find necessary, to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
W HITTHORNE }. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, it was my fortune at one time 
to examine into the merits of thisclaim. Whilsta member of another 


branch of the legislative department of the Government it became my | 
duty todo so. Without now undertaking to recall the details of the | 
| those usually allowed to the regular Army under similar circumstances. 


case with any method or exactness, I express the impression I then 
formed that the Government of the United States had recognized its 
liability in variou#ways to the State of Florida for the amount, and 


even more than the amount, of the claim mentioned in this bill. <Ac- } 


cording to my recollection, the whole matter in controversy turned 
upon this question—whether the governor of the State of Florida acted 
in the discharge of his legitimate official duty in calling into service 


the militia or volunteer forces of the State for the defense and protec- | 


tion of the property and lives of its citizens. As [remember, the facts 


and circumstances existing at that time made it the imperative duty | 
of that executive officer to thus call into service the militia; and he | 


having done so in pursuance of his official authority and in the exer- 
cise of a sound discretion, and the authorities of the United States 
having recognized the performance of that duty, the liability of the 
United States Government is complete. 

Shall it be said that the governor of a State or Territory of this 
Union, in case of imminentdanger of an attack by hostile foes, must de- 
liberate and go through all the formal steps which might be proper in ref- 
erence to aduty devolving upon him in timeof peace? Shallhe sacrifice 
the property and lives of those whose protection is committed to his 
hands, in order that he may wait to see every matter of detail executed 
in exact form? Mr. Chairman, I conceive that such would not be a 
proper and patriotic exercise of official duty. When an officer charged 
with these high functions undertakes to perform his duty in the exer- 
cise of a sound and patriotic discretion, and the circumstances in all 


their force are recognized by the authorities of the General Government, | 


no clearer legal liability, in my view, can be created on the part of that 
Government. These, Mr. Chairman, are the impressions which I 


formed in the examination of the merits of this claim; and hence I am | 
| to strike out that section. 


now, as I was then, in favor of its payment. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Chairman, this bill is not a 
stranger to gentlemen here who were members of this House in the 
Forty-ninth Congress. A bill exactly similar in its provisions to this 
passed the House in that Congress, but was lost in the Senate. Flor- 
ida is here again asking of Congress the payment of this claim, which 
is justly due her for expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities in the years 1855, 1856, and 1857. There was at that time an 
outbreak of Indians in that State. The United States troops were not 
suflicient in number to suppress that outbreak. It was necessary to 
call into service the Florida troops. This was done with the approval 
of the Secretary of War and the President of the United States. The 
service was rendered by the State troops. The hostilities were sup- 
pressed. The State paid her troops. But the United States Govern- 
ment has never yet settled with the State. 

There can be no question about the liability. Every member of this 
House knows that it is the duty of the United States, under the Con- 
stitution, to protect the States from invasion. Here was an Indian in- 
vasion, The expenses of repelling that invasion have been, I repeat, 
paid by the State, which now calls upon Congress for reimbursement. 

There are numerous precedents for this bill. Many States have been 
paid under similar circumstances, Not long since, as the House will 
remember, a million dollars, or nearly that amount, was appropriated 
to reimburse the State of Texas for expenses incurred in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities. Shall we be so unjust toward the State I 
have the honor in part to represent as to refuse similar redress to her ? 
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Gentlemen now here who were members of the Jast House have ap- 
proved this bill, which was then passed and sent to the Senate. We 
present the same bill here to-day. I do not wish to consume time, for 
we have but an hour in which to dispose of this measure, and [ am 
particularly anxious that we shall reach a vote. This claim of the 
State of Florida has been investigated by the War Department and a 
report made thereon. That investigation was made under a joint reso- 
lution of Congress, approved March 3, 1881, providing— 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
investigate, ascertain, and report to Congress, as soon as practicable, the amount 
of the claims of the State of Florida for expenditures made in suppressing In- 
dian hostilities in that State between the Ist day of December, 1855, and the Ist 
day of January, 1860. In making such investigation the said Secretary is directed 
to receive and consider such testimony as he may deem necessary or proper for 
or against claims, including the muster-rolls of the State troops,and such other 
official data as may be on file in the War Department. 

In accordance with that resolution, the Secretary of War made an 
investigation, and has long since reported that there was due to the 
State at least $224,648.09. One of the Departments of the Govern- 


| ment having thus investigated this claim a ade a favorab “por 
I hope I do not. Most assuredly as a member | ; & thus investigated th claim and made a favora le report 
| upon it, and the House having heretofore passed the bill, I deem it un- 


| necessary to consume any more time then may be required to read the 


conclusions reached by the House commuittee, as forcibly stated in their 
report: 
1. That the services were rendered by the troops of the State of Floridain con- 


: 7 ’ } nection with the Army of the United States. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I now yield five minutes, or so much | 
| tary of War, and the Secretary of War issued orders that the troops be mustered 
| in and out of the service of the United States, for the purpose of paying for such 
| service in the usual and regular way. 


2. These services were recognized and approved by the President and Secre- 


3. That before the orders for mustering in and out of service reached Florida 


| the State troops had been disbanded, and they could not be actually mustered, 


aud the officers of the Army decided that there could not beaconstructive mus 
ter, which was right and proper, and which brought the claim to Congress. 
4. The report of the Secretary of War excludes ail claims and charges except 


5. The amendments recommended continue to shut out these claims and 
claims heretofore allowed or disallowed under other appropriations, 

6, The law has been decided to be that where a State pays interest on disburse- 
ments for the United States, that in allowing the claim interest shall be allowed 


And just there I say the books are full of cases where Congress has 


| paid interest, and particularly where the State had not the money in 


its treasury and had to borrow it, as was the case with the State o1 
Florida, which had to borrow $132,000 from the Indian trust funds, on 
which it has been paying 7 per cent. interest. Weask that amount b 
set off against the State of Florida, and that Congress shall pay th 
balance. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a just claim, and I hope this House will agree 
to pass it. I hope, too, my friends on the other side will not consume 
the entire hour if they can state their objections and allow us to have 
action within that time. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the amount of the claim on the part of the 
State of Florida? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Between $200,000 and $300,000. 

Mr. COBB. All told? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. All told. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to suggest to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that the last section ought to be struck out. It is entirely 
unnecessary. It provides that this act shall take effect from its pas- 
sage. That will be the effect at any rate. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Yes, sir; Ido not know why it was 
put in. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. With the gentleman’s permission, I will move 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The chairman of the committee is in 
favor of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Have I the right to this hour? I do 
not wish to take up the whole hour. Have I the right to the hour, 
and can I yield the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman is entitled to the floor for this 
hour. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. ThenI will reserve my hour. 

Mr. KERR. There are others who are opposed to this bill that wish 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. RERR. When this bill was being considered, and was reported 
from the committee, I was unavoidably absent, or I should then have 
asked consent to file a minority report. The bill is very peculiar in 
its provisions. It seems the Government of the United States loaned 
the State of Florida certain sums of money, and it has never yet been 
paid by the State of Florida, The claim against Florida amounts to 
$92,000, with interest on that sum until the present day. 

In 1856 the State of Florida called out certain militia to suppress 
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Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The gentleman is entirely mistaken | of the United States Government 
according to the method of calculation that I have followed. | Mr. KERR. I now yield fifteen 1 
Mr. KERR. Well, I can not say that I have made a very careful | Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON]. 
examination, but in a general way have computed it, and I knowsome- Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Chairman 
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order. Has the gentleman from Iowa any right to further time? I 
reserved my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to his time; but the 
gentleman from Iowa having taken the floor is entitled to an hour 
under the rule. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Before commencing the debate I asked 
whether or not I was entitled to an hour and the Chair decided that I 
was. I yielded, reserving the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida is correct in stat- 
ing that the Chair said he was entitled to an hour; but the gentleman 
from Florida yielded the floor to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I reserved the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 
loor for an hour under the rule. He now yields to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. 
the Chair to be that way. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, there are certain general features of 
this bill that I do not expect to discuss, as my attention has only re- 
cently been called toit. It contains a number of provisions that I con- 
sider very objectionable, and on some points I desire to be heard. I 
do not consider it a question of abstract right, but at most a question 
of equity that the General Government should settle with this State 
for moneys it voluntarily expended without authority. So far as the 
claim expressly enumerated in the title is concerned it may be that the 
United States ought to settle with Florida. But it is a principle well 
recognized that those who invoke the equity powers of a court or of a 
government ought to come with clean hands ready to do equity. Ire- 
gret very much that the representatives of the State of Florida on this 
tloor—the advocates of this bill—have within the present term of Con- 
gress joined with a few others, and by dilatory motions, and by what 
is called filibustering, obstructed legislation in this House and pre- 
vented the consideration and passage of a general law for the settle- 
ment and adjustment of claims between the Government of the United 
States and the different States. I refer, as the gentlemen well know, to 
the dead-lock on the direct-tax bill. And it comes now in bad grace 
for them to ask aspecial actin their favor. Uponits merits, Mr. Chair- 
man, the State of Florida in its claim for suppressing Indian hostilities, 
as alleged in this bili, had no real question of right. There was no 
authority to call out the troops for the suppression of this insurrection 
or disturbance, no matter how necessary or reasonable it may have been 
to call them out. But the policy of the Government is to deal equi- 
tably and fairly with the several States in such matters, and I raise no 
question upon that point. But Ido complain that the State of Florida, 
by its representatives here, if I do not charge them wrongfully, this 
session have taken part in obstructive measures to prevent legislation 
for the settlement of accounts between the Government of the United 
States and the different States; that it is largely their fault that we 
do not now have, so far as this House is concerned, a general law cov- 
ering such cases. This general law would have done justice to many 
of the States. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. 
terrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Does he not know this bill provides 
for the settlement of the matter? Florida is so anxious to have a set- 
tlement that it is provided in this bill the direct tax shall be paid out 
of the amount due the State. 

Mr. JACKSON. Perhaps that is true so far as Florida is concerned; 
although I must say that the wording of the bill on that point is so in- 
definite that it can not be said to be certain. But, Mr. Chairman, that 
does not relieve the gentleman of the charge of having been a party 
here to proceedings to prevent the Government from obtaining just set- 
tlement with a large number of States. He, himself, by obstructive 
measures—if he took part in the opposition I have referred to, and I 
am assuming he did—is responsible for this state of affairs. 

Mr.,DAVIDSON, of Florida. That was not a settlement. 
was no claim. 

Mr. JACKSON. That does not answer my question nor my point. 
The gentleman has not been acting in such a way as to entitle him to 
equity here. His State, with others, by a general law, might have had 
a settlement with the Government, but the gentleman did not want it. 
The reason is apparent. If all matters were taken into account his 
State, or the people in it subject to thedirect tax, would have been found 
indebted to the General Governme#t. Still more, many of the North- 
ern States would have been entitled to have money refunded to them 
by the General Government-—-moneys justly due them, moneys ad- 
vanced the Government to enable it to suppress rebellion. Until Con- 
gress is ready by general law to settle fairly with loyal States, I think 
other States have no good claim for special legislation in their favor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I would like to by that subject and go to 
the objections I have to the bill itself. This legislation is bad legisla- 
tion, and the bill is, in my judgment, a very objectionable one. I want 
to call the attention of the House to some of the provisions of this bill, 
for I think I can show that it is loosely framed, and that instead of be- 


ing, asit apparently purports on its face, an appropriation to cover $224, - 


I did not understand the ruling of 


Will the gentleman allow me to in- 


There 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 5, 





000 of audited claims, it is a bill under which millions may be, and, 
in my judgment, should it become law, probably will be, taken out of 
the Treasury. It is worded in such a way as to cover a great many 
things besides the claim referred to in its title. I will call attention 
to a few of them. 

First. It purports at one place to authorize an appropriation to be 
made based upon the theory that the Secretary of War and other of- 
ficials of the Government have investigated the claims of Florida and 
the expense incurred by that State in calling out these troops. And 
the impression is given that this amount alone is appropriated and to 
be disbursed, being a fixed amount of $224,648. But I turn tothe sec- 
ond section and I find— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall allow said State to file such further 
evidence as the State may have to establish the right of the State to demand of 
the United States the payment of the items of said claim, disallowed or sus- 
pended, by the Secretary of War. 

That is, having had an investigation of these claims to the amount 
of $224,000, they want that amount paid with interest, as I under- 
stand it, and then they are to have a second trial to prove other and 
additional amounts. 

They want further to have the power of a court given to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to hear testimony and to allow and settle without 
appeal these other claims. Who knows or can estimate to what size 
these claims may be swelled? But I take it that these additional 
claims growing out of the Indian insurrection is only a small part of 
the large amount of money which may be taken out of the Treasury of 
the United States under this bill. On reading the preamble of the bill 
I find, besides the Indian insurrection claim named in the title, that 
there are sundry acts recited as a foundation for other claims under the 
bill. One of these reads in this way: 

Whereas certain other moneys are due said State under the act approved 
March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of purchasers of swamp and over- 
flowed lands,” etc. 

That is one of the acts that the Secretary of the Treasury is allowed 
to inquire about. I will not now enter at length into the discussion 
of the question of the payment by the Government under these swamp- 
land-grant acts. I do say that if there ever shall be a settlement of 
those claims, which is perhaps doubtful, it should be made by a gen- 
eral bill. So far as Iam concerned I am opposed to any payments 
under the swamp-grant acts. Great injustice has already been done 
the General Government by grants of good lands under the claim ot 
being swamp and overflowed lands, and the payment of indemnity is 
unjust and uncalled for. The amount of these claims is indefinite and 
almost unlimited. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. If the gentleman will allow me to 
interrupt him, I can save him all that part of his speech. The com- 
mittee recommend an amendment striking out, in lines 10 and 11 of 
the bill, the words ‘‘ and also any further sum that may be found to be 
due the said State on any other account.’’ Therefore, the gentleman 
will see that the part of the bill which he is criticising is all done away 
with. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. That amend- 
ment does not remove my objection. That is a striking out that is 
more likely to mislead the casual reader thaa to effect any substantial 
object. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I am not a member of the Committee 
on Claims, but I have no idea that that committee, which is composed 
of respectable gentlemen, would come in here with any measure cal- 
culated to deceive the House, and I am told that the purpose of that 
amendment was ,to do away with the objection which the gentleman 
urges. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no intention of charging the committee with 
any purpose of deception, nor does it make any difference in the effect 
of the bill what the purpose of the committee was in striking out these 
words. The bill is to be judged as it stands. 

- Iam free to say that the Committee on Claims have not made any 
attempt to deceive the House. On the contrary, they have given us 
due notice, by the very wording of this bill, that it covers a large 
number of subjects. That it is capable of great expansion, and isa 
most dangerous piece of legislation. All I ask is that members read 
the bill as it is recommended by the committee. We are easily de- 
ceived if we let the bill pass upon any other theory than that it covers 
very much more than the $224,648. If the House does not mean it to 
cover more this measure should be defeated. 

The words to which the gentleman has called attention, and which 
the committee propose to strike out, are mere surplusage. Before those 
words in the bill there are words sufficient to carry claims under every 
act recited in the preamble to the bill. The first section of the bill 
reads this way: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to settle and adjust the claim of the said State of Florida as found and 
reported in said letter of the Secretary of War, dated March 22, 1882, and under 
the acts above cited, and to pay to the said State such sum of money as he may 
find to be due the said State (under the aforesaid letter and acts). 

The words which the gentleman says are to be stricken out do not 
lessen the scope of the provisions of the billat all. The bill authorizes 
the payment of claims ‘‘ under the acts above cited,’’ and ‘‘ the acts 
above cited’’ are ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers of swamp and 
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overflowed lands,’’ and ‘‘An act supplemental to the act for the admis- 
sion of Florida and Iowa into the Union, and for other purposes.”’ 

These are in addition to the claim for expenses in suppressing the In- 
dian insurrection. 
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There is no question in my mind of the scope of the bill, and I do | 


not see how there can be any question in the mind of any one who 
reads it attentively. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. What section is the gentleman read- 
ing? é 

Mr. JACKSON. I have been reading the first section in connection 
with the preamble. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occupied ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied ten minutes. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will ask the Chair to stop me when I shal! have 
occupied three minutes more, as I desire to reserve two minutes. Isee 
that I shall not have time to call attention to all the faulty provisions 
of this bill so I hasten to conclude, and in conclusion I call attention 
to lines 20, 21, and 22 of the second section, which contain a most ex- 
traordinary provision. 

I have never yet heard of an equitable and just settlement of any 


claim between parties but what it was understood that all payments | 


that had been made upon the claim or subject-matter should be taken 
into consideration in the settlement. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, how much time have we occupied on 
this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-nine minutes. 

Mr. KERR. ThenI yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON]. 
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United States ought to pay interest on an unsettled account which has 


t 
r to allow an account to 








been running for thirty years. It ought neve 
run at interest for more than a few years—four or five at the out 
side. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The gentleman will al I » ask 
him whether he is not a member of the Committee on ¢ 
Mr. KERR. Iam 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Did the gentleman present any mi- 
nority report against this bill? 
Mr. KERR. Iwas not present, as I presume the gentleman knows, 
when the bill was reported. I made that explanation in the opening 
| of my remarks. 
Mr. JACKSON. To sum up my objections to this bill: It proposes 
payment to an indefinite amount, about which we can now make only 
he wildest guess. It proposes the settlement of claims of different 
sorts, some of which have received no discussion, and, so far as I can 
find in the report of the committee, no consideration. The amount to 
| be paid must necessarily be large 
Those arising under the swamp-land act an others, I am ut 
terly opposed to paying under any circumstances. Iam not satistied 
that there is justice in any item covered by it. This bill allows these 
| whole matters to be opened up, large sums to be passed on by oflicers 
of the Government without trial in the courts and without appeal. 
It is dangerous legislation, and in my judgment the bill ought not under 
any consideration whatever to pass 
I reserve the remainder of my twenty-five minutes. The Chair will 
| recollect that I had ten minutes additional. How much time have | 
left? 


Mr. JACKSON. I thank the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] for | 


his kindness in giving me additional time. To resume, then, I call 
attention to lines 20, 21, and 22 of section 2 of this bill, which provide 
that ‘‘no portion of any claim heretofore paid said State under any 
appropriation by Congress shall be considered in said settlement.’’ 
Now, why should that provision bemade? If thisis to be an equitable 


settlement which is to do justice between the Government and theState | 


of Florida, why should not appropriations heretofore made to the State 
upon the very matters under consideration be considered in the settle- 
ment? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will answer the question of the gentleman. 
It is because the purpose of this act was toregard every settlement that 
had been made with the State of Florida under any former act final, 
not to be reopened or considered in making this settlement. 

Mr. JACKSON. But that isa very inequitable way of making a set- 
tlement. Everything is to be final as against the Government; but 
everything is to be entirely open in favor of the State. Quite likely I 
may suppose that heretofore Congress has made appropriations that 
were then supposed to be in full of some if not all of these claims. I 
am certainly justified in calling this a most extraordinary bill. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Not at all. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ido not know what settlements have been made 
nor what appropriations may be referred to. But this billat least opens 
the door for injustice tothe Government. That is why I object to this 


The CHAIRMAN. Only three minutes of the hour remain {or the 
discussion of this measure. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to oceupy the three minutes of the hour remain- 
ing by saying in regard to this question of interest, that while a num- 
ber of eases are cited in which interest has been allowed, the authorities 
have not been brought to our attention. I understand it is a settled 
policy of this Government not to allow interest on claims; and such 
allowances have very rarely been made. In respect toclaims made by 
other States for money advanced by them in equipping United States 
troops during the war, we have never been allowed anything more than 
the bare sum of money paid out, without any interest. There are now 


| pending on the part of a number of States claims for interest which 


legislation. I object to it because it appears to me to be entirely one- | 


sided, even if you concede there may be justice in the bill for expenses 
for suppressing the Indian insurrection. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. JACKSON. I assure the gentleman that I dislike very much 
to have to oppose this legislation, because I know how much the Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Florida feel interested in it. 

I have no doubt that the transfer of money from the national Treas- 
ury to that of Florida would be popular in that State. It is almost a 


thankless job on my part to oppose this bill. Nothing but a clear | 


sense of duty would induce me to do it. 

I know very well how glad the gentleman representing that State 
would feel to have this bill pass, and if the payment proposed had been 
limited to something like a quarter of a million dollars for the claim 
named in the title, possibly with a favorable report from the Committeeon 
Claims I would have been willing, so far as I am concerned, to have 
appropriated that much for the sake of the era of peace, good will, and 
fraternity. But I donot wish to be understood as agreeing even to that. 
To the bill as it stands I am entirely opposed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. As the time allowed for the considera- 


tion of this bill has nearly expired, and of course I understand the | 


object of the gentleman, I want to ask him in the utmost kindness one 
question, which I hope he will answer fairly. Would he not probably 
have supported this bill if we had not opposed the bill for refunding the 
direct tax? 

Mr. JACKSON. I donotthink I would. I will say this, however, 
to my friend from Florida [Mr. DAvrpson], that, in my opinion, the 
country would have felt that you had a much better claim for asking 
the passage of a private or special bill like this if you had showna 
willingness to pass a general law to have all matters settled fairly be- 
tween the General Government and the different States. I am opposed 
to this bill on its merits. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Florida will allow me to say that 
I am opposed to the principle of this bill, and would have opposed its 
passage in any event. Ido not believe that the Government of the 





| 


they actually paid and which has not been refunded to them; and the 
interest in those cases runs over only a few years, and they only ask 
the interest they actually paid. By the phraseology of this bill, we 
are required to pay interest for over thirty years on an unsettled bal- 
ance in favor of the State of Florida, and this interest is at ahigh rate 
7 per cent. I say there is no precedent for anything of this kind in the 
whole history of our Government 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

the CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills called 
up by committees has expired, and the Committee of the Whole, in 
accordance with the rule, will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and t Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
fouse on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
H. kt. 3255) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and 
pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made 
in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 
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ENROLLED JOINT RI LUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled the joint reso- 


j 


lution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution approved May 14, 
1288, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now call up for present consideration Senate bill 
1430, with the amendments of the Committee on Public Lands thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up a privileged 
report from the Committee on Public Lands. The Clerk will read the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes 

Mr. WEAVER. I share the anxiety of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands [Mr. HoLMAN] that this bill shall pass 
promptly, if it is what I understand it to be. I would like him to 


designate some time within which the debate on the question shall 


| close and the House come to a vote. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
that it is best to postpone fixing a limitation upon debate until certain 
amendments have been read. I ask that the bill itself be read with the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well. I understand, then, the gentleman 
from Indiana will endeavor to secure a proper limitation of time? 


































































































E. JULY 5, 


o910 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOU 





Sec.7. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act for a grant of lands tothe 


The SPEAKE The Clerk will report the bill. | : 7 : ‘ 
i 6 | State of Iowa in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 


Mr. HERBE Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to hav 
read an amendment which I propose to offer? 

‘ir. HOLMAN, Ihope the gentleman will withhold that for the 
pre ent. 

The SPEAKER. The bill must be read first. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the 
United States hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to 


LR 
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State,’’ approved May 12, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled “‘An act extend- 
ing the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1865; and also 
section 5 of an act entitled “‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,’’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable to 
lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act ap- 
proved June 2, 1864, and entitled *‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act mak- 
ing a grant of lands to the State of lowa,in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State,’ approved May 15, 1856,”’ be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior to 
reserve any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles granted 
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“tate orto any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite 
to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed 
and in operation, for the construction or benefit of which lands have heretofore 
been granted; and all such landsare declared to be apart of the public domain: 
Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way 
or depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore granted: And provided 
further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as limiting the 
rights granted to purchasers or settlers by ‘‘An act to provide for the adjustment 
of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for 
the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in any manner af- 
fecting any cause of action existingin favor of any purchaser against his grantor 
for breach of any covenants of title: And provided further, That nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to except from forfeiture that portion of the grant 
made by “‘An act making a grant of alternate sections of the public lands to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction of certain railroads in said State, 
and for other purposes,’ approved June 3, 1856, or acts amendatory thereof, con- 
ferred by the State of Michigan on the Marquette and Ontonagon Railroad Com- 
pany, lying west of L’ Anse, in said State, 

Src. 2, That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 
tion to which such grant was made, or its assignees, exccuted in good faith prior 
to January 1, 1586, they shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United 
States, in quantities not exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate 
of $2.50 per acre, at any time within two years from the passage of this act, and 
on making requsite proofs and payment to receive patents therefor: Provided, 
Thatin all cases where parties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of 
such State or corporation, or its assignees, are in the possession of, and have 
made improvements upon any of the lands hereby resumed and restored and 
are not entitled to enter the same under the provisions of this act, such parties, 
persons, or corporations shall have six months in which toremoveany growing 
crop, and within which time they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings 
and other movable improvements from said lands: And provided further, That 
the provisions of this section shall not apply to any lands situate in the State of 
Iowa, on which any person, in good faith, has made, or asserted the right to 
make, a pre-emption or homestead settlement. 

Src. 8. That if itshall be found thatany lands heretofore granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United Statesand restored 
to the public domain lie north of the line known as the “ Harrison line,”’ being 
a line drawn from Wallula, Wash. Ter., easterly to the southeast corner of the 
northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township7 north, 
of range 37 east of the Willamette meridian; all persons who had acquired in 
good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any portion of 
said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession of any por- 
tion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under written 
contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or assigns, as 
the case ey be, shall be ong pee ea? acquired, possessed, or 
improved, from the United States, at any time priorto the expiration ofone year QUHERTY 7 
after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored to the public do- M e DOUGH ER ry ‘a I object. 
main by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 peracre, and to receive pat- lhe reading of the bill was then concluded. 
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ents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of the fact of such acquistion, The substitute of the committee was read, as follows: 
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limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act to which the 
same is amendatory. 

Sxc. 8. That all actual settlers on any of the publiclands in the State of Florida 
affected by the grants, who made actual settlement on any of said lands, after 
the time limited in the granting act for the construction of the said road, and 
before May 1, 1888, shall have the right to perfect their entries respectively under 
the homestead or pre-emption laws: Provided, That the title to the land de- 
scribed in the act entitled “ An act granting lands to the States of Alabama and 
Fiorida to aid in the construction of certain lines of railway in said States,” 
approved the 17th of May, 1856, which lies adjacent to the part of the lines of 
railroad built under and in pursuance of the act of the State of Florida entitled 
** An act to encourage a liberal system of internal improvements in the State of 
Florida,” approved January 5, 1855, within the time limited by Congress in the 
granting act, and which were granted to any of thesaid companies by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Florida in accordance with said act of Congress, and are 
held by purchase in good faith from said companies, made before the year 1866, 
are hereby confirmed to such purchasers: Provided, That a mortgage or pledge 
of said Jands by any of said companies shall not be considered as a sale for the 
purpose of this act. 

Sec. 9. That in all cases when any of the lands forfeited by the first section of 
this act, or when any lands relinquished to or for any cause resumed by the 
United States from grants for railroad purposes heretofore made to the State of 
Michigan, have heretofore been disposed of by the proper officers of the United 
States, under color of the public-land laws, or under State selectionsin Michigan 
confirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, where the consideration received 
therefor is still retained by the Government, the right and title of all persons 
holding or claiming under such disposals shall be, and is hereby, confirmed: 
Provided, however, That where the original cash purchasers are the present own- 
ers this act shall be operative to confirm the title only of such said cash pur- 
chasers as the Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied have purchased without 
raud and in the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from the 
United States. That nothing herein contained shall be construed to confirm any 
sales or entries of lands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of May, 
1888, arising orasserted under color of the laws of the United States, and all such 
pre-emption and homestead claims are hereby confirmed. 




















During the reading of the foregoing bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: The real substance of the bill is in the first 
section, the balance being remedial, and I ask by unanimous consent 
the further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope that may be done. The gentleman from In- 
diana has stated the position accurately. 


possession, or improvement,and payment therefor, without limitation as toquan- 
lity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian rights heretofore attempted 
to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, by the Northern 
Pacilie Railroad Company and the Central Trust Company of New York, by deed 
of conveyance dated August 8, 1886, and which are described as follows: A strip 
of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each side of the center line of a water- 
»ipe line, as the same is staked out and located, or asit shall be hereafter finally 
located according to the provisions of an act of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Oregon approved November 25, 1885, providing for the means to supply 
the city of Portland with an abundance of good, pure, and wholesome water 
over and across the following-described tracts of land: Sections 19 and 31, in 
township 1 south, of range 6 east; sections 25, 31,33, and 3, in township 1 south, 
of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5, in township 2south, of range 5 east; section 1, 
in township 2 seuth, of range 4 east; sections 23, 25, and 35, in township 1 south, 
of range 4 east of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by 
this act, are hereby granted and confirmed unto the said city of Portland, in the 
State of Oregon, its successors and assigns forever, with the right to enter on 
the hereinbefore-described strip of land, over and across the above-described 
sections, for the purpose of constructing, maintaining, and repairing a water- 
pipe line as afresaid, 

Sno, 4, That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any 
way any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them, as 
recited in the first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply 
with the conditions of the grant, or as forfeitingany lands that have been here- 
tofore earned by the construction of any portion of a railroad under any act of 
Congress making a grant of public lands: Provided, That this act shall not be 
constructed to prejudice any right of the Portage Lake Canal Company, or the 
Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad Company, or any person claiming under 
them, to apply hereafter to the courts or to Congress for any legal or equitable 
relief to which they may be now entitled, nor to prejudice any right of forfeiture 
or recovery of the United States in respect of any of the lands claimed by said 
companies, nor to the prejudice of the rtght of any person claiming adversely 
to said companies or their assigns, under the laws of the United States. 

Src. 5, That this act shall not take effect except as to lands which were en- 
tered under the homestead and pre-emption laws and at private entry while 
the same were held by the Interior Department to be subject to such entry until 
January 1, 1589, as to a grant of land to the State of Mississippi for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a railroad from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, 


That all lands heretofore granted by Congress to any State or to any corpora- 
tion to aidin the construction of a railroad or a railroad and telegraph line op- 
posite to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad not constructed 
and contemplated within the time specified in the act making the grant forthe 
construction and completion of the whole of such railroad are hereby declared 
forfeited to the United States, and the United States resumes title thereto, and 
all such lands so granted lying opposite to and coterminous with the portion of 
any such railroad not constructed and completed within the time preseribed by 
the act of Congress making such grant for the construction and completion of 
the whole railroad as provided for by such act is hereby restored to the public 
domain and declared to be a portion thereof: Provided, however, That the for- 
feiture hereby declared shall not extend to the right of way of any such railroad 
through the remainder of the route, including the necessary grounds for depot 
switches, side-tracks, machine-shops, and turn-tables, or to lands included in 
any village, town, or city within the limits of the lands hereby declared for- 
feited. 

Sec, 2. That the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend to lands adjacent 
to and coterminous with any portion of any such railroad which is now com- 
pleted which were sold by the State or corporation to which any such grant was 
made, or by the corporation controlling or owning such railroad prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1888, to bona fide purchasers for a good and valuable consideration, but 
the title to such lands are hereby confirmed to such purchasers, their heirs or 
assigns, upon condition that all persons claiming the benefit of this section 
shall, within one year from the passage of this act, make and file before the 
register and receiver of the proper land office, subject to an appeal! to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, proof of the good faith, consideration, 
date, and extent of his or her purchase; and after hearing such proofs and in- 
vestigating each case the register and receiver shall determine whether any 
alleged purchase was in fact made in good faith, for a good and valuable con- 
sideration, prior to January 1, 1838, and shall note the finding in each case on 
the records of the local land office. and shall thereafter certify the same to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to confirm any such purchases of land upon which 
there were prior bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims, valid and subsist- 
ing on the Ist day of January, 1888, arising or asserted under color of the laws of 
the United States, and all such pre-emption and homestead claims are hereby 
confirmed: Provided, That a mortgage or pledge of any of said lands shall not 











; commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, nor as to a grant of | be considered a sale for the purposes of this act. 
land to the State of Alabama for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a Sec. 3. That all bona fide settlers upon any of the land forfeited by this act arc 
railroad from the Tennessee River at or near Gunter’s Landing to Gadsden, on | hereby permitted and authorized to acquire title to not exceeding 160 acres i: 
the Coosa River, and in all eases where any of the lands excepted as aforesaid | each case,as a homestead, under and pursuant to the laws relating thereto, and 
in this section have been sold by the proper officers of the United Statesforcash, | in making final proofof such homestead, the settler shall be allowed for the time 
4 or with the allowance and approval of such officer have been entered in good | he has already resided upon and cultivated the same, and if such settler is not 
i faith under the homestead or pre-emption laws, the right and title of the per- | entitled to the benefits of the homestead law he or she shall have the prior right 
, sons holding or claiming any such lands under such sales crentriesare hereby | to enter the tract settled on not exceeding 160 acres at $1.25 per acre. — 
he confirmed. Sec. 4. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
; é : Src. 6. The price of the even sections of the public lands not reserved within | inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 


granted by Congress; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land 
originally covered by any such grant, or to waive or release in any way any 
right of the United States to have other lands granted by them as recited in the 


the limits of the portions of the several grants hereby forfeited, and within the 
limits of all grants or portions of grants heretofore forfeited, and of all lands 
hereby and heretofore forfeited, is hereby fixed at $1.25 per acre. 
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tute is read. 


Mr. OATES. I think the Chair has fallen into an error: tha 








proposition offered by ntleman from Missouri is not a subst 
but only amendment of the origi oposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo: ge ian from Alabama 
rect. This is anamendmenttothesul » offered by the gent 





from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and is in order. 
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gentleman from Mississippi that this amendment be considered as The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 


pending ? gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that all debate on the bill 
Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw my objection. and amendments shall be considered as closed at 4 o’clock, that the 
‘There was no further objection. previous question shall be ordered, that the order for the adjournment 
Mr. HERBERT. Now I offer this amendment. of the House at 5 o’clock shall be revoked, and the session extended 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana makes | long enough to complete the consideration of the bill ? 

the same request in reference to the amendment which the Clerk will Mr. BIGGS. I object. 

now read, Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the previous question shall be considered 
The Clerk read as follows: as ordered at half past 3. 
Add at the end of section 1 of the committee's substitute : Mr. PAYSON. It should be at 4 o’clock, with the further under- 


** Provided, That all sales or leases ofany lands granted to the State of Alabama | at. j i rening ti 3 i ‘ y 
’ ant State of Alabi sti f er me shall be controlled equally by the 
by the act of Congress approved June 3, 1856, to aid in the construction of the unding that the intervening time shall be coatro i y *Y 


Girard and Mobile Railroad, which, after the said lands were certified to the friends of the three propositions. as bie : 
State of Alabama for the benefit of said railroad, were sold by the Mobile and Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is very manifest that this bill will 
Girard, or the Girard and Mobile Railroad Company, or by, through, or under | yo pass if we continue debate as late as 4 o'clock. It is obvious 
either of them, and all purchases of any of said lands under tax sales held by hat tl ee i} ] i 7 , a me ‘ t I : Hab! y 
the county tax collector are hereby validated and confirmed.” that there will be two or three votes taken in the fouse—proba sly two 
or three yea-and-nay votes—and if we extend the time for debate to 
4 o’clock the effect will be that the bill will fail. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that debate shall come to an end at half past 3 
Add t Ban Datel tents eubetitet o'clock, and that the time shall be divided equally between the advo- 
Add to section 1 of the committee's substitute: -ate > a iti 
* Provided, however, That all of the lands granted to the State of Alabama by the cates of the three propositions. ~~ ‘ 
act of Congress approved June 3, 1856, to aid in the construction ofthe Girard and Mr. PAYSON. Before that question is put, let me suggest to the 
Mobile Railroad, and which have been sold by the Mobile and Girard Railroad | gentleman that if the previous question shall be ordered at any time 


Company or by the Girard and Mobile Railroad Company, or which have been fam : . . . a hi at > ¢ a 
sold as the property of said railroad company for State and county taxes thereon, before adjournment to day the bill will come up here hereafter as un 


and purchased by actual settlers, are hereby excepted from said forfeiture to the finished business. 
extent of 320 acres and the titles to said lands,tothe extentso excepted, are hereby Mr. HOLMAN. No; because the previous question will not have 
confirmed and made valid to such purchasers, their heirs or assigns ; and ifany beer . aaa . 

. . ‘er 2 pas we, . + - 
such purchaser shall have purchased more than 320 acres for the uses of actual set- | 2°" ordered = the pune, but only on the amendments and the en 
tlement, he shall select said 320 acres herein excepted from forfeiture within one | grossment of the bill. 


Mr. HERBERT. Now I ask the Clerk to read the next amendment, 
to be offered in lieu of this one in the event of the failure of the first. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


year from the approval of this act, and file notice of such selection with the reg- Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
ister of the land office at Montgomery, Ala.; and any such purchaser who shall a SPEAKER n>- . v 3 ¢ i+ 
failto make such selection and file said notice shall not thereafter have the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


benefit of the exception herein made: Provided further, That when any such Mr. PAYSON. If the previous question should be ordered at 4 
purchaser shall have purchased in excess of 820 acres for the purpose of actual } o’clock, or by unanimous consent should be regarded asordered onthe 


settlement, or in cases where any of the lands hereinbefore forfeited have been : : i Raw 

sold and conveyed by said railroad company, or sold and conveyed, as the prop- bill and pending amendments, and the vote should not be taken to day ’ 
erty of said railroad company, for State and county taxes thereon, and pur- | Would not the bill come up as unfinished business on the next legisla- 
chased by other than actual settlers, all such purchasers shall have a prior right | tive day? That has been the practice of the House ever since I have 
to purchase said lands from the United States at the price and sum of $1.25 per been in Congress 

acre, which prior right of purchase shail continue for one year after the ap- on Wavy . . 

proval of this act, and not longer: Provided further, That all such purchasers, fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
or their assigns, shall each, within one year after the approval of this act, make | that if the previous question were ordered upon the final passage of the 


proof, before the register of the land oflice at Montgomery, Ala., of the amount san 2 . . : a han 5 
of land purchased, from whom, the title received, and the amount paid there- bill it would come up as unfinished business; otherwise it would not. 


for,and when: Provided also, That such proof may also be made before a judge Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make one other effort to come to an 
of probate or clerk of the circuit court, under the seal of office, and forwarded | understanding. I ask consent that the debate be continued until 4 


by mail to said register: And provided further, That the above-named privileges ‘alanis ‘ 7 . . > hi 
to purchasers are granted only on condition that no claim shall ever be made o’cloc k, that the previous question be regarded as ordered upon the bill 


by them or any of them against the State of Alabama, or any county, school and amendments and upon the final passage of the bill, and that the 
district, or municipality thereof, for taxes erroneously assessed and collected on | time intervening between now and 4 o’clock be divided between the 
any of said lands, whether the same were paid voluntarily or not.” advocates of the different propositions. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering this The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
amendment also as pending? the gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. Mr. PAYSON. Iam content with that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihopealso, Mr. Speaker, that an amendment to be There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


submitted by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] may be con-| Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring 
sidered as pending. to print remarks upon these several propositions shall have leave to doso. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. HOLMAN. I further ask that if the consideration of this bill 
Add before the word “but” in line 5 of section 2 of the committee’s substi- | be not completed at 5 o’clock the session be extended, but not beycnd 
nd which lands, so sold, were not at the time of such sale in the actual pos- 6o clock. i. , ; 
session of or had improvements made thereon by a person other than such pur- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
chaser.” the gentleman from Indiana? 
There being no objection, the amendment was considered as pending. Mr. SPRINGER. Lobject for a moment. I suggest that unani- 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in makinga statementas to the effect | mous consent be given that the House remain in session to-day until 
it adjourn. That is a matter that can always be controlled, and it 


of the proposition pending now before the House I will not refer to the 
has been the rule until this session, and it ought to be the rule now. 


several amendments in detail. I will state, however, the effect of the 
various propositions substantially as they stand before the House; but | Here is an important bill that we desire to consider, and let us remain 
before doing so I would like to have some understanding in advance as | in session until we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the proposition of the 


to the amount of time to be occupied in debate; and I ask unanimous 
consent that the debate shall terminate upon the bill and amendments | gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is substantially the same as 
that indicated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 


at 3 o’clock, and that the previous question be regarded as ordered at 
Mr. SPRINGER. No; it is so confused with other matters that we 


that hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the | can not understand it. 
gentleman from Indiana? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the House remains 
in session anyway until it adjourns. [Laughter. | 


Mr. PAYSON. Before that is done I wish to make a suggestion to 
my colleague on the committee. The request the gentleman makes Mr.SPRINGER. No,itdoesnot. Itstaysin session until 5o’clock, 
and then the rules adjourn it. 


allows only two hours here for debate on this bill, and there are three 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


substantial propositions coming frora the committee: The report made 
SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent that the order for the adjournment 


by the chairman of the committee, which is made by a bare majority; 
the substitute which I have had the honor of submitting on behalf of | of the House this afternoon at 5 o’clock be revoked, and that the House 
continue in session until the consideration of this bill is completed. 


the minority of the committee, and the further proposition of the gen- 
tieman from Missouri, signed by two members of the committee. There Mr. RANDALL. The session to be extended for this bill only. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


are, therefore, three substantial propositions to be discussed in this de- 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the division of the time which was 


bate, and it dees seem to me that two hours’ debate is not adequate in 

view of the fact that this invelves some $200,000,000 worth of prop- | last mentioned by the Chair refers of course to the request which I made 

erty. ' that the time should be equally divided among the advocates respect- 
Mr. HOLMAN. What time does the gentleman suggest? ively of the three propositions coming from the Committee on Public 
Mr. PAYSON. I would suggest not later than 4 o’clock. Lands. Ofcourse the members of the committee will yield to other 

gentlemen as far as they can. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that coupled with that will be a request that 5 
the time of the session to-day shall be extended beyond 5 o’clock, until Mr. HERBERT. I did notso understand the proposition or I should 
have objected. The proposition, as it was stated, was that the tima 


the bill and amendments shall be disposed of. 
Mr. PAYSON. Iam willing that that shall be done. was to be divided among the advocates of the different amendments, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no, not amendments. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not care to occupy of course as much time as 
the chairman of the committee; I d> not ask that, but do ask to be 
heard fora reasonable time upon my a .endment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that my cequest was, inasmuch as there 
were three substantial propositions zrom the Committee on Public 
Lands, these other amendments being all incidental, that the time be 
divided between those three propositions. That was the request I 
made; and I think the Chair so understood. 

Mr. HERBERT. The request was not granted at the time; and 
sometime afterward it was stated in different form by the Chair, as will 
be found by reference to the stenographer’s notes. The proposition 
then stated was that the time should be divided among the different 
propositions. If that language had not been used, I should have ob- 
jected. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was, as indicated by him, that the time be 
divided between the three substantial propositions offered; but in stat- 
ing the request subsequently the Chair did not embrace the full state- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, it having been covered by the 
pretious statement. The Chair simply asked whether there was ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall not object further, upon the understand- 
ing that the gentleman from Indiana will give me time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill try todoso. I will do the best I can. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to be heard also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are three hours to be divided among us; I 
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amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands of the House, 


| in the nature of a substitute, would declare the forfeiture of 54,323,996 


have no doubt that these different gentlemen will have an opportunity | 


to be heard. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave no idea that there is any intention on the 
part of the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands to deprive us 
of the right of debate. That right I shall certainly insist upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to control one-third of the time upon the 
substitute offered by the Committee on Public Lands. 


acres, while the amendments proposed by the gentleman from Missour1 
(Mr. Stone] and the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. MCRAE would 


result in the declaration of the forfeiture of 78,503,088 acres, as will 
appear from the following table: 





i acres W \ i 
d 
Na fra l 
By Ser By H alt ° 
bill 
‘ ! 
Gulf and Ship Island 652, 800 652, 800 
Coosa and Tennessee me 140, 160 140 ) 
Coosa and Chattooga iain 144, 000 144, 000 i 
Mobile and Girard . / 36, O64 | 651, 264 s { 
Selma, Rome and Dalton* ‘ 89, 932 258, 624 | 12, 624 
At ic, Gulf and West India Transit 76, 800 676, 000 l 200 
Pensacola and Georgia acne ‘ N« a 679, 680 | l 8, 880 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas None - 364, 800 725, 760 
Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw None 176. 254 SON y 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon 294, 400 204, 400 627, 200 
Ontonagon and Brule River ae 211, 200 288, 000 283, 000 
LaCrosse and Milwaukee satel None 195, 724 | 235, 773 
| Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Omaha, wien ; alatiaiane , None ; 1, 446, 400 | 1,445,400 
Wisconsin Central............ sda ddiaiahsentaman 406, 880 i641, 480 1,80, 000 
St. Vincent Extension, St. Paul and Pa- 
cifie (now St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba ieee . ceiaeemabe None 1, 113, 600 2 009. 6900 
| Western Railroad None 243, 712 | 213, 712 


Southern Minnesota Railway Exten- 








sion nates oa 832, 115 | 1, 787, 955 
Hastings and Dakota 819, 840 1, 293, 440 

| Northern Pacific 36,907,741 | 46, 947, 200 
California and Oregon..... 1,740, 800 | 3, 686, 400 
Oregon and California 2, 085, 400 | 4, 608, 000 
Southern Pacific 4, 147,200 7, 116, 800 
Total 34, 323, 996 | 78, 503, 088 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill of the Senate declares the for- 


feiture of all lands heretofore granted by Congress to aid in the construct- 
ion of railroads which are coterminous with portions of the railroads not 
nowcompleted. That is the propositionof the Senate. The amend- 


mentsubmitted to the House by the Committee on Public Lands proposes | 


to declare the forfeiture ofallsuch lands coterminous with the portions of 
the railroads not completed at the expiration of the period within which 
the entire road was required to be completed by the law making the 
grant. The propositions submitted by the gentleman from Missouri 
[ Mr. Stoner] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRArE], mem- 
bers of the committee, propose to amend the substitute reported by the 
committee, by providing in effect that as to all roads not completed 


within the time prescribed by law the forfeiture shall cover the entire | tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is found in this, that in most of 
grant. The amendment submitted by Messrs. PAyson, MCKENNA, | 


TURNER, of Kansas, and* HERMANN, members of the committee, is in | 
effect the same as the Senate bill. That is the substance of the Senate | 
bill and propositions submitted by the House Committee and by mem- 


bers of the Committee on Public Lands. The effect of all these propo- 
sitions, however, is to confirm all bona fide sales of land lying opposite 
to the portions of the railroads now completed made for a good and val- 
uable consideration by the State or corporation to which the grant was 
made prior to the Ist of January, 1888. This provision is embraced 
in all the measures pending before the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana what is the 
effectofthe proposition in thisrespect; where patents to lands have been 
issued by the Government to these corporations, does this bill propose 
to forfeit those patents ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir, where the railroad was not constructed in 
conformity with the law making the grant, except as to bona fide pur- 
chasers for a valuable consideration. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then it makes no difference between lands patented 
and those not patented ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; the lands have not generally been -pat- 
ented, but only certified, but no difference is made. Lands whether 
patented or not are declared forfeited unless the corporation had ful- 


propose that all bona fide sales to purchasers for value of lands oppo- 
site to and coterminous with portions of the roads which are now com- 


pleted, made prior to the 1st of January last, shall be held valid. | 


The effect will be to make thequestion of forfeituresimply one between 
the railroad corporation and the United States. The House measures 
all eliminate from consideration all questions as to bona fide sales 
made prior to January 1, 1888, of land lying opposite to portions of the 
roads which are now completed. Eliminating all questions affecting 
bona fide purchases, the question of forfeiture is made one pure and 
simple between the United States and the railroad corporations to 
whom these various grants have been made. The rights of all other 
persons are protected. 

The result of these several measures is fairly stated in a communica- 
tion from the General Land Office, to which I invite the attention of 
the House fora moment. The Senate bill forfeits 5,627,436 acres. The 





* Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amounting to 440,- 
1.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Stat. L., 15 or sole 
use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. The lands 
so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 

The aggregates of the lands named are all to be qualified by the fact 
that in all the measures there is recognized the validity of bona fide 
sales made for value prior to January 1, 1888, opposite portions of the 
roads now completed. 

I shall esteem myself fortunate if the propositions I have mentioned, 
complicated as they are, are sufficiently clear. The objection to the 
amendments of the gentleman from Missouri { Mr. SroNE] and the gen- 





grants made by the Government to railroad corporations, except to the 
Pacilic roads, the railroad corporations took one hundred and twenty 
sections at once, being the alternate sections of land for the first 20 
miles of the road. The title, I think, vested under this legislation at 


| once, and it became the property of the State or corporation manifestly, 


whether subsequently the obligations of the charter were complied with 
or not. Of course you can not declare these lands forfeited, however 
unjust and unreasonable the grants were. I wish we could forfeit them 


| to that extent. 


| 





Further, most of these grants provide that as each successive 20 miles 
of road were completed, if completed in time, patents should issue and 
the title shall vest in the State or corporation. Manifestly it would be 
inequitable to declare them forfeited, even if Congress had the power 
todoso. It is the opinion of the majority of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands that the forfeiture should not be carried to that extent, but 
should be limited to the extent of lands opposite to and coterminous 


| with those portions of the road not completed within the time pre- 


scribed by the several statutes making the grants. 
Mr. CASWELL. If the road is now completed or any portion of it? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. As to the Senate bill, however, that ap- 
parently applies to portions of land where no railroad has been com- 


t ile | pleted up to the present hour. The proposition of the Committee on 
filled its engagements. All these propositions of the Senate and House | 


the Public Lands in declaring these forfeitures is not complicated in 
any degree with questions growing out of bona fide sales, That is 
unfortunate, however, especially as to lands of the North Pacific Rail- 
road, which were sold to foreign capitalists who came to this country, 
it is said, on the invitation of the railroad corporations, and sold, too, 
in large tracts at a less price than the actual settlers were compelled 
to pay. It is to be regretted that such sales should be confirmed. The 
committee have reached the conclusion, however, that as to all these 
sales which were made bona fide and for valuable consideration of land 
lying opposite completed portion of a railroad prior to January 1, 1888, 
the title should be confirmed. 

Mr. COBB. Iask the gentleman whether after any grant title passed 
to the company before the completion of the road ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yet it is true that in many instances patents or 
certified lists were issued before the railroads were constructed, and in 
some instances before they were commenced. 
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Mr SPR INGER When 20 miles of the road were completed ? |} in words which ean not admit of misconstruction, that if the railroad 
Mr. COBB. But beyond that? | was not completed in time ‘‘no further sales shall be made;’’ and in 
MM HOL) MAN. ‘There are many instances | view of this explicit language how ¢ spe the ipreme Court intend to 
Mr. COL B. Not under authority of law ? | declare that the sales made in defi: ve this express provision wert 
Mr. WI ER. But in such cases it passed no title. | valid and would pass tithe to th | ? Why, Congress might as 
Mr. COB! If no title was passed, why then should we legislate | well abandon all legislative powe er if the ‘‘art of definition 
that they shall be« ipted from forfeiture ? | is to make the law. It may up t idea of seeking to 
Mr. HOLMAN. i iply because they are ¢ sterminous with the? r- | frame legislation to restrict a grantet L power or to protect any publi Cc 
tion of the railroad which has been completed. | interest. If its guarded language and clear reservation of power her 
I ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the gentleman mean portio le uployed is capable of such a construction as the gentleman alleg 
ol ¢ road which have been completed at the time the charter re- the Supreme Court gives that law—a construc tion so manifestly 
quired them to be completed ? compatible with the intent of Congress as this islation can ex- 
Mr. HOLMAN No; to portions of the railroad now completed. A | press the public will. If Congress can not enact : vision that wiil 
Jarge portion of tl grants were under the provisions of Jaw which | effect its objectin tg I e yrePre, i 1 unearned land grant, 
I will read. as is here done, then it had betts slative function. 
RYAN I think my friend from Indi: did not understand But as all the propositions recog: lize the sa ade in good faith of 
the question. It is whether the gentleman proposes to forfeit the lands | lands lying opposite completed portions of the railroads up to the 1 
only which are opposite the unc mple sted roads, or opposite the roads day of last January, the question raised is of little practical impor- 
completed out of the time prescribed by their charters? | tance 
Mr. HOLMAN. I d that the House proposition confirms bona But I do not understand that the Supre ne Court of the United States 
fide sales for value opposite completed portions of the several r ‘ile vads | has decided that a sale of land where there was an express prohibition 
now completed. As to the corporation the House proposition does not ; to sell would pass a valid title. 
confirm any grant. McKENNA rose. 
Mr. RYA I under hat, but—— Mr. HOLMAN. Let me read again this section of law. 
Mr. HOL MAN. Ifthe road was completedin time, as prescribed by | Mr. MCKENNA. ill th ntleman permit me to propound a ques- 
law, then no confirmation is necessary. But as to aes fide purchases | tion? 
of land opposite roa Is which have been compl ted, their titles are not Mr. HOLMAN. Let me complete my sentence. 
disturbed, | Andif said roads are not completed within ten years no other sal be 
Mr. COB! But as [ understand it, in some instances there is a for- | de, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 4 
feiture where roads have been completed. | Is it possible that there can be any question as to the meaning of that 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly; if not completed in conformity with inguage ? 
law, but completed without reference to law. Now [ admit that the Jast clause, according tothe decision of the Su- 
Mr. COBB. Now completed, but not completed within the time? preme Court, would not be operative until Congress exercised its power 
Mr. HOLMAN Yes. The House proposition is substantially a to declare a forfeiture, or there was a judicial iorfeiture; but as to the 
declaration of forfeiture against the delinquent corporations, but not | power tos ‘11 and pass title, I undertake to say that the decision of the 
against the purcha We save the rights of all bona fide purchas Supreme Court could not and should not be con strued as declaring that 
Now I shall seek to read the section of law to which I have referre d a sale made in defiance of the law was operative and valid. 
during the course of this discussion. This will be found to be embod- Mr. MCKENNA, Then, if yourconstraction be COFTFESS, what avail is 
ied in substance in the larger portion of the grants made by Congress that provision of the bill saving the rights of bona fide purchasers ? 
in aid of railroads, especially the grants to States, but not generally to Mr, HOLMAN. The ge utleman will certainly agree that Congress 
the {acific railroads. — : may, even in declaring the forfeiture of the land, protect those per- 
That the lands hereby granted to said State shall be disposed by said State sons who in good faith have parc hased it even if they have no title, 
only in manner following, that isto say: That a quantity of land not exceeding | much less confirm an invalid sale. We have been daily engaged in 
one hundred and twenty sections for en — 8 ae vende, ene — yr wi th 7 a | giving validity to claims of a similar character. We confirm titles that 
gov: saan ae aid ‘State shall cortity t > the Seen redemany 7 the baletior aan are questionable or int alid if justice requires it. ‘ * 
continuous 20 miles of either of said roads is completed then another like quan- Mr. MCKENNA. Did you not say that you only confirmed those 
tity of land hereby granted, not exceeding one hundred and twenty sections | titles where the road was completed and the face of the country was 
for such road, may be sold, and so from time to time until said roads are com- A 


pleted; and if said roads are not completed within ten years no further sales 
shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 

It will be seen that there ought to be no embarrassment here in the 
forfeiture which the House proposition contemplates; because, whethe: 
the title vested or not, ac ‘ording to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the Schulenberg case, whe ther the title vested or not or whether the con- 
dition was precedent or subsequent as to the completion of the road 
within the time prescribed there is in common honesty and fairness no 
difficulty in the this grants, because there was an 


vey as ‘aed tr 
Way as CiadssS O1 


absolute ‘nce of power on the part of the ec poration to sell. So 
that if the clause declaring that ‘*the lands unsold shall revert to the 
United States’’ was incorporated or not, or operative or not, there is an 


absolute absence of power on the part of the 


power being expre withheld. 


corporation to sell, that 
sly 


I repeat, therefore, that there can be no reasonable question as to the 
power of Coi 3; to declare the forfeiture, inasmuch as any sale would 
have been null and void. But, as I have said, the House proposition 
to avoid any possible injustice confirms all bona fide sales of land ly- 
ing opposil ympleted portions of the railroads. 

Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 


HOLM AN, Ce 


Mr. PAY> 
M rtainly. 


r. PAYSO) Does not the Supreme Court, in the very case to 
which the gentleman refers, Schulenberg vs. Harriman, announce just 
precisely the other doctrine; that is to say, that until Congress shall 
affirmatively act to reassert its power over this property and formally 


of the lands, the power to sell does con tin ine in the 
of the 


declare a forfeiture 
company, and that the power is limited only by the object 


grant, to wit, the building of the railroad ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not so understand the decision and will not: 


it would seem impossible that the United States Supreme Court or any 
other judicial tribunal, with the law before it, should have taken any 
such ground. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman desires to be 
will be very glad to fur him the language of the decision. 
it here before me in brief. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will have ample time and I will be 
cramped for time, and though I dislike very much to decline to yield 
to the gentleman now, I must refuse for the present. I only state my 
view of the case. ask how it is posssible that court could have 
decided as the gentieman has suggested, when Congress had declared, 


absolutely correct, I 
I have 


nish 


notice to a party that the title was in the road? 

Mr. HOLM a. Yes, in effect. 

Mr. McK ENN Now you construe the granting act 
bid power of —" 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. My friend may see inconsisten 
but Iam notable toseeit. To protect even an equitable 
colorably so is certainly within the power of Congress. 

The House proposition covers all of the remaining grants. It would 
have the effect in af case of Northern Pacific road and all the 
othe rs to restore to yple a large body of land, an aggregate of 
3s double the area ‘of the great State of Ohio, subject, however, to 
bona fide sales. Is there an absence of power in Congress to do this ? 
Is it uitable ? ouse has decided than once that it 
was within its power to declare these forfeitures. The most important 
of these grants, that of the Northern Pacilic Railroad, has been under 
the consideration of Congress before. 'The House has heretofore passed 
a bill deciaring that the lands not earned within the time prescribed 
»y law should be forfeited and restored to the public domain. Why 
not? Take the case of the Northern Pacific. Whatis in brief the his- 
tory of that road? Ishall refer to it, although it will be more elab- 
y discussed hereafter. That grant, involving 42,500,000 acres of 
land, a large portion of it land of great value, with vast coal fields and 
magnificent forests, the very heart of that fertile region of country stretch- 
ing westward from Lake Superior to the Pacific Ocean, 2,400 miles in 
length, was made on the 2d of July, 1864. The grant is 12,800 acres per 
mile in the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 25,600 acres per mile in 
Dakota, Montana, Idaho, and Washington Territories. That road, ac- 
cording to the terms of the law, was to be completed entire on the 4th 
of July, 1875, yet 225 miles of that railroad are uncompleted twenty- 
four years after the grant was made. In 1866 you extended the time 
two years for the commencement of the work. In 1868 you extended 
the time two years for commencement, when not a shovel of earth had 
been moved. The law extending the time, on the Ist of July, 1868, four 
years after the original grant, is as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 8 of an act entitled “ An act granting 
lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Su- 
perior to Paget Sound, on the Pacific coast,” is hereby so amended as to read as 
follows: “ That each ‘and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made 
and given to, and accepied by, said Northern and Pacific Railroad Company 


upon and subject to the following conditions, namely: That the said company 
shall commence the work on said road within two years trom and after the 2nd 
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* the ands to the public d in, subje f urse, to t t 
might arise on behalf of the pu: el land oj te to 
railroad? j 
I speak of it as a naked question } 1 that corpor yn ;' 
; people. } ible injus rd ing t lu l | 
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cl 1 in value under the f rprise railroad | by more than 200,000,000 acres, im rt MM p : 
corporation thought proper to even take t -d complet- yvering our entire Wes 1 front held by a ft lj 
ing in good faith its part of the engagement, to construct this railroad. Mr. Je son’s f t in t t - 
The facts were known to the corporation as to the nature of their grant | tl indest acts of t in » in t ‘ \ 
and the object for which it was made, as well as to Congress or to the | that territory in the possession of Great Britain, or of any 
oflicers of the Government. No laches of Congress or of the Govern- | power, the peace, progress, and securi of the United Stat 
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A forfeiture is clear beyond question upon every consideration of law an 1 the futur iri 1 greatness of the United 5 $y 
justice, and I am contident it is sound upon the high consideration of | lu red {n outlet to the Gulf, a grand frontage on tl 
y public policy, for the grant was made without, ean, and t most e port of t ) vas our 
private fortunes, and not for the public good. luring the negotiati [ I } i ter t \ 
{ndeed, sir, thatgrantcan not be defended. ‘ it power f te é 1 tha 1a I on 
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deemed essential for high public reasons that there should be closer re- | ‘ | lin iti 100 
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curred during the war. Mr. Potter, of Wisconsin, who controlled the 
bill, indignantly declared, in his speech against my amendment, thaf 
‘*the issue of land warrants under previous acts has absorbed nearly 
100,000,000 acres of our public lands and thrown nearly that amount 
into the hands ofspeculators.’"’ Mr. Windom, of Minnesota, was still 
more indignant, and declared, in substance, that it was mere dema- 
gogism. Hon. James A. Cravens, of Indiana, a gallant soldier of the 
Mexican war, was the only member who stood by me with a speech. 
This debate will be found in the Congressional Globe, second session 
Thirty-seventh Congress, volume 67. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what an extraordinary result followed! Within 
ten years afterward grants of public lands to an extent unexampled 
in the history of any country were made to corporations, commencing 
with the same Congress. Howdoes theaccount stand? Ihave before 
me a statement from the General Land Office. Let us consider all the 
grants of land made for military services, for education, and military 
wagon-roads, and to States for railroads from 1787 to1861—a period of 
seventy-four years—and including all grants for education, down to 
the present time, and compare all these grants combined with the 
grants made during ten years after the Republican party came into 
power, on the 4th day of March, 1861, for railroads and military roads 
alone, and what is the result? The grants prior to March 4, 1861, are 
as follows. Let us see the result by comparison. 

All grants made up to this time for military service and education 
are as follows: 


All this territory was acquired by the United States by fair treaty 
and honest purchase, at a final cost of $88, 157,389.98. 

This vast public domain, with the original thirteen Statesand Ver- 
mont, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Maine, never a part of the public do- 
main proper, constitute the territory of the United States, 

This public domain of virgin lands has been the pride and glory of 
the United States, and the source of their unexampled progress and 
greatness. It was guarded with vigilance by our fathers and by all of 
the old political parties into which the country had been divided for 
the future freeholds of our ever-growing population. Under the au- 
spices of Jefferson, as expressed in the famous ordinance of 1787, the old 
feudal tenures, entailments, and rights of primogenture, which had fos- 
tered great landed estates and a nation of vassals in Europe, were swept 
away, and the public domain was dedicated forever to independent free- 
hold estates. Land monopoly, thecurse of the Old World, was abhorred. 
Never in all our former history, even when our fathers were sorely 
pressed for money to mect demands incident to the Revolution, were 
lands ever sold in large bodies, except in two instances—one to the Ohio 
Company, in 1785, of 822,000 acres, and the other to John Cleves Symmes, 
of 248,540 acres, in 1787. This policy of our fathers of hoarding the 
public lands for freeholds of the people substantially controlled the 
land system under ali politicai parties down to the year 1862, and yet, 
as will be seen, liberal grants were made to the soldiers of the Re- 
public and for education. In a few instances great military services 
were rewarded with grants of land. In 1803 General Lafayette was 


rewarded for his great services in behalf of American independence Acres. 
with 11,520 acres, and in 1824 with a township of land in Louisiana. | Military services, Revolutionary WaAL.........cccssssscssereresesaersssees sees 2 ee 
But going back for a moment to another phase of this question, the | Military WOR WROOE, WAT OE BEB isis 2 2 scveccesceves snossenessisnsosnncenventecesenenenien 4, 930, 192 
. . . . ilits i i i of “ é “ 2: 
Republican party justly claims the honor of the final passage of the Military services, war with Mexico, act of March 3, 1855.........,..c00 61, 028, 430 
homestead law, which was approved by President Lincoln on the 20th SRE Tel AIEEE TID win sssiicae cesses cscisesorsccnnctsevriciscareunusin 68, 123, 622 
=e 


of May, 1862, one of the noblest and most humane laws ever enacted. 


‘That measure had been introduced in the Senate by Andrew Johnson | Granted to States and reserved for Territories for school purposes. _ 67, 893, 919 





in 1857, but it was only reported back to the Senate and did not pass. | Agricultural colleges, act of July 3.1868. 600,00 
It was passed, however, during Mr. Buchanan’s administration, and - eee 
met the veto of the President, partly upon the ground that, by a strange Re CIE cen istic cilcnivshesanitaenvassnicaiiidinnineninlials 78, 659, 439 
oversight, persons of foreign birth might enter lands without being the In all for nailiéury surviess end enestion 146, 789, 061 
sain aac sean sepieniaveibe , 783, 


heads of families, while native-born citizens could not make entries 
GRANTS AFTER MARCH 4, 1861, 


SSS sss ssssssssssssessesessnsstessuesnssnneen 








unless they were heads of families. ‘(hat was one of the grounds on Acres. 

which President Buchanan vetoed the bill. To States to aid in the construction of railroads....csessseesseeseeess _ 17,775,624 
Mr. PAYSON. But it was not the principal ground. | To corporations «+ 163, 643, 944 
Mr. HOLMAN. No; it was aot. ‘Ths principal ground was the one Grand total since March 4, 1861....ssssssssssssssssssssssssecssseseesssssen . 181,419,569 


to which my friend manifestly refers, that the President was opposed to 
the measure. The same bill, with the defect named corrected, was in- It appears, therefore, that while it was not thought proper on Feb- 
troduced into the next Congress and passed both Houses. It passed the | ruary 22, 1862, to grant bounty lands to the soldiers of the Union Army 
House by 107 votes to16. There are three members in this House who | on account of its tendency to land monopoly, yet beginning with July 
were members of that Congress—Mr. Cox, Mr. KELLEY, and myself— | 2, 1862, with a grant of 28,000,400 acres to the Union Pacific Railroad 
all of whom voted for the bill. It passed the Senate by 33 votes to7, | corporations, Congress within ten years gave directly to corporations 
and was approved by President Lincoln on the 20th of May, 1862. I | and to States for corporations 181,419,569 acres of land, a territory 
voted for it as a member of this House with infinite satisfaction. All | eight times greater than the State of Indiana. All this in ten years! 
men hoped and expected that it dedicated the public lands forever to | While from the year 1787 down to this day all the grants made by Con- 
actual settlers. The prompt introduction of the homestead bill in the | gress for common schools, the foundation of the grandest system of edu- 
first Congress controlled by the Republican party seemed to give that | cation the world has ever seen, including the sixteenth section of every 
romise. But such, unhappily, was not the result. township of the public domain down to the formation of the Territory 
While the bill was pending in the House on the 18th day of December, | of Oregon, and the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in every town- 
1861, I submitted a proposition that the act of March 3, 1855, which had | ship of every State and Territory organized since, including also all 
secured allotments of public land to the soldiers of every successive war | grants for universities and colleges, and all grants for military services 
prior to that which was then waging, should be extended to the soldiers | in all the wars from the Revolution down to the war with Mexico, ag- 
of the then existing war for the Union. That proposition was made | gregate 146,678,061. This aggregate of 146,678,061 for education and 
in view of the uniform policy of our Government in all former wars, | military services covers the grants of our entire history. 
and because no act could be more becoming a Republic than to invest the As to grants prior to March 4, 1861, and subsequent to that date 
soldiers who fought in its defense a freehold in the soil of their country. | under all parties, Democratic, Whig, and Republican, to aid in the con- 
The argument against it was that its tendency would be to monopolize | struction of railroads and military wagon-roads, I submit the following 
the public lands, that bounty-land warrants assignable would certainly | table, prepared at the General Land Office. A glance will show the ex- 
produce that result. That was the only argument that could be urged | traordinary contrast between the policy of the Democratic party and 
against it, for the public lands were then ample for the purpose; but | the Whig party and all other parties on the one hand and the Repub- 
it was successful, and my provision failed by the action of the gentle- | lican party on the other in relation to the public land, the most valu- 
man who controlled the bill in the House. The debate on my prop- | able wealth a nation can possess. It will beseen that the largest grant 
osition to grant bounty lands to the soldiers of the war for the Union, | ever made prior to March 4, 1861, was that to the State of Illinois for 
in view of the results, was one of the most interesting debates that oc- | the construction of the Illinois Central Railroad of 2,595,053 acres. 


Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-voads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
[Compiled from the official records of the General Land Office.] 















Area 
Date Estimated | certified or 
Names of companies, State. Mile limits. of granting | area ofentire |} patented up 
act, grant.* to June 30, 
1888, 
Grants to States prior to March 4, 1861. 
905,053.00 | 2°505.053. 00 
Tilinois Central .»-| Sept. 20,1850} 2,595, 053. , 053. 
io Ri d 1, 004, 640. 00 737, 130.29 
a sino | sea 4 
Hannibal ana St. Joseph ond 81, 944. 186, 34 
Pacific (Bowthi went WEaMed).......0.....+.<0seesssosesscsnsoesonnsestoseovensssenssunensenbennsonesonseosesonesoenscussens esses d 1,161, 235.07 | 1,161, 164.51 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875. 
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t “ Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the « n of railroads and wagon-roads, ete. —Continued. 
= 
y ¥ ™ _—— . 7 a rs 
t # Ar 
l D Fs 
, Names of « panies Stat Mile ts of ant ur 
- ‘ 
6 8 
te an . 
a Grants to States subsequent to March 4, 1861 
a Cairo and Fulton : : : ievneonmany esee Missouri and | 6and 1 Fe } 3.4 I } 
d Arkansas 
y Little Rock and Fort Smith ‘ ‘ asia aduouven do ‘ lo ke 1.09 1.09 
o a Memphis and Little Rock.............:.:+s0eeee pdeleielinliaiuaees do do i 1 x 
6 5 Burlington and Missouri River ..........+.+. 7 . Sa lowa d Ma 
e Mississi ppi and Missouri [Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific].... 7 lo d I 
lowa Central Air Line [Cedar Rapids and Missouri River).. ‘ : do do do l 
¥ Dubuque and Pacific 4 weit i aiaieaaia . J ‘ : ‘ J io a lo l 
f Florida, Atianticand Gulf {Pensacola and Flori I l 1 M ] 5 ) l ' 
“¢ Florida, now Atl ic, Gulf and West India . ) ) ) " 3. 28 
2 * Alabama and Florida.............s000e ‘ we lo do ) 165, 688. », GSS 
e : Do. ible sti aiid aad cn Alabama do lo £19, 520. 0 ) 
GQ i Tennessee : NII sancicecicckciodatilinetiehbiatentinsbanubaniniie ) lo June 18 l ‘ ” si 
ig i Coosa and ¢ ed ; ; evece do ) i i ON 
Wills Valley nd Morths ast and Southwestern (now Alabama and Chattanooga do do.. do “ 00 ( s 
° Mobile and Girard.......... 2 ; malvern Seapenilenaionananis Guts ‘ a do do 840, 880. 00 S 
Tennessee and Alabama Central South and North Alabama _}...... sociseueonne do do 76, 000. 00 138, 9 
D Alabama and Tennessee Rive Selma, Rome and Dalton - a lo d do (81, 920. 00 i 
Bay de Noquet and Marquette | now Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon Michigan do 1 128, 000. 00 ” 
Marquette and Ontonagon sdeedibaginenniede do do d $31,509. 15 2 14 
Ontonagon State Line {[ Brulé River ani do do lo 217, 916. 95 
0 Marquette and State L ine, afterwatr ‘ds known as the Chie fond du do ck 0, 000, 0O of ” 
92 Lac [Chicago and Northwestern]. 
im Amboy, Lansing and Traverse Bay......... ecabapeaniina . . - Siinpene do do do 1, 052, 469.19 74 
30 . y. I & 3 
a Grand Rapids and Indiana .................0 me sain cde Uinahiodsesagninieceroniae ' do do.. do s 160. 12 s ( 
2 Detroit and Milwaukee............ siinepainnlidevmabiecsuiieds puccsenenseseccee “ ; lo do do.. 35, 420.19 | s 
a Port Huron and Milwaukee.............ccc0..ccssssesseceeees ns neaiediieinicwetees hee lo do do 12, 384. 00 | i 
Flint and Pere Marquette ‘ aiichainiadainsteninatibenines do do do 86, 828. 72 12 ( 
19 La Crosse and Milwaukee, after is Madison and Port oe — Visconsin ‘ 550, 00 ! 38 
ao La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Farm Mortgage Land Company d ; 250, 546, 88 228 13 
00 La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin ...... : , » lo.. ; 297, 654. 32 296, 654. 32 
a St. Croix and Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha 
39 Main line......... ° ‘ 195, 047.24 195 
— Bayfield Branch.. oi viehhinninenainendes ; We ; iaetiets . 6 and 15 _ 319, 962. 89 
34 Chicago, Paul and Fond du La ac ic hicago and Northwestern * ’ ) do : Ji 5, 1865 565, 575. 76 i 
Vichebaee. ‘Shreve port and Texas (now Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacitic , Louisiana do 610, 880. 00 
New Orleans, Opelousa a | ee lo do ‘ ds : 157, 840. 00 14 ; 
3 Southern [ Vicksburg ¢ Meridian] ...... Mississip do . Aug. 11, 1856 104, 800, 00 198, 028. 41 
24 Gulf and Ship SOS ENA SEI IIS eR denasenvonieen jecviesdon lo ‘ lo do 652, 800, 00 
44 Minnesota and Pacific, afte rwards ‘St. Paul and Pacific puineg saleteainnidnahiaNitesinanehee Minnesota lo Mar. 3, 1857 749, 183. 37 7.68 
a Minnesota and Pacific [St. Paul, Minneapolis ane Manitoba ‘shamnmeens lo do do : 885, 000. 00 4S, 223. 09 
69 ; Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley Paul and Sioux City do de do 606, 000. 00 658, 133.11 
Minneapolis and Cedar Valley [Minnes ota Cer nitral] peusatences saat ‘ ‘ Sonsensece lo do do 86, 041. 80 107 , 823. 97 
)- ? Winona and St. Peter iaeoansnaisciniiant sopvuavteteasmeanencetenases anne do ‘ do ‘ do 846, 000. 00 1, 006, 072. 39 
Ly Southern Minnesota................00+ sincotnioae sate Liaaearninaitiekaaibalan ’ BOiivcseiinns do sda cision 59, 619. 45 », 619. 45 
7 4 Total to States prior to March 4, 1861...... vianeneveowen avicobe nae ese oaialateia i .| 30, 470,920.25 | 23, 105, 467. 95 
is fe Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston. .......cccc.cccesseeseeseeees ie . Kansa 10 and 20. ; Mar. 3, 1863 800, 000, 00 », 104, 95 
ry i Atchison, Topeka and Santa F6.........00:.0.sc:cecsesccee seccsccesscocseses janine ananens do aduiaaia do oli incon 3, 000, 000. 00 2, 934, 52 
' , Union Pacific, Southern Branch, after wards the Missouri, Kansas and Texas a do . do , 1. 520. 000. 00 : ao . 
3 St. Joseph and Denver City........ ie aie RET do do 2 July 23, 1866 1, 700, 000. 00 162,573. 24 
o- 3 Portage, Winnebago and Lake Super +, Wisconsin Central . W isconsi n it sisica May 5,1864 1, 800, 000, 00 78 
_ “ La C rosse and Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin, now Chicago, St. Paul, Min nid Jesh dhadtstaaelcusdeeesidinessiateeasti i SS 624, 813. 21 i7# 
z neapolis and Omaha, 
ry 4 St. Croix and Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha 
‘'y 2 BN dh nctastacssseensediass Selina eta: seach: slhahaainticsdintinédudemmeabpaines do 29 28 14.64 
n= , FE Soi. coiacnuinpaesaiatabad tanseweeseceguannorentnens pintikubeniiidecasenreneneunies sas ‘ do 144, 399.51 14 2.24 
Lake Superior and Mississippi, now St. Paul and Duluth. sananataadie eiitiendl Minnesota 10 and 20............. May 5, 1864 920, 000. 90 s 1.00 
i : Sioux City and St. Paul lowa do ; Mav 12, 1864 524, 800. 00 41.852. 88 
eg g McGregor Western . edidiiedtvtnhacsbiichipnetdidustaibaseuinitiastaieadiaueat do do do 1, 536, 000, 00 { 1.07 
g- A Grand Rapids and Indiana . aad lia lara a on Michigan do June 7, 1864 852, 960. 00 5 ; 12 
1 x Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley. sens tediianeutaieiniamienanieiiiibaie Minnesota.. do.. ; May 12, 1864 404, 000. 00 i il 
1C ; Bay de Noquet and Marquette ‘Marquette, Houghton and Ontons ion | Michigan. do eee) Mar. 3, 1865 
‘ Marquette and Ontonagon ‘Marquette, Houghton an& Ontonagon.}................ do ‘ian do . do. 221, 006. 10 1, 064 
te % Peninsula [Chicago and Northwestern]. (Sec Marquette and State line do 6,15, and 20 } _ 2 : is -|\' 249 { 
- i Lar >, 1 
o- 4 Minnesota and Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacific..............ccc0esceceees ‘i Minnesota. ”) DOr cece 5. Onn 2 ) 
ag a i eerecececescesescccveeccccccosaseccececs . . es lo = do osccvee do 199, 455. 58 ) 418.45 
x- A Minneapx lisand ¢ ‘edar Valley [Minnesota Central ]........ be : patadecesae ) do yo de wal 7 1. 20 1. 882. 63 
d 7 wit tS, =»y re Rovian edieencilemienshetdiae ; do lo ! 1, 0 714 
) Southern Minnesota.................... ‘deiiiaatinianiaeiai ‘ do j 4,1 " 0.00 ‘4 - 
b- Hastings, Minnesota and Red River of the North, now Has tings and Dakota do d lo 950, OOK, OF 770. 77 
u- mm as ae , 
nt Total ocecreececccccrececesesceseeeses eosecs eceuecssess eee . ae j é 4 il j 
or Grants to corporations subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
Union Pacific............ Las basins ‘ ‘ 20 {| Boho 4 > 12, 000), ( x 2, ¢ “ 
) Ju 2, 1864 | 5 
Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western: 
Denver Pacific wrasse do July 1,1862 04 ‘ 
hii ealidinddenputntsees onticadseces sscuastapesanencbocansesditapseetinktebeeesen caesne cencepeanedspieeececce do - Slicevinincns 1), OOO, Of 4 
; ‘ 
- 3 Central Pacific and Western. ...............seese ener : ccelbisgtie ’ " do ad : ws pr 000, 000. Of ro et ae 
t 1 Vv - Ls : ' S , 
Py Hannibal and St. eee Pacific, Central Branch].. ‘ ateGeenestl pointed do do 781, 944.8 4, 250. 08 
c a Ee Ee Ce ares ses sab Sst rnd sinnveiterinccecosonenseses soieceumes smennenenva ’ sone : hes 10 do ( 0, OF 11, 398. 23 
p s Burlington and Missouri Rive: r. ethic teeta —_ , ieaieeaiibel snispadundosensl Seen ee July 2, 1864 2. 441, 600.00 | », 373, 290. 77 
, g I a A ois cnet aabsemmbeanebeaimaannennneses ‘ sadbiattinhielieta +-| 20,30, 40, and 50 47, 000, 000, OF 1, 037, 359. 21 
4 California and Oregon | Central Pacific] cewee Z0and 30 July 23, 1866 3, 500, 000, 00 1, 362, 433. 61 
a Oregon Central |Oregon and California} do July 25, 186 900, 000. 00 322, 062, 40 
Atlantic and Pacific... pevaneisicebtibaninl ole 20, 30,40, and 50.. July 27, 1866 | 42,000,000. 00 959, 206. 87 
IS TINE a... cscccansntnithoah chico’ 20, 30, and 50 do 9, 520, 000, 00 1, O40, 430. ( 
x Oregon Central [Oregon and ¢ ‘alifornia] forfeited........ 20 and 25.... . May 4,1870 , 200, 000. 00 
03 % Southern Pacific, Branch line 20 and 30... ‘ 1871 3, 520, 000. 00 187,719. 65 
29 a New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vic ksburg do wel ey bane 3, 800, 000. 00 679, 287. 64 
44 Be Texas PACIIC.......c00...c00.c..0seseee whueipeciate 7 20, 30, 40, and 50 do 18, 000, 000, 00 
34 ee EID once coseharecensdencesabanesseeneih dgiaibudcubdhicmneneglidehalinelibdlreestgs dediatnieteiesneucteet Wand 20 Mar. 2, 1867 320, 000. 00 
51 ee a ——_____—___———~ 
i eiittidiancscnedvak cicusesecee saceace senscuvencncees ; ; pasa Sotweas ‘ ‘ -oeee 163, 643, 944.83 | 13 15 4,111.02 


e The nena of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875, 
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Land grants made by Congress in aid of the construction of military wagon-roads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1381 
Area 
Dat Esti ited ertified « 
Route of road, State. Mile limits, of granting aofentire patented up 
vc route to June 30 
1888 
Grants for wage oads prior to March 4, 1861. 
= Acres. Acre 
From the Lower Rapids of the Mia of Lake Erie to the western bounda OE BGs ED ccevntncnicrcntoncavieen Feb, 28 49,177.45 49,177 
( ect it reserve 
Fro i ¢ umbu » Sandusky seaside 7 il i ha j ya ..do.. : Mar. 2, 27 31,596. 09 ( 
From Lal | 1, Via Indianapolis, tosoime convenient point on the Ohio River.) Indiana One section per iO ctansnmnd 170, 580, 24 2 
ic 
Tota pri 90) BIR serene ccccavdonsbendticnbinbtnh sep sduceieaeacotunenniindantantst pede cdepes nivncswibend tepaitiiidiuiaaiidiaisien xesdumeils 303. 78 251, 353.78 
Grants for wagon-roads subsequent to March 4, 1861, 
From Fort Wilkins, Copper Harbor, Mich., toGreen Bay, Wis Michigan........ 1863 221,013. 36 
Do aout nti ai Wisconsin. _— 302, 950. 96 
From Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw Michigan.... L864 
From Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw tis sunsdassendbencchente tibiae taagad vena eaeennsenentaueptindsaisennendibiins 
From Wausau to Lake Superior sadiobisnannnnbenenntbassraennseetegiosmivanaie i ; IN: cba sEhiinsnnsenidiaastengeuudin Tune 25, 1864 qrerencginisisds identi 
From Eugene City, Oregon, tothe eastern boundary of State gon Central military | Oregon.......... July 2, 1864 720, 000, 00 
road|, 
Do pesinsbennmtits is iii iccisneeseambeehaie Dec, 26, 18656 aaieloni ; 
From Corvallis to Yaquina Bay . ; 7 — a 3 July 4, 1566 76, 855. 98 s 
From Albany, O yn, to eastern boundary of said State Willam > Va 1 Cas Pilates centihshincssidinind bemittmnoteaiitiniihdeiemiaabtads July 5, 1866 548, 749. 53 548, 749.53 
cade Mount i 
From Dalles City to Fort Boisé do. sand 10 Feb. 25, 1867 556, 800, 00 126, 910, 23 
nn are SN Ta PUN sects ns eitasnceciahiielbisicac tes taasibeendianingnltmpraisiasessaemnnsiniiitahishdand anni do and 6 May 3, 1869 104, 000, O1 104, 000, 01 
rotal i i} qt DD a iieitbastiatibiiaitinindsiaieanien iiss B 379. 84 1, 782, 730. 74 
G 1d rate 2, scl, 733. 62 2, 034, 084, 52 
*Th ures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the G ilLand Office of 1875 
Recapitula land grants made by Conqress to States and co wlio for railroads and wagon-road purpo prior and subsequent to March 4) 
1861. 
. . 
inne Acreage certi- 
‘ creage . 
Grants. Pin fied or pat- 
granted. ae 
ented, 
Prior to March 4, 1861. 
TO STATES, 
Acr b Acres. 
Se Sin TIO, HTC G IR vco cnccnnviwvnsncernntnninscnctsnindeanthinidsahstiuiabbbnnimsianiniianenitigs tapas mninmntaa eh aoiiaeadaanieniad ), 470, 920. 25 23, 105, 467.93 
Grants for WAGON PULPOSES..........ccccsceccccrceseccccccessoccersercsccenes socscensrevcsssvercccccssereccccce seones sevenesevesesseeeosee sesecoescos 251, 353. 78 251, 353. 78 
TEEN ccvecaxsccnaneenedeonsctens cocmuaresconentopeenmeseses snes aeson qhibassedens \encaeuabeebinh pinan censeonneetbepnenenesecehes bane © arccessess 0, 722, 274. 03 25, 356, 8 O17 16 
[No grants to corporations were made by Congress during the above period, ] | 
Subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
TO STATES, | 
Grants for railroad purposes........ ns lain ati lanieh iene ina ie aa : Seneowenne abides cities 17, 775, 624. 86 11, 360, 367.57 
Grants for WaZoON-TOAd PULPOSES.........csecescerccersveeressessenserenerenrnses diininennaceudenpeben oeetendiianiensentsenapbinbiapheseuahsnteeen dalantmiviencnaln hada 2, 530, 379. 84 1, 782, 730.74 
Tete)... sccscdced docéeeciubeeisenpneesetntebhineetsnsecnsvneiabacediieaneateuasitalianéieedpiaansapecubnnans sein tbisrtnsaanmanambeniaaeA Enna 20, 306, 004. 70 13, 143. l 
TO CORPORATIONS ' 
Grants for railroad purpoOses.......... cose rceceereecscssarscasacesrenssoneereeessensreseneeeeaeseeesee sesnsseeeensnsesensesesooeaneesenensessenes ascronerenceeservenesssevesbbecovens 163, 643, 944. 83 13, 454, 111. ¢ 
ses... cnanscnciscnantnuednbidie sence sebdiasanteetbdunbedeesess bekacancendéd tedenniieans teenbbeetebbGeted tecuabesdl cusuasbvenos eantédnneantesneanaaaen ene 183, 949, 949. 53 597. 209 
Excess in acres of grants to States and corporations subsequent to March 4, 1561 ........ nities diinhesisilpnrs miaeiseiniilittincidianasia Jihbennetebnetenelearseepens 3, 227, 675. 50 3, 240, 387.57 


But gentlemen suggest that time was not of the essence of the grants, 


and that the railroad corporations might hold the land until, by the 
industry and energy of the whole people, the country should be set- 
tled up and the lands increased in value. If this view be correct, 
then the infamy « S these grants is the more apparent; instead of he- | 
ing grants to ‘‘aid’”’ in the construction of railroads and open up the 
country, these grants should be designated as gifts of Congress to | 


wealthy gentlemen to oe enhanced in value by the labor of the Amer- 
ican people. If time was not of the essence of these grants, why did 
the Northern Pacific and the others ask for an extension of time which 
Congr usly granted? Letuslook atthis matterfurther. Take | 
the case of ¢he Northern Pacific Railroad. According to the last re- 
port of the Con mamissioner of Railroads, this company had received up 
to Decervber 31, 1886, patents for 13,845,072 acres, and had sold 5 
060.99 ;, for which there was received in cash $21,324,039.07; still 


e5S gract 


977, 


due, $3,788,836.63, making in all for these 5,977,060.99 acres granted 
to that corporation the sum of $25,082,000. The words of the Com- 


missioner are as follows: 

The total number of acres of land received by this company from the 
Government by patent and certification, December 31, 1886, was 13,845,072.- 
50, of which 5,977,060.99 acres have sold. From these sales the com- 
pany has received $21,924,089,07, and there are outstanding on time sales $3,753,- 
836.63, 


been 





Assuming that the residue of the 13,845,072 acres patented to that 
road shows the same return, something more than $3.50 an acre, wh 
| will be realized from the lands for whicl h that company has already 
| obtained patents from the General Land Office? The enormous sum 
of $48,457,742, asum within $27,000,000 of the cost of the entire road 
from Lake Superior to Portland, Oregon, with the branch acros _ 
Cascade range of mountains to Puget Sound, an imperial possession. 
| The whole cost of the entire system is estimated by the Commissione 


+ 
al 


| of Railroads at $75,000,000. ‘The Commissioner tells us in his re pe rt 
| that the corporation has reserved its coal andtimber lands. Of course 
these public “spirited gentlemen who have obtained this grant of 42,- 


500,000 acres of the people’s land will withhold the valuable coal and 

timber land to enlarge the imperial wealth a benevolent Congress has 
| given them out of the patrimony of the people. Yet gentlemen think 
| the remainder of this imperial grant should not be forfeited back to 
the people. 
| Gentlemen think injustice would be done to this corporation if we 
| declare the forfeiture here proposed. I think the injustice was in 
| making the grant. The natural results of such a fostering of wealth 
| by law made its appearance in due time. Instead of these grants ever 
| operating for the benefit of the settler, the result was exactly the re- 
| verse. Before the homesteader was ready to move, before the landless 
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slature of that State to the 
Ore n Central eit il aaa ia Forty-eis . a399 | duce and assist that compan I 
ir meme \ k Pare : dO -..0-00 _ 00 ) from the city of Ch 
, moun co uy OM 4 “ - 
- tae “ Atte } t WIT ' of « . 2 
A tic and } fic ; veeeees) Forty-ninth 23. 871 360 ATU r that a numbe! f gi : 
Tuscaloosa and Mobil panini milar purposes. Up to1s562t y of Cong had be 
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whole people thereof by putting » their own 





a Saleh acntanesiitesiliabdeidiiie slisiaaiadl siieaiimnimail 50, 482.2490 | properties, to be used Dy rises ¢ rreat local 
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ol the states them- 


‘ importance—enterprises inaugurated by authority 
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* Estimated. selves and subject to their control. The policy of making grants, even 
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of that character, was stabbornly resisted by many of the greatest and 
wisest men in our parliamentary history, and the wisdom of that re- 
sistance has been made manifest by the evil and disastrous consequences 
which have in later years grown out of it. 

Noserious objection, perhaps, could be urged to the mere act of grant- 
ing a limited amount of land to new States struggling in their infancy 
against the difficulties, inconveniences, and poverty incident to com- 


munities upon the frontier in the formative period, and placing it in the | 


hands of the community itself, to be used wisely and judiciously in the 
dexelopment of the country, if the policy of making such grants should 
stop there and go no further. But it was thought in the beginning of 
these grants that to make them, or that the right to make them, was 
couptful under @ proper construction of the constitutional powers of 
Congress, and that if even a seeming infraction of the Constitution in 
this regard was permitted, though for a purpose at that time apparently 
beneficent, it would be a breach in the wall through which future in- 
roads upon a larger scale and far more dangerous in character would be 
made; and I repeat now that the wisdom of that opposition has been 
unfortunately verified by the events which have since occurred, for in 
1861 a political party came into power and assumed control of public 
affairs in this country whose whole history before and since shows its 
utter disregard of constitutional restraint. The Constitution has never 
stood in the way of that party when it sought an end; and if it did it 
was so much the worse for the Constitution. Where the disposition 
and the power arecombined it isalways easy enough to evade the law. 
When a party, latitudinarian in its construction of constitutional limi- 
tations and powers, is pushing forward to the achievement of the pur- 
poses it has in view, every mistake made in the past is widened and 
widened in its scope and effect, until it is made not only a precedent, 
but the ruleof action. 
1851, looked back over the history of the past and saw that other parties, 
the Democratic party among them, had from time to time granted more 
or less lands to States, which the States had in turn used in divers ways, 
frequently by grants of their legislatures to private corporations, to aid 
in the prosecution of local enterprises, took a step in advance, and, put- 
ting the States aside, made enormous grants of the public lands directly 
to railroad corporations. 

[t may not be uninteresting, Mr. Speaker, in this connection to give a 
brief history of our public domain and the connection which the two 
great political parties of this day have had with it. At the outstart I 
make this statement, that without claiming aught of credit for the ces- 
sion of the great Northwestern Territory and the cessions made to the 
lederal Government by Georgia and other States at the beginning of 
our national history, or without claiming ought on account of the pur- 
chase from the State of Texas, only a small part of which is embraced 
in the public domain, every acre of the public domain of the United 
States was acquired under Democratic administrations except Alaska, 
that terra incognito of the north, and even that was acquired under the 
administration of Andrew Johnson, who fled from the contaminations of 
his own party to seek fellowship and die forgivenin the arms of the old 
party of constitutional government. More than that, these public 
lands were not accidentally acquired while Democratic administrations 
happened to be in power, and as mere incidents of those administra- 
tions, but they were acquired as a part of the fixed and settled policy 
of the Democratic party, often in the face of turbulent opposition. 

What was acquired in this way and by this party? First, the Louisi- 
ana purchase, made in 1803, during the administration of Mr. Jefferson, 
embracing 1,182,752 square miles, or 756,961,280 acres; second, the 
Florida purchase, made during the administration of Mr. Monroe, in 
1819, embracing 52,268 square miles, or 37,931,560 acres; third, the 
lands acquired from Mexico by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, made 


,in 1848, during the administration of Mr. Polk, and by the Gadsden 


purchase, made in 1853, during the administration of Mr. Pierce, em- 
bracing 568,103 square miles, or 363,585,920 acres. The total of all 
these acquisitions aggregate 1,810,123 square miles, or 1,158, 478,720 
acres. Out of this magnificent empire the following States and Terri- 
tories have been created and organized, namely: Parts of the States of 
Alabama and Mississippi, and all of the States of Florida, Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Missouri, Kansas, lowa, Nebraska, Minnesota, Colorado, Or- 
egon, Nevada, and California; and the Territories of Washington, Wy- 
oming, Montana, Dakota, Idaho, Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico. 
This noble empire, unparalleled in fertility, picturesqueness, and 
beauty, as well as in the diversity and possibilities of its productions, 
is the gift of the Democratic party to the United States. If this were 
all the good this party had ever done, and though it could be truly said 
it had otherwise donemuch that was wrong, this one thing alone ought 
to embalm it in the grateful and affectionate memory of the country 
through all the generations who are to enjoy the rich fruits of this 
precious heritage. Where in all the history of all the empires, princi- 
palities, and powers that have risen and fallen in all the ages of the 
world has any puldic achievement been wrought so full of possible 
blessings to mankind? It gives us command of the South Atlantic, 
the Gulf, the Pacific, and the Great Lakes, and puts within our almost 
boundless territory the mightiest rivers of the earth. It gives to us 
mountains whose sublimity, plains whose extent and fertility, valleys 
whose beauty and fecundity are almost without rivals on the globe. 


So the Republican party, coming into power in | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





JULY 5, 


It gives to us the most extensive and marvelously productive min- 
eral deposits, including the precious metals and minerals of all kinds, 
which have been yet discovered; and puts at our command, as a part 
of our national possessions, a coal area greater than that of all Europe. 
The glory of this splendid achievement belongs alone to the Demo- 
cratic party, a glory in which no other political party is entitled to 
share. Noris that all; for more than fifty years the Democratic party, 
which had acquired this princely estate of more than a thousand mill- 
ion acres, continued to manage it for the people. The hardy sons of our 
native land, and those of other lands coming to us from abroad, have 
swarmed over this territory, andState after State has sprung like magic 
into being. 

There are homes in this Territory for 400,000,000 people. We could 
take the entire population of the United States according to the cen- 
sus of 1580, and put every living soul in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, or in the Territory of Dakota, and the population would not then 
be as dense as it now is in some of the most enlightened countries of 
Europe. I say the Democratic party, after acquiring these lands, man- 
aged them for the people of the country for more than fifty years, and 
managed them well. During that eventful half century who ever heard 
of land rings, land syndicates, land corporations, or land steals? Who 
ever heard of the Interior Department being converted into a place of 
secret resort where thieves did congregate to devise and perfect schemes 
for public plunder? During all those years we heard no complaints, 
for there were no complaints, that the public land laws were being used 
for the purposes of wholesale theft. During all those years we heard 
of no grants of public lands to private corporations. 

The only mistake made, if indeed that was a mistake, was in grant- 
ing lands to the States, with authority to use them in the prosecution 
of local enterprises by regranting them to private individuals and local 
corporations. Though it is true that some grants of that description 
were made to the States during Democratic supremacy, the power 
to do it was doubted, and it was used with great prudence and in no 
instance abused; for during our whole national history from 1789 to 
1861, all the administrations of all political parties in power in this 
country through that long and eventful period, granted of the public 
lands only 35,131,433.91 acres to the States, and not an acre to corpora- 
tions. Of that amountabout two-thirds were granted under Democratic 
administrations, and the remainder under Federal and Whig adminis- 
trations. When the Republican party ascended into power and took 
control of public affairsin 1861, an entirely new policy concerning the 
disposition of our public lands was inaugurated. In 1862, while that 
party was yet on its first legs, when little more than one year of its 
administration had been completed, it granted 23,504,001.61 acres of 
our finest lands directly to railroad corporations. 

In one year it granted nearly as much as had been granted by all 
other parties combined in the whole previous history of the Republic. 
From 1861 to 1874 the Republican party was the undisputed master of 
the situation. It controlled both branches of Congress, the executive, 
and the judiciary. Every department of the Government was in its 
hands. In eleven years during that interval a Republican Congress 
passed, and a Republican executive approved, bills granting directly 
and indirectly to private corporations 185,218, 966.86 acres of the public 
lands. Ihave here a long table, prepared at my request by the accom- 
modating Commissioner of the General Land Office, whichis an epitome 
of the history of these land grants. It covers all the grants made by 
Congress to the States for the purposes of internal improvement, and 
all grants made to corporations. It shows the date and the purpose 
of each grant, the name of the grantee, the number of acres covered 
by the grant, and the number of acres which have been certified or 
patented. 

The table is also compiled so as to show the extent of the grants 
made prior to March 4, 1861, and the extent of the grants made subse- 
quent to that date, I have not time to read the whole table, but I 
will insert it in my remarks at this point. It will be observed that a 
large number of grants were made prior to 1861, but they were com- 
paratively small in extent. The policy which then prevailed was to 
make small grants to the States to aid their local enterprises. After 
1861, though the grants were not so numerous, they were all made in 
a short period of time, were increased vastly in extent, and made, in 
the greater part, for private use and benefit. 


[See table on next page. ] 

The great State of Missouri, one district of which I have the honor 
to represent in this House, is about 300 miles in length, east and west, 
and a similar distance north and south. In that great State there are 
44,425,600 acres, or about one-fourth as much as was granted in eleven 
years toa dozenor more corporations. By the census of 1880 the popu- 
lation of the United States amounted to 50,155,783. That entire popu- 
lation could be given homes and domiciled upon these granted lands 
and the population would not be as dense as in any of the great powers 
of Europe. 

Not only so, Mr. Speaker, but these enormous grants of land made 
by the Republican party to corporations were supplemented by what 
has turned out to be a gift of bonds to the amount of $64,623,512, bear- 
ing 6 per cent. interest. 
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ment showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, and to aid 
prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 





[Compiled from the official records of the General Land Of 
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Grants to States made prior to March 4, 1361. 
nois Central sab eceeunesnsseatnaniniinasecseune sical ee I] and | 
% »bile and Ohio River scaialiaticean dante iehaidgiliatiicautisibianasaleiill acieines Mississippi lo ] 1, G4 
4 Do ; datdieina sdtnstied : i Alabama ) > 2 f(x 
4 H nibal and St. Joseph ececcecucce o ececcocese eecesees Missouri i LO, 1So2 7s if 
: P Southwest branch) ......066 ccccecee-ceeeeees i l 
; Cairoand Fulton......... iehadad cteeiaaaniaiaceleaon otc einiellandalaaibieiindesvisnie ‘ oe te » 18 
Little Rock and Fort Smitb................cccse-cocssrrereseseere . : d lo lo 
i Memphis and Little Rock..............s0000 ‘ necaceessece ‘ oma lo d 
4 burlington and Missouri River ............ cvesee one : low do Mi i 
M eninere SO Missouri [Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific apdscdus d do 
; fowa Central Air Line [Cedar Rapids and Missouri River . ) do 
| buque and Pacific........... seaeinbemeere ; pitlieiinwadtas ) “ do { 
; « liorida, Atlantic and Gulf [Pensacola and Florida : eoaniins I la M 
l'lorida, now Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit... . ee ‘ do ) 
Alabama and Florida................+++0 damintaciuenitnimnn : i eaieatio do ‘ ) _ 
BO cnnnesa ascoseroeseos snepavospense ‘ occcese soveeeons Alabama ) i ‘ 
L i Tennessee and C oosa. . d J 
; Cocees Bias CMG ein cccces cccscntecessecenoentesonsinccosiesenese i inkuesnieciy hanivcnowin do ‘ do 414, OO 
— Wills Valley and Northeast and Southwestern [now Alabama and Chattanooga do lo lo : 5 
. ; Mobile and GITWrd..oce scccccccccccccoscrscseccoccsccescsccceseceseccesccssssans: esccsees Sishdeneiiaiensee do eres ) S40, SSK 
: Tennessee and Alabama Central (South and North Alabama] f : do ] 1 LIAL. 
A \labama and Tennessee Rivers [Selma, Rome and Dalton lo lo is 1, OO 
l Ray de Noquet and Marquette [now are Houghton and Or itonagon Michigan dk ‘ 28, OOO. 
1 Marquette and Ontonagon ..............:c0eseeeeeeee pocooeoscnseceasesece : ‘ io do lo 1 
3 Ontonagon State Line srulé River sainannn ‘ ae ‘ ‘ ‘ lo l 
i Marquette and State Line, afterwards known 2 as s the Chi cago, St. Paul and Fond du do de ) . { 
) Lac [Chicago and Northwestern]. 
9 Amboy, Lansingand Traverse Bay.......... ine oo cceette ‘ do do lo 1 { 
" Grand Rapids and Indiana 1 do io a2. OF s 
Ie EE Ns sci ckcdaccsdctuesbaceundistaccisicd ceaveiuasesstenterseanenes ) lo do u35, 420 ) 
Cc ; Ne eer SN ONNIIND, scan. cncgapscvchersetteianshesduindenuaboseasnsosseebeesieines ) o do 12, 384. 0 168, 68 
™ Flint and Pere Marquette... pienseetceube ) cle lo 36, 828. 72 
ce La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Mz idison and Ports ige Wisconsin 550. 00 
la Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Farm Mortgage Land Sy do 1), 546. 88 i 
\- i Ia Crosseand Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin dk ‘ und 15 i is 29 1. 32 i 
Ic * St. Croix and Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, Mineapolis and Omaha 
: $ BRIRMID BRIN oo nei crsrss dc xnonseusuivbiunbitinssnngenanmenent kvantladpensidashatpiadn : do , 495, O47. 2 195, 047.24 
‘ Bayfield Branch.. ibimunenes ; lo 6and 15 19, 962. 89 2.8 
it § Chicago, St. Paul, and Fond du Lac [Chi ago and Northwestern ° lo do June 3, 1856 », 575. Te { 
'S i Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas (now Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacifi« ; I siana do 610, 880. 04 ~ 
, : New Orleans, Opelousas and Great Western ~ cccccececcecersce do do ceeee do 967, S40. Of . 
rt Southern [Vicksburg and Meridian]............. suse Mississippi do. Aug. 11, 185 104, 800. 00 4,028. 4 
; Gulf and: Ship Island .......... : iuiigidiidineiiakatie do do.. do 652, 800. 00 
ll ¢ M ncesota and Pacific, afterw ards St. Paul and Pacifie......... ; sen ' Minnesota...... do i Mar. 3, 1857 749, 183. 37 
* Minnesota and Pacific (St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba esas do ‘ do do S85, O00. Of 
C. 2 southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley [St. Paul and Sioux C sity ] in lo i do 6 
of i Minneapolis and Cedar Valley [Minnesota Central Sadan Génalinstcnedaantabess d i : {1.80 
. i Winona and St, Peter...... sealvieanials : aid victinahes “a do do S46, Of ] 
* . 4 I ie ieee ‘ ; d ) 15 i 
8 cd 
3S ‘ Total to States prior to March 4, 1861............... padatibamaicidianleihdiidndat = wale 47 } } ; 167.98 
y . Grants to Slates made subsequent to March, 4, 1861 
1c 3 
n- : Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston........ seecual i Slisiiodicnaiedille Kansas 10 and 2 Ma 3 1 BOK) x 104 
1e + Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé aeneiedd Secatuainial : a do do a), OK 2 
a Union Pacific, Southern Branch, afterwards the Missouri, Kansas and Texas d do do 1. 520), 000. 0 
vy = St. Joseph and Denver City .... iii edlasdns Kamae Rs. do do July 23. 1866 i » 000. 00 ‘ ‘ 
1d ; Po yrtage, Winne bago and Lake Superior, Wisconsin Central... iteheded Wisconsin do May 186-4 1, 800) 00 
se La Crosse aud Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin, now Chicago, St. Paul, Min aia de 624, 84 { 
' 7% neapolis and Omaha, 
od ¥ St. Croix and Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis 1 Omaha 
or Main line aac <1 
, Bayfield Branch....... ‘a pecoun ) 144, 399.5 { 
Lake Superior and Mississippi, now St. Paul and Duluth Minnesota 10 and 20 lo 1) 000, 00 
ts Sioux City and St. Paul..... ectiets ; : ouihen lowa do May 12, 1864 524, $00, 00 a 
e- McGregor Western..........cccceee+s setnielhetit aanewallins ‘ do lo i ] 100, 00 { 
J Grand Rapids and Indiana.. pc ceceieedecuarecues abides Michigan lo J 7, 1364 60, OO 
, Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley. , M esota... do May KO4 f ae i ‘ 
ba Bay de Noquet, and Marquette [Marquette, Houghton and Ontonogon Mict in do Mar. 3, 15 
m- Marquette and Ontonagon [Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon do.. do I 22 
to Peninsula [Chicago and Northwestern]. (See Marquette and State line. do 6,15, and 20 ; a =“ De é 40), 000. 00 2 i 
er Minnesota and Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacific Minnesota 20 do., iT ”) 
in DOs aciscrvssccosescescosseee Spee diciidnenelbenwbanine . . ‘ ) do do ‘ x 
. Minneapolis and Cedar Valley -y [Minnesota Centra! eocétnasgas ‘ , ‘ do do do 
in Winona and St. Peter’s................. gaa do do 0.00 
Southern Minnesota...... feos ‘ do do ; July 4, 1866 735, OOO, Of 
Hastings, Minnesota and ‘Red River of the Ni rth, now Hi ustings and Dakota do do do 0. 000. OF 
or ich cetihesinicttinn eiligeciipetalinstiadaintiatwtdaiiinveuiensess eosetilibi ; 7 i 
st, Grants directly to corporations nade subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
ire 
en # Union Pacific .......0:-s-+seseee pibcanaitis daitcedipnnsedenatavd 2 20 tuly 2° 1964 . 3 
yu- a Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western: 
4 Deemer PaCHIC. 20... ..0.c2scccvcceesce ; Saliaiehscieldeoahl : ‘ J 1, 18 1. 000. 400.00 - j 
u- ’ Kansas Pacific......... ; 100. 000. 00 
ds Central Pacific and Western.... Sleentech Sai ; do ae ae oe 1, 000, 600, 00 I Ap 
— Hannibal and St. Joseph [Union Pacific, Central Branch }............ iiiiceeialaied lo do 731, 914.8 . 
Sioux City and Pacific.......... sebqecnmarsocnutinisaceiins sodunicgtonte ‘ ) o 1), OOO. OF ' 
de Burlington and Missouri River Geisciaulisibcevainangiah hitti seuaieliosens . ; . No limits ) $41, 600. 00 2 
iat , Northern Pacific......... ; C4 <a ESS 2 10, and & o 17, 000, 000. Of 
a California and Oregon | Ce ntral Paci fic ‘ isetiitenidided 20 and 30 July 23, 16 3 500, O00, 04 
ar- 3 Oregon Central {Oregon and California}.. ............ peulibeda ; . do July 25, 1866 3 500. O00. Of 2 40 
* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the ost mate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Offic , 
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Ri Slate it showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, etc. —Continued. 

a FIRST.—TO AID IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROADS—continued. 

qi — ; i 

ie | in Area 

nt * | | Date Estimated certified or 

Op Names of companies, State Mile limits. ofgranting area ofentire patented up 

: act. grant.* to June 30, 

E 1888 

























Acres 

Bi eI SIN cistcessiictieivestasisiainaiesidinaenebincdteaebted daiideeniitins civtniiaia ial Lact yen a Oe oe July 27,1866 | 42,000, 000. 00 959, 206. ST 
Southern Pa we ta saa pats cca indicate ag lk access clea taa --| 20,30, and 50......} e000 Osea 9, 520, 000, 00 1, 040, 430, 03 
Oregon Central [Ore 1 and California] forte WEN Nathipewss niiiiniaead: snamoxibeeriniddiviindeeiieise = dand 25............/May 4, 1870 1, 200, 000. 00 
South ern Pacific, branch line ale asiitaialicale shasta ciasepsaisidan ago aaaibeimi ode aoeatiaslitael and 30............/ Mar 3, 1871 3, 520, 000. 00 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge ANd VICKSDUPE ...ccsecceveseseeeee “ susdenvieniinanaié vesieheenienedabepectiewati 0. eateatoeiii ceeeGOvcccceveree| 3, 800,000, 00 
Texas Pacific : a = > ...| 20, 30, rand cia .| 18,000, 000, 00 |....... 


Stockton and Copperopolis 10'and : a 










2, 1867 320, 000. 00 | 





Total ... 








ECOND LAND GRANTS MADE BY CONGRESS IN AID OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF MILITARY WAGON-ROADS. 



















Area 
1 , Date Estimated certified or 
Route of road, } State. i of granting | areaofentire) patented up 
act. route.* to June 39, 





1888, 

























Grants for wagon-roads prior to March 4, 1861. 




















. < - | 
Rapids of the Miami of Lake Erie to the western boundary of the | Ohio............. .|Feb. 28, 1823 49,177.45 | 49,177.45 

Connecticut reserve ] 
Pre m Columbus to —— sky seieieciainaarieh-aiita behciebinh a seeeeiienaaiiaiendineciaanaiia ld os ; on a Mar. 2, 1827 31, 596. 09 31,596. 09 
From Lake Michigan, via Indian: spolis, to some convenient point on the Ohio River Indiana .........; One section per |...... Diblstacranas 170, 580. 24 170, 580. 24 


mile. 


Ee covcusenenceines 


ants prior to 





Grants for wagon-roads subsequent to March 4, 1861. 



































From Fort Wilkins, Copper Harbor, Mich., to Green Bay, Wis.................scesssssersesssesees Michigan......... 3 and 15. Mar. 3, 1863 , 013. 36 
Do wesghvetiedieiaiiiines TI ni cictvancistDiadtnievsetenntcomal Ti diecactnioiens , 930. 96 

Fron: Sagin Ww to the Straits of Mackinaw. Michigan June 20,186 

Fron) Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw....................+5 seenes El iccicenbinds beinis cebidinigatahicaieiastiandduaminiidies Recah ss daeadin 

From Wausau to Lake Superior.......... Wisconsin. PE II 3 nina tinnnn-cnirinamesbings scatubsiuaineus heii 
‘roi r Ci ( ron, ate indg fs > o » ® 126 | 

I wes ~ ug rene ty, Oregon, to the east rn bound iry of State [Ore; gon C entr al milits : ieee Reet is a .| ay _see } 720, 000. 00 240. 67 

From Corvallis to Yaquina Bay......... eh edlibamnaninebiceds July 4, L866 | 76, 885. 98 76, 885. 98 

From Albany, Oregon, to eastern boundary of said State iv Villamette Valley and July 5,1866 | 548, 749.53 548, 749.53 
Cascade Mountain 

From Dalles City to Fort Boisé ginnn betinstnanebeaiinatipiinnhbiaagviteesemenmeabaee do 8and10.. 25, 1867 556, 800. 00 | 126, 910. 23 

PU NOE. I eaten raienlak anal do 3 and 6 3, 1869 104, 000. OL 104, 000, 01 








Total grants subsequent to 1861 . : . 2, 530, 379. 


Semen eee H ee eee eee HES EOOREEEEO ESO EERE OOEOe BEEEe SeeeeEeeeeeeeEeronsanes Seeeeteeeenes Coeseorscccses soeeesoecesorscceces a, ow 





1, 782, 730.74 






Grand rregate atidessiledliaaismaamentiatih daacunad Sipanionenosmeunsibesdenie ecdponenesnnetandeciainel mpldnsend nia atinie th glimebhasnetseteanaisvceie 2, 781, 733. 62 2, 031, O84. 52 





















s of thiscolumn are approximately correct, being based onthe estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875 





THIRD.—LAND GRANTS MADE BY CONGRESS TO STATES IN 





AID OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF CANALS. 


Number of 

Date of . > ‘ acres grant’d 
ol ct ore q - 2 - B 7 

grant ject of grant Grantee. and certi- 


fied. 










Granis prior to March 4, 1861. ! 





Mar. 2, 182 ro aid in opening a canal to unite at navigable points the waters of the Wabash River with those of | State of Indiana.............. 234, 243, 73 
Lake Erie 






























DBD) |... cvcce MM Decccccvccsccccsvesccsccnscecconseccccsesescesssctse: *ecevesecese €600000 00.00000000050000006s00000 s00cesert ene cscses eevescccrrscccccses ee ccvceccceccescs 
Fel 184! | Same as above, but relating to that part of canal between =n ‘anoe Creek and Terre Haute.................. 
Aug. 20, 1842 In aid of that part of canal covered by Lf ee 
Mar. 3, 1815 | To aid in extending and completing the Wabash and Erie Canal from Terre Haute to the Ohio River at |. 

ievansville | 
May 9°, 1848 For entire length of canal as above described.......... 
Mar 1827 | Toaid in opening a canal to unite at navigable points the waters of the Ws 
Lake Erie (so far as the same is in the State of Obio). 

June 30, 1834 do de dean tcceatinpehteeasiaitl danielle tal cine tail (ia tae On 4 
Aug 1, 1852 do laa 











lo aid in opening a can ral to unite the waters of the Illinois State of Illinois 





Ly } To aid in the construction Sossegseecnere eal State of Ohio 3 

Jun Is ro aid in opening a eanal to unite the waters of Lake Michigan at Milwaukee with those of Rock River,| Territory of Wisconsin,...' 
between the point of intersection with said river of the line dividing townships 7 and 8 and the Lake | 
Koshkonong | 

Ai 26, 185: ro aid in construction of a ship-canal around the falls of the St. Mary’s River. .........00...cccccseeseeeseeeeeeences whiconta State of Michigan..... a peetan 



















749, 983. 06 





























. Total grants prior tO 1GBL..........cccccere ccccosescecrsecsccncrcerssescssecscscosocoes niabuacesaimenede pecgsctodbeecemenseoeenny a ae 3, 901, 189. 74 
Grants subsequent to March 4, 1861. | rs — 
Mar. 3, 1885 To aid in construction of breakwater and harbor and ship-eanal through any public lands upon the neck | State of Michigan............ 
of land known as ** The Portage.” > 399, 992. 40 
Jul 1st do Sa neus +b dbbsecs op snubbedeesetpunctiamaenneungetadetbasesutieiamessseennnetetnaisennt enn queupencnoesaasese ecocccesese eccncesees oo d 
Apr. 10, 18 lo aid in « onstru tion of break water and harbor and ship- canal to connect the waters of Green Bay with. ‘State of Wisconsin.. -| 199,630.98 
those of Lake Michigan | 
4 July 3, 1866 To aid the construction of a ship-canal to connect the waters of Lake Superior with the lake known as = State of Michigan............ | 100,011. 67 
‘ Lac La Pelle 
Total grants subsequent to 1861.........00..cecceessecees porsanenenen: antici tindnanbieiiennidiiaiaid soccseesse Satbtipbelcinderiatinad raiguenie ueipoorniee Kestttarcsnnisticcusty - MERRY 05 
| eee 
Grand total Goi tas Sa sh nscsdadevennechatineuiibesiiog tatiana: seenenabenitenees scsi’ Sveccevecgesecoseccosss cseuse dboswecdvnscesedadbtdabdeneseded sepecusitiibescsuptonssdll GEE: BO 
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fey at st » land / vde F ( 0 aid i ‘ 
I A ( ‘ 3 MADE BY CON 
oO oO nt ( 
( , “. » 4 18 
; May 25,1828 ! rid ‘ | ve ent of tl rennessee River ute of Ala 
i Aug. 8,1 } l li i} gt Fox and W sin Rivers,in Wis 
: 4 rivers, € 
: ¥ Lug Ik4 do 
Mar 1855 do a 
Aug. 8,18 rhe imp ement of the Des Moi s River, | wil I 
: otal ants prior to 1861 
( t tto March 4 
il 1862 Exte d gra Ra it k nprove nt of r 
+} 
along the rive 
j t ! ee i ~ 
Gra t 
% Reeapit ym of land eranis 1 y ( 3 fo States and 0? ) 
. & Grant ! 
; 
t 
i : P to M i, 1 
, if ro 
j Grants for railroad purposes....... ; cae acai { } 5 
. Grants for wagon purpos 
3 Grants for canal purposes, : 1 189.74 ‘ 
, iy Grants for river-improvement purposes . 1, 406, 2 x i 
> 7 
POOR Acccniinns 
No grants to corporations w le by ¢ ress } » 1861 
{ @ fio M 4 186] 
2 
3 O STATI 
Grants for railroad purposes ; a 17.7 42 ' 
4 Grants for wagon-road purp« < : . > 24 j 
l : Grants for canal purposes : ‘ ; silat on o ‘ . 5 f 
¥ Grants for river-improvement purposes........ aaninne ‘ antes , 82. 28 
{ Ne 
f Total seepeanteane devia —e . bcenniieteii 21 5, 022. 03 ‘4 1 t 
> 
DIRI rLY TO CORPORATIONS 
Grants for railroad purposes violin ivadueenadedaes od tcicaea 163, 643, 944. 83 13. 454 2 
Tota! of all grants made subsequent to March 4, 1861 piaicabainia , ' 185, 218, 966. 86 7 
é . } 1 } } a 
= Excess in acres of grants to States and corporations made subsequent to March 4, 1861, over those made prior thereto 149, 189, 292 


eho 


its 


That is to say, a Republican Congress, after donating over 185,000,000 | with that, they must issue them more than half a hundred mil 
. : -\ + i . . . . . 
of acres of the public lands to these corporations, went further and | bonds, bearing a high rate of interest, to be paid out of the « 


; loaned them the credit of the Government, by guaranteeing the payment | honest labor. Instead of having landlords among the titled n 
i oi the bonds of certain companies to the amount I have stated. ‘These | of Europe, holding by authority of the Crown, we have corpo 
Sy bonds, principal and interest, now amount to $122,482,106.32, which | landlords, holding by authority of a Republican Congress—corpo 





is an existing debt of the United States, for which the Government is | whose stock is largely owned and held in Europe. 























0 now practically without security. Why without security? When This system of corporation landlordism is, if anything, more da 
8 these bonds were first issued the Government took a first mortgage | ous than the one against which our fathers drew the sword. It is 
3 lein on the roads to indemnify it against loss by reason of its guaranty, | of menace and danger to every man who looks into the future 1 
, ; but afterwards the railroad managers came here to Washington and in- | country. The very idea of a single corporation, especially on: 
3 duced a Republican Congress to pass and a Republican President to | stock and bonds are principally owned abroad, like the Nort! 
l ES sign a bill releasing the first mortgage which had been taken, and to | cific, holding as the free gift of the Government of the United ‘ 
Ag take a second mortgage lien instead. That was done so that the com- | territory as large as the fifth State in the Union and capable of sust 
g panies might issue additional mortgage bonds, and be enabled to dis- | ing twenty-five or thirty millions of people, can not but ex 
i pose of them at a better price. The companies did issue additional | gravest apprehensions in the minds of thoughtful i. 
I bonds, secured by a first mortgage, and sold them upon the markets of These grants, Mr. Speaker, were not only wasteful and extrava 
2 i this country and Europe in amounts large enough practically to cover | but they are dangerous to the happiness of our people and th 
a the entire value of the roads, thereby leaving the Government of the | perity of the country, and are subversive of the true principles of a ré 
z United States in the cold with an empty bag to hold. publican form of government. 
Was ever such a proceeding, publicly done in the light of day Chere is another feature of our public-land history searcely | 
2 boldly and defiantly done before the very eyes of the country—ever | portant than the one to which I have alluded in connection wi 
” 3 heard of before or since in parliamentary history? Who would not | grants. The general laws provide a great many ways for the dispo 
; give his good right arm if this foul blot could be effaced from the pages | tion of the public lands. We have the homestead law, with a right to 
6 ; of American history? These shameful transactions sound like a re- | commute for cash; and we have the pre-emption, timber culture 
4 : vival of the olden times, when titled lords were sent out by the mon- | eral, and desert-land laws, and others besicd All of t iave 
archs of Europe with royal charters in their hands, giving to them es- | many excellent and meritorious features in them, and could ma 
tates of vast extent and of immense value here in the New World. | the instruments of great good to the country if they were honestly ol 
a Against thatabominable and accursed practice of the Crown our fathers | served and administered. 
j rose in protest, and terminated it by a successful war. During the era of Democratic supremacy these various statutes wer 
B : The Republican party, forgetting or ignoring the history of the past, | administered with such rigorous scrutiny and care as to reduce frau 
“g created corporations by Congressional enactment, invested them with | committed under them to the minimum. But under the lax and 
a great privileges and powers, and put charters into their hands which | lusive methods which obtained in the administration of the ¢ 
- % authorized them to go out upon the fairest domain on the earth—the | Land Office and of the Interior Department by Republican officials 
4 property of the American people, acquired and until then held by the | fraud became not only easy, but opportunity to commit it seems not 
, 3g Democratic party as the future homes of our fast increasing population— | unfrequently to have been offered. 
n and appropriate it by the tens of millions of acres; and not content All of these laws were enacted with a view to serving the needs of 
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actual settlement. They were intended to facilitate actual occupation 
of the public lands, and to promote the interest of those who should 
venture toestablish homes upon the frontier and lay the foundations of 
great commonwealths. It is undeniably true that these well-intended 


JULY 5, 


took the ground boldly, and clearly demonstrated its correctness by 


| argument and authority, that Congress did have both the right and 


statutes have been a great blessing to many thousands of poor men who | 
have found homes under their provisions; but in later years they have | 


also been grossly abused by the grasping and the vicious in a way to- 


tally at variance with the public right, the public interest, and the | 


public weal. 
Rich men, syndicates, and corporations have employed thousands of 


people to make fraudulent entries for their benefit under the pre-emp- | 


tion, desert-land, and other laws, by means of bribery and perjury. 
The laws have been evaded and many millions of acres of the public 
domain have been literally stolen. Laws that were intended to pro- 
tect the public lands from speculation and preserve them as free homes 
for the homeless, have been so administered under administrations 
previous to the present one as to enable a favored few to acquire lordly 
estates, amounting to tens of thousands of acres. I have not time to 
go into this phase of the question with anything like detail. It is 
sufficient to say that so startling and universal had fraud become, and 
such a storm of protest was rising from the people against loose and 





dishonest methods of administration, that President Cleveland, alter | 


having bad a thorough and exhaustive examination made into the 
eubject, in his first message to Congress asserted that the tide of fraud 
and corruption had risen so high and become so strong that the only 
remedy was to repeal the laws under which such things were made 
p ssible, 

I think to-day hardly any man can be found who has read the 
l’resident’s message on this subject or the more recent reports of the 
Interior Department, or who has given himself any trouble to look 
into this question, who will not acknowledge the commanding neces- 
sity of legislation which will protect what is left of our public domain 
from the eager and almost irrepressible greed of the plunderer. 

Only so much have I time to say on this occasion by way of com- 
paring the management of our public domain by the Democratic party 
up to 1861 and its management by the Republican party from that 
date to 1874. In 1874, for the first time in many years, a Democratic 
Hfouse was elected, and from the hour that the Democratic party 
marched back with triumphant banners into this wing of the Capitol 
no grants of the public lands have been made; and since the inaugu- 
ration of President Cleveland no conspiracy for fraudulent appropria- 
tions of the public lands by any means has been even attempted. 

The business of granting lands to private corporations ceased in 1874 
upon the reappearance of the Democratic party as a controlling power 
in this branch of the national assembly, and the land-tiieves sought 
shelter the very day a Democratic President first crossed the threshold 
of the White House, This is not the statement of poetic license, but 
it is an indisputable fact. One of the very first acts of the first Demo- 
cratic House after the war was the adoption of the following resolu- 
tion, introduced by Mr. HoLMAN, then as now, a distinguished Demo- 
cratic Representative from Indiana, with only three Democratic votes 
against it: 

Resolved, That grants of the public lands to corporations ought to be discon- 


tinued, and the remainder of the lands ought to be held as a sacred trust to se- 
cure homesteads to actual settlers, and for no other purpose whatever. 


Phat resolution was simply a reassertion of the policy of the Demo- 
cratic party with reference to our publiclands; and it has been steadily 
and stubbornly adhered to at all times. But we did not stop with the 
mere declaration of the policy outlined by that resolution. By the 
terms of many of the larger grants the corporations receiving them 
were given until 1878 or 1879 to construct their lines of road, and 
thereby acquire title to the land through a compliance with the terms 
of the grants. Many of the companies have never complied with the 
terms of the grants by building their roads in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the granting acts. In 1882 the first forfeiture bill was 
introduced in the House. Jt was intended to forfeit the lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railway Company, because of its failure to 
complete its line of road within the time limited by the act granting 
the lands in aid of its construction. 

The completion of the road was, made a condition of the grant. If 
the road was not completed from one end to the other, within a certain 
time fixed by the granting act and acts supplementary thereto, the title 
of the lands did not pass to the corporation but remained in the Gov- 
ernment. The road, as I have said, was not completed—it is not even 
yet completed—and so the bill forfeiting the granted lands and restoring 
them to the public domain was introduced in the House in 1882, and 
referred by the Speaker to the Committee on the Judiciary. That was 
in the Forty-seventh Congress, and the House was then in the control 
of the Republican party, and was presided over by Mr. Keifer, of Ohio. 
The Republican majority of the Judiciary Committee reported the bill 
back to the House with a recommendation that it do not pass. The re- 
port was made by Mr. REED, of Maine, then chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, and now the acknowledged leader of the Republican minor- 
ity of this House. He took the ground, in his report, that Congress had 
no right or power to forfeit the lands,and made a long argument to 
maintain his position. 

The Democratic minority of that committee, with Judge PAYSON, a 
Republican Representative from Illinois, filed a minority report, and 


the power to declare the forfeiture. Nothing further, however, was 
done with the bill during that Congress. The House of the next or 
Forty-eighth Congress was Democratic. A number of forfeiture bills 
were again introduced, and the Democratic committee of that House 
reported them back with a favorable recommendation. 

A numberof them passed the House after a heated struggle, and went 


| to the Senate, where the mostof them died, though a partof them, with 


great difliculty, were forced through that body. Again, in the Forty- 
ninth Congress a large number of forfeiture bills were introduced, and 
again reported favorably by Democratic committees of the House and 
passed through that body and went to the Senate ; and again, though 


| some important measures succeeded in getting through the Senate, a 


large number of them were smothered. Here isa tableshowing in de- 
tail what portion of these granted lands have been recovered and re- 
stored by Congressional enactment. 


Forfeiture bilis passed by the Forty-eighth Congress. 
Date. Company. Acres. 
June 28,1884 | Iron Mountain of Missouri 800, 000 
Jan. 31,1885 | Oregon Central a 810, 880 


| Feb. 28,1885 | Texas Pacific pitnteeien . 18, 500, 000 


Total | 19,610, 880 


Forfeiture bills passed by the Forty-ninth Congress. 


Date. Company. 


July 6,1886 Atlantic and Pacifie 
{ Tuscaloosa and Mobile 
| Mobile and New Orleans... 
| Elyton and Beard’s Bluff... 
July 10, 1886 | 4 Memphis and Charleston .., 
| Savannah and Albany 
| Sen Orleans and State Line sb 
Iron Mountain of Arkansas.............00..cccesere+senceeees sae 


| 
| ———— 
30, 871, 360 


Grand total by both Congresses, 50,482,240 acres, 
All of the forfeiture bills introduced were Democratic measures, orig- 
inating in a Democratic House, reported by a Democratic committee, 
and urged as a part of the fixed legislative policy of that party. They 
were obstructed and hindered in the House, and most of them were 
literally buried in the Republican Senate. So much for what has been 
already accomplished in the way of recovering the lands granted to aid 
in the construction of railroads. 

But that is not all. Following the lead of the President, and in the 
spirit of his message, the Democratic House of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress passed a bill, reported from the Democratic Committee on the 
Public Lands, repealing the commutation clause of the homestead law, 
the pre-emption law, and other laws under which the public lands had 
been frandulently appropriated during a long series of years, and hold- 
ing whatever was lelt of the public domain exclusively for actual set- 
tlement. 

That bill was sent over to the Senate, and that Republican house of 
lords refused to concur in the measure unless the House would agree 
to insert a provision confirmingall entries, without regard to their char- 
acter, which had been made up to thattime. That the House refused 
to do, because it was a known fact, ascertained as the result of ex- 
haustive investigations begun and prosecuted by the officers or the 
present Administration, that frauds upon a large scale had been com- 
mitted. Many fraudulent entries, involving millions of acres, were 
then hanging up in the General Land Office, undergoing investigation, 
with a view to cancellation because of their frandulent character. The 
House would not consent by an act of confirmation to sweep all of that 
work of the Department aside, and permit the thieves to walk off with 
the plunder, bearing the sanction of our approval; and hence the bill 
did not become a law. 

None the less the President, through his subordinates, has been going 
steadily on with the work of investigation, canceling fraudulent en- 
tries, eradicating evils of various kinds, and perfecting the methods of 
administering the laws. Here is a table which shows the magnificent 
result of this great work. In addition to the forfeitures made by the 
Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, the Interior Department, by 
executive action, during the present Administration has restored over 
52,000,000 acres to settlement. Here is the table: 


Land actually restored to the public domain. Acreage. 


Lands in granted railroad limits restored.. / -+| 2,108, 417.38 
Railroad indemnity lands restored...............0.+..+++ 21, 323, 600. 00 
Private land claims; withdrawn lands restored 576, 000. 00 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber-culture, desert, 

mineral, and timber land laws canceled in regular course of ex- 

amination and proceedings in General Land Office for abandon- 

ment, illegality, and other causes 
Invalid State selections restored to United States 


Total actually restored to the public domain and opened to 
entry and settlement.............:..sessseeeseseeeneeeeeereteeenenee ssecsseeeese]| 52, 437, 378. 59 
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The land thieves had a harvest of twenty years, and they made hay 
while the sun shone. But the blizzard came with Cleveland. Under 
his administration the first staggering blow in twenty years was struck 
at this monstrous corruption. ‘The wolves showed their teeth, snarled 
and snapped, but the ‘‘ man of destiny ’’ at the White House has been 
steadily beating them back. A distinguished representative of the 
Republican party in official life recently said of the President— 

That the nomination and election of Grover Cleveland have made the preten- 


sions of any American citizen respectable. There is no man in this country | 


whose ignorance is so profound, whose antecedents are so degraded, and whose 
obscurity is so impenetrable that he may notaspire toa Presidential nomination 
by the Democratic party. 

However that may be, this same Grover Cleveland isa ‘‘ holy terror’’ 
to that army of thieves who grew round, sleek, and oily under the easy 
opportunities offered them during the heyday of Republican exaltation. 

The President and his able subordinates in the Land Department 
have been misrepresented, maligned, and abused with great ingenuity 


and with unexampled maliciousness. Fighting for the settlers, he has | 


been represented as fighting against them. Striving to protect the pub- 
lic lands against speculation and fraud, he has been charged with de- 
siring to harass honest men and despoil them of their homes. Mud 
to the right, mud to the left, mud in front, mud everywhere, thrown 
by all sorts of men at this stalwart champion of the people and brave 
defender of the publicright. But he has kept right on striking sturdy, 
sledge-hammer blows until his enemies are falling away before him; 
and this Democratic House, being equally vigilant and active, has gone 
with him, step by step, in all his efforts to correct these public abuses. 
The Democratic party has a glorious history in connection with the 
acquisition and control of the public domain of the Republic. It ac- 
quired that matchless domain and has fought many a heroic battle to 
preserve it for the people. Its achievements in this respect alone are 
more than sufficient to endear it to the hearts of patriotic and right- 
thinking men everywhere. 

But how different is it with the Republican party in this respect. 
We might pass by the Credit Mobilier frauds, the whisky frauds, the 
Navy frauds, and frauds of all kinds great and small, thatswept through 
Congress, hung upon the skirts of the Cabinet, and left a stain like the 
imprint of a bloody hand upon the inner wall of the White House; we 
might pass by the corruption of the judiciary and the theft of the Presi- 
dency; we mightclose our lips against the national banks, those insolent 
masters of the people’s currency, and say naught more against the tariff, 
that plundering scheme smartly devised by cunning rogues to confe1 
special privileges upon a few and enrich one classand one section, while 
in the name of labor it impoverishes another; we might pass by all 
things else, and the history which the Republican party has made, and 
is still making, in connection with our public lands, ought alone to 
conden it before all enlightened men as an organization no longer 
worthy of public confidence, which has long outlived its usefulness, 
and jags superfluous upon the stage as a putrid reminiscence of an 
ancient event commemorated by the ‘‘bloody shirt.’’ [Applause. ] 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to consider briefly the bill immediately 
under consideration. At the beginning of this Congress a number ot 
bills were introduced in the House to forfeit lands granted in aid of the 
construction of railroads, which have been favorably reported, and ar 
now pending on the Calendar of the House. Some six weeks ago the 
Senate passed a bill entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain Jands heretofor« 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
tor other purposes.’’ That bill has been considered by the House Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and, as it is general in its character, it has 
been made the basis of the pending measure. 

The Public Lands Committee have reported it back to the House with 
amendments. Indeed, there are three reports from that committee. It 
may not be inappropriate to remark that a consideration of those re- 
ports will forcibly illustrate the position of the Democratic and Re- 
publican parties on the subject of forfeiting these railroad land grant 

The bill, as it came from the Senate, proposes to forfeit and restore 
to the public domain all that part, and only that part, of the lands 


granted by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads which lie | 


along that portion of the routes over which no road has been built up 
to this date. Thatis the bill our committee have been considering. 
Out of it three propositions have grown and are brought here into the 
House by the various members of the Publie Lands Committee. 

First. Four distinguished Republican members of that committee, 
namely, Messrs, PAYSON, MCKENNA, TURNER of Kansas, and HER- 
MANN, file a report in which they recommend the passage of the Senate 
bill. 

Second. A majority of the committee, through Judge HoLMAN, filea 
report in which they recommend an amendment to the Senate bill ex- 
tending its scopesoas to embrace and forfeit not only the lands where no 
road has been yet built, but also all lands across which no road had 
been built at the expiration of the period limited in the granting acts 
for the completion of the whole road. 

Third. My colleague on the committee, Mr. McRAr, of Arkansas, 
and myself have filed a separate report, in which we recommend a for- 
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Let me take one of the roads affected by the bill with which t 
trate the difference in the three propositions. I will take the So 
Pacitie of California. On July 27, 1866, Cong s granted to tl 
ern Pacitie Company every alternate odd-nu red section, to the 
amount of ten alternate sections per mile on « i le of its line ol 
| road, to aid the company in the construction of it ad from San n- 
cisco to a point on the Colorado River r tl itheastern | 
| of California lhe grant was made and pted on the expt con- 
dition that the whole road, from e@ ¢ to t tl 1] n- 
structed, equipped, furnished, and completed 
1878. 
On July 4, 1878, the company had pleted only abo } les 
of the road, which covered little more than « third { ’ 
length. Since July 4, 1878, the mpany | ‘ ructed au ad 


242 miles of the road, leaving still, at this t 


structed. 
























feiture of the entire grant where there has been a failure of compliance | 


by the corporations with the terms and conditions of the grant. We 
propose simply to go a little further than the majority recommend in 
the report filed by Judge HOLMAN. 


Now, the Senate bill, the passage of ¥ hich, substar lly w 
change, is recommended by the four Republican 1 
mittee who file a minority report, proposes to forfeit only that ] 
the granted lands lying along the 150 miles of the route where no ! 
has been yet built. 

| The amendment reported by Judge HoL_MAN, on b 
jority, proposes to forfeit the lands covered by the S« so 
to go further and forfeit lands lying along the 242 ul 
} constructed since July 4, I878—the date fixed for the « 
the whole road. 

The amendment which I propose embraces ali the lands covered 
both of these propositions, and goes still farther and seeks to 
as a part of the forfeiture the lands lying along the 252 miles of road 
constructed prior to July 4, 1878 In other words, I maintain 

} % , ' . * 
where there has been non-compliance with the condit ft ra 
as in the case I have been referring to, the entire grant 
feited, and not merely a part of it. 

With a view to ascertaining the practical difference in the th propo- 
sitions, I requested the Commissioner of the General Land O to 
have the matter examined and report to me what roads, and 
ber of acres claimed by each. would be affected by ich of tl tl 
propositions. In response to that request I received the following 

ompanied by a table disclosing the information I desired rl 

tter and the tab! ire as tf lows 
j DEPARTME é ri I 1oR. GENIE oO 
} I j 

S I t ] : t ’ sta 

1. The number of acres that would be 1 ed tothe } domain bs i t 
declaring forfeited all lands opposite the uncomplete« ‘ yns of land 

roads at this date. 

2. The number of acres which w ld be restored ! he I 
all granted lands opposite the portions of es ymplete 6 the ex 
the time limited by the granting act 

3. The number of acres tl Ww ‘ 
erants forfeited of all r« hic 

me fixed by the granting acts. 

Respectfully 
HT Vu. J. STON M. ¢ ( 
| 
Name ] 

| 

Guif and Ship Island 652, 80% 

Coosa and Tenne 

Coosa and Chattooga 1, O06 

Mobile and Girard 

Sx 1, Romeand Dal 2 { i 24 
Atlantic, Gulfand West India Trans 76, SOs 

P sacola and Georgia N I ) 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas N ) 
Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw N 76,2 - ) 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon 4, 40% 2 i 
| Ontonagon and Brulé River . 211, 200 2 
|} La Crosse and Milwaukee ] 24 
| Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and 

Omaha . ‘ Nor 1.44 

Wisconsin Central i 8 { 
St. Vincentextension St. Pauland Pa 
cifie (now St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
| Manitoba)...... } ! 0 + 600 
Western railroad 2 7 13,712 
Southern Minnesota Railway exte 

sion ‘ I ‘ 832,115 I 1, OS 
Hastings and Dakota . None 419, 840 1, 293, 440 
Northern Pacific 2, 000, 000 i, 907, 741 46, 947, 200 
California and Oregon None 1. 740, 800 5, 400 
Oregon and California None 2. 086, 400 1. 608, 000 
Southern Pacifi 1, O75, 20 4, 147, 200 7 i) 

Total », 627, 436 54, 323, 996 73,5 3 
| *Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amou g to 
440,700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Statute Laws, 159) 


for sole use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. 
| The lands so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 
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Thus it will be seen that if the Senate proposition should prevail, | 
the forfeiture would amount to 5,627,436 acres. If the majority amend- 
ment should prevail, the forfeiture would amount to 54,323,996 acres— 
a difference of 49,696, £ If my proposition should be adopted 
the forfeiture would amount to 78,503,088 acres, or 72,875,662 acres in 
excess of that covered by the Senate bill, and 24,179,092 acres in excess 
of that covered by the majority amendment. 

As to most of the features of the bill proposed by the House com- 
mittee we are all substantially agreed. We propose to except from the 
forfeiture the rights of way of the companies, and sufficient lands for 
depots » forth We from the forfeit- 
ure all lands appropriated for town sites, lands in the possession of actual 
settlers, and all lands held by bona fide purchasers for value. I am 
in favor of all that The con nmitte eis in accord as to that. I would 
freely giv he companies wl lands are reasonably necessary 

I would not disturb titles 
been built; nor 
rho have in good 
anies for a valuable consid- 
in such titles I would remove 


for such a course, I assum 


160 acres, 


machine-shops, and s« also except 


hatever 
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veal 
and ci 
ual settlers, ox persons W 
of the com} 
rec may be 


lient operat 
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ies have 

would I disturb 

faith purchased lands fro 
‘he reasons 


re @iaboration, 


protected in their rights of way; if 
7 
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town 
he forfeiture; if honest 


‘ted from 


use excepte 1 from 


purchasers for va 


irmed ; 


lue are prote 
all equities and a 

inated from the rislation proposed, then 
sis nothing left but a naked and unincumbered issue between the 
the United States, representing the people on the ons 
tilroad companies on the other. It isa simple issue be- 
granter and the grantee, with all interve ning rij ghts pr rotected. 
only disagreement I have with the majority of my 
e, a disagreement predicated on the policy 
to be pursued with referenee to the extent of the forfeitures. 

i do not antagonize the amendment proposed by Judge HOLMAN on 
behalf of the majority. It is offered in good faith and in the spirit of 
compromise by gent] 1 who believe it may prove to be a practical 
treme step might be unavailing. Without 

than the Senate bill, because it is far 
rehensive in its scope. My only objection is it does not 
gh, an ‘d I am in no mood to accept a compromise touching a ques- 
n which I regard as involving so much that is momentous and vit: . 
of the country. The Senate bill is a mere subt 
It amounts to nothing. It proposes to restore to the 
only depleted tail-ends of the vast grants made 
railroad companies—the discarded remnants abandoned 
aside by the ‘ause they were 
eau considered sufficiently valuable to justify the ex 
them. That bill proposes graciously to —_ the 
roads all they claim and to take back what, as a rule, they do not 
want. Itis a very accommodating measure from a very accom modat- 
ing, albeit exalted, 

I agree that the amendment reported by 
cent and meritorious legislative preposition. It means something. 
If it should become a law it would be a measure upon which the 
country would have occasion to congratulate itself. But for all that I 
insist it does not go far enough. Take the Southern Pacific again as 
anexample. What did this company do? Within the time limited 
for the construction of fhe e road 
tance of 50 miles through a magnificent country on the west side of 
the and then leaped clear across the moun- 
tains and built another section of 182 miles through a fertile region on 
the east side of the range. 

Thus it endeavored to cover and secure the most valuable lands in 
the grant. Since 1878 it has extended its line to the Colorado River 
so as to form its eastern connections with the Atlantic and Pacific road. 
The Senate bill, if it should become a law, would forfeit only the rough 
mountain lands, across which no road has been constructed, and which 
are of little or no value. The majority amendment would cover the 
same lands, and also the lands lying along the 242 miles constructed 
since 1878; but the lands adjacent to the 242 miles are of little value 
as compared to those lying along the 232 miles constructed prior to 
1878. ‘The 232 miles cover the cream of the gre ant. The road will get 
the best end of the bargain under either the Senate bill or the majority 
amendment. 

Now, if this company did not comply with the conditions of this 
grant—a g-ant which it was infamous to have made in the first place— 
if the title to the lands has not passed irrevocably to the company, if 
the Government has the legal right to reclaim these lands, then a 
not doso? Why give to the company all that is of real value and say 
to a justly outraged public opinion that it must be content to take the 
meaner share? Mark you, no innocent resident on any of these lands, 
no innocent purchaser of any of these lands, is in peril here. It is a 
question between the original parties to the transaction—the Govern- 
ment which made and the corporation which accepted the grant. No 
other person and no other interest is involved. If it be conceded that 
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the company built its line for a dis- | 
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Congress has the legal right or power to reclaim these lands and restore 


| them to the public, I can find no satisfactory excuse for failing to do 
| so. If the corporations receiving the grants have 
| in their own behalf, they have negleeted their opportunities to do so, 


any et juities to urge 
though they may expect to have it done for them upon the floors of the 
House and Senate. In the committee-room they have combated the 
They claim the lands as a mat- 
ter of legal right, and deny the power of Congress to disturb them. 
And it is purely a question oflaw. I claim that the grants were made 
upon such conditions as vest in the Government the right to re-e 
and on after a breach thereof. 
I shall not discuss the legal ph: uses of the proposed forfeitures at this 
During the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress I had the 
onor to report a bill forfeiting the entire grant made to the Southern 
Pacific, and in that report I took occasion to discuss the legal aspects 
of the case at gi length. Similar reports were made on similar 
measures during the Forty-seve ~_ ewan eat, and ee 
gresses by Me Cobb, Henk » PAYS ,andothers. The RECORD 1 
ill of speeches made by the oe st Ja wyers in the House upon the same 
subject; s all those reports and speeches are accessible to the mem- 
bers of the House, and as I nave no doubt that this whole question has 
been attentively considered by ¢ y gentleman who hears me, I would 
esteem it an act of supererogation o venture into it again at this time. 
Il quote but one authority, that of the distinguished ge ntleman 
inois [Mr. PAyson], who wrote the minority report on the 
e,in which he advises the House t to adopt the Senat 
» Forty-seventh Con that gentleman was a men- 
ciary Committee. \ bill had been introduced and re- 
nmittee forfeiting the 1 lands granted to the Northern 
at was the pioneer forfeiture bill. That company was 
ed to complete its — in 1879. Its grant was made upon the 
condition that it should do so. tdid not constri uct its entire road by 
is79. Atthe expiration of the period limited for its completion only 
a comparatively small part had been constructed. Th e road is yet un- 
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| constructed, and so the question of forfeiture was fairly presented in 
| the 


Mr 


die 


bill to which*I have alluded. The gentleman from Maine 
t‘EED] was then chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and, acting for 
~~ ity of that committee, made an adverse report upon the bill. 
e already referred to that report in an earlier stage of my remarks. 
entleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON], acting with the Demo- 
i min rity, prepared and presented a minority report advocating 
bill. From that report, made July 24, 1882, I quote: 
vo questions are presented in the bill before us: First, is there the right 
‘eiture as to all unpatented Jands within the limits of the grant to this road, 
the United States may reves? itse!f with the title thereto, as in its former 
by declaration of forfeiture; and, second, if the right of such forfeiture 
is it policy to exercise it? * 
We assert that the power to declare an absolute forfeiture of this land grant 
isin Congress. * * * 
Again: 
We conclude, th 


Tha 


so that 
estate, 


n, on the legal question of power in Congress, that it has the 
the title to all unpatented lands in the grant forf and r 
vest the United States with it, so that it can be restored tothe public domain, 
laws. 

That is what the gentleman from Illinois had to 
the power of Congress to make these forfeitures. 

While a similar bill forfeiting the same lands was being discussed in 
the House in 1886, during the Forty-ninth Congress, he referred to his 
report from which I have quoted, and reafiirmed the position he had 
then taken. During that debate in 1886, in which that distinguished 
gentleman bore a part so conspicuous and honorable, he said: 


say in 1852 about 


Tam only now discussing the question of power, of strict legal right. We 
had the power to assert this (right of forfeiture) in 1379, and the authorities I 
have cited show that we have it now beyond question. 

Again in the same speech: 

I have shown, sir, that under the law we have the power, 
assert this forfeiture. 

Later on in the same debate and in the same speech, addressing him- 
self to the policy of the forfeiture, and estimating the value of the lands 
involved in that measure at $100,000,000, the gentleman from Illinois 
gave vehement expression to this eloquent and forcible observation: 


said, also, that if this land belongs to the people, nothing should constrain 
us ~ yield it to the company except the strongest equitable considerations; 
equities which are equa! to legal obligations. With confidence I submit that 
with what the House bill proposes, the liberality of its provisions in what it 
permits the company to retain, the facts in the history of the building of the 
road, and the action of the company toward the people—monopolistic, exact- 
ing, and unyielding always—I earnestly insist that to make this udditional 
donation of one hundred millions of property would be an act of stupendous 
folly. 


With all these declarations of the gentleman from Illinois I agreed 
then, andI agree now. I hope, Mr. Speaker, I may say without ofiense, 
for lam sure no offense isintended, that it has been to meand to others a 
source of profound regret that the erudite, able, and distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois should apparently give up the fight, strike his colors, 
and surrender to the enemy against whom he has struck so many valiant 
blows in the past. In his minority report he says: 


The views of the Senate are now well understood. 
it has taken the ground that no power exists to declare such forfeitures as aro 
proposed by the majority, and would not agree tothe policy if the power existed. 


the legal right, to 


Pee 
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i But it agrees, by the bill sent us, toa forfeiture of all lands opposite un i MESS A ~ 
% structed road ‘ } + . ile \ 
; But there is nothing new in that have all understood from ; ; 7% a ‘ . : , oy 
: time almost immemorial that that was the position of the Republican ig: * 3 Bi : ‘ i 
f Senate; and that is the very position against which, until now, the gen- | , : ‘ > ae : ; at <s ‘ 
; tleman from I] vis has waged open and aggressive war. Sir, I repeat, | “© Ww Pp ; = ae ed , 
it is an occasi r grave regret to me that my distinguished friend has tao : ee : 
deemed it his dt to throw the great weight of his name and influ- ; : a oe Se ae , 
\ ence upon that side of this important contention w hich he has so often ; : te : E ; 7 E : , az 
and so eloguently denounced. I have never parted company withany | ,. °°" * ae tha os 18 
: uan with more reluctance or with greater regret. But if my friend | © ot 3 ' 
hesitates and halts because he has lost heart and hope, I am conso! 2 ’ a - es 
th the knowledge that there are many brave men in f tl , ' a ; 
Democratic party who have sworn never to d an inch ) am nm 
go on with this fight until victory i and right ; av. ae ie 
[Applause.] For myself I insi er of law Sn 
equity and good conscience, as wel right, that t : 
be no half-w iy mea ures of com] his busines " 
In the integrity and correctne tion I feel tl Is 5 i p 
; hesitating confidence. I believe we should go forward fea © mare < 
; discharge ou th portant legislation should fail ee 
; as it has fail st. let the 1 ponsibi rest upon t v > i (H ' 
obstruct and preve it The D tic par rainst great odds, | : ; 
already accomplished much. During the Forty-eighth and Fort ! ra a 
Congresses we originated and succeeded in passing bills f es ’ i ; 
),482,240 acres, and since March 4, 1885, the Interor Depart as. ae ; . 
by canceling fraudulent entries, opening railroad indemnity lan see ; 
settlement, and by other means, restored 52,437,375 acres to t ] ‘ H a to 
lic domain, making a total restoration in a little over three yea : 
102,929,613 acres. eon wa 
We have also during this Congress passed through the House a bill ae - cone 
as we did in the last Congress, repealing all laws under which nt resolution (i 3. J t 
have been committed : st the public lands, and so remodeled eegeaniter reine 
perfected our whole system of laws on this subject as to protect tl isis eure: gills _— 
mainder of our public lands from un ip} riation, and ] eng es sa ' 7 
them to the beneficent uses of actual settlement. That bill is: = : ; : 
ud work we have accomplishe = Oye im tae « ot the | se: 
complete it by passing this am e om os er. ae oe 5 whee he 
adding over 78,000,000 of acres more to the g l Bact (J ee pS peamen ce wa. & 
The people of the country expect us to do am ACG (Ei. Bs. OS orm ind emer wedret >is 
it. Che Democrati: party is the anchor of h a 6 (it OBIS : B® pension * : 7 ™ 
blic. They look to it and wat in act (i. i. G20) granting a | b to Henan Ve 
h guides his way. There nec rugg! mariner ae per = A sean ee pcan reielle reagent 
which this old party is making for the people against entrez 1 privi- a ae io nenes Garey ee ee ee 
lege, become arrogant and powerful by long indulgence, may be so p1 os Ht. om ne Sw Ss , A 
longed and arduous as to test the endurance and courage of the bravest am Gen am one new) Gres © Pee oe e. i ° 
but we areas sure to win as that God reigns and upholds the right wit! , ; — —— oe & & poms a ;' 
His omnipotent hand. The D ee a ae ee oe Som 
and faithful. And it will be on RS Ee Oe ee, Geen, © ee oe 2 aan 
knightly chieftain down upon t l , on Sous Gee eons Pronto 
ing there to unequal combat, ed : ota 4 044) granting & pension —— 
comrades had fled or fallen, st . B. S750) gremiing © y Se See Se See 
They hbew d the hs ibe from h > reast \ ‘ oxy neg mnere a : PP m , : a ; ; ; : : 
rhe helmet from his head ” l H. R 7 £ itin L pensio to Mary | yf 
i And then fell with his wild war-cry upon his bloody but defian am ses (H. —y £744) granting a pension to Mathew H. Ki 
lips. Mr. Speaker, Candespina’s intrepid standard-bearer was 1 n act (H. = sae) fer Ses Me - 
more devoted, faithful, or steadfast than the Demoeratic party has in act (H. R. 83 ~) authori —— S post 
been, and shall be, in the cause of guarding the free homes of our f1 servation, in the tate of Nepra 
people upon this noble empire in the West, acquired by the prowess of MESSAGE FROM TH! 
its arms and the genius of its statesmanship. [Great applause. | , enna: toms the Samat | 1 
; Mr. RICE. I believe the substitute of the majority of the commi : a ea Bina ely tae ‘ 
: tee is bad in law and equity, and bad in morals, and can never be en- | , Se ee ea th 1 (1 102 
lores Lin any court ol christendom : Fe samen noe " oe é 5 2 a vy ‘ : . ae 
he Senate bill is a practical measure, ral and equitable and ju ae a3 ey a. aoe ; ¥ : ‘th ’ ' ] 
to all interests, rei lering no tit es insecu ior disturbing securiti¢ in ; i : od o : on i 5 sa a Mm © . : ta : 
the hands of the innumerable investors of small means whose money | , . Rae s . — oP . “pay 
was used in the construction of theze railroads, and it will forever sett] = a - > ies a ; a { ' 
the vexed questions which have too long harassed the people settled = : as ; ame i > ans patente a 2 7 
along the lines of these great highways and perplexed Con ) pe gee a Oe a 
many years. : , ae ee ee ee ee 
Js pes Boi Se | sles o : 1889, and for other purposes ; asked aconference with the Hon t 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. and had appointed Mr. 1 wn. My r I 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced | on the 1 rt of the Senate 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res, 192) relatin 
to the pages of the House of Representatives. " 
ihe message further announced that the Senate had passed with Mr. PAYSON withholds his rema 
an amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, M V t bining J i 
the concurrent resolution (H. Res. 191) relating to the enroliment of | t ym Ark 3 
the bill(H. R. 9377) making appropriation for the legislative, executive i de to ! te to the gent! 1 f 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending | I 
June 30, 1559, and for other purposes. . olds his 1 i f re ym. & 
Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House coneur in the NDID 
Senate amendment, which is simply to make the resolution joint in Mr. McRAE. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Me 
stead of concurrent. This becomes necessary in order tosend the reso- | GoMERY]. 
lution to the President. Mr. MONTGOMERY withholds his remarks for . 


Th ay nalr ‘ ‘ : 
ine amendment was agreed to. PENI 
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Mr. McRAE. I yield for twelve minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Herperr]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I have offered two amendments. 
One is an alternative proposition to the other, both relating to the 
graut of land to the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, made on 
the 3d day of June, 1856; the purpose of each is—one going a little 
further than the other—not to prevent a forfeiture of the lands, but to 
protect in one case the purchaser, and in the other to protect those 
purchasers who are also settlers, 

These lands are peculiarly cireamstanced. The act, as I have said, 
was passed on the 3d day of June, 1856, granting alternate sections, 
six sections to the mile. Between April 26, 1860, and January 3, 
1561, the Land Department of the Government certified to the State 
of Alabama, under the grant, all these lands as if they had been fully 


earned, ‘These certificates, according to the decisions of the Supreme | 


Court, had the effect really of patents, or such effect as patents would 
have had. 

Now, the first 54 miles, beginning at Girard and running southwest 
as far as Troy, were completed by 1870. Then there is a gap of un- 
completed road. These 84 miles to Troy were completed by the Mo- 
bile and Girard Railroad Company under its charter and in compliance 
with the terms of the act; but there were 63 miles completed from the 
-Mobile end in the direction of Troy that were not built by the Girard 
Railroad Company, but by another company, the Mobile and Great 
Northern, under a contract and agreement with the Mobile and Girard 
Railroad Company that the Mobile and Great Northern should be en- 
titled to the land grant if it should complete that portion of the road 
extending from Mobile to Pollard. The Mobile and Girard was to 
meet the Mobile and Great Northern at Pollard. 

That is one peculiarity of this case; that part of the completed road 
was not built by the company to which the grant was made, but by 
another company. In equity and justice it amounts to the same thing. 
Congress granted the land in order tosecure the construction of the road, 
but legally the Mobile and Great Northern was not the company to 
which the grant had been made, and so it could not in law claim any 
portion of the lands. The company to which the lands had been granted 
sold many of them, many of which were coterminous with the line of 
uncompleted road, that is, along the lines where the road had not been 
completed, but all along the line it had been laid down and definitely 
located. The purchasers of these lands had aright to rely on the titles 
they purchased, for according to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of the Railroad Land Company vs. Courtright, in 21 Wal- 
lace, the right of the railroad company to sell was not confined to those 
lands lying contiguous to and coterminous with the completed portion 
of its line. I read from the syllabus: 

it was held under a statute exactly similar to that making the grant 
in this case: 

First. That the act of Congress authorized the sale of one hundred and twenty 
sections in advance of the construction of any part of the road, and that it was 
only as to the sale of the remaining sections that the provision requiring a pre- 
vious completion of 20 miles applied. 

Second, That there was no restriction upon the State as to the place where the 
120 sections should be selected along the line of the road, except that they should 
be included within a continuous length of 20 miles on each side, and that they 


might be selected from lands adjoining the eastern end of the road or the west- 
ern end, or along the central portion, 


Now, if gentlemen have followed me, this case fits the circumstances 
exactly. The Mobile and Girard Railroad Company had the right to 
sell land not only along the completed portion of the road, but also be- 
tween Troy and Pollard, and between Pollard and Mobile. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the first amendment which I sent up provides 
for the protection and confirmation of the titles of those who bought 
that land. The grant had been made by Congress embracing these 
lands. According to the granting act the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office was to certify tke lands to the State when they had been 
earned. The Commissioner made that certificate. The State of Ala- 
bama was to cede them when the railroad company was entitled to 
them. TheState had cededthem. What more could a purchaser ask ? 
What better guaranty of title could he demand? Here was pledged 
the good faith of the State. Here was pledged the good faith of the 
Federal Government by the action of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. I insist, sir, that in equity and good conscience these 
purchasers had a full and complete right to rely on these acts of the 
State government and of the Federal Government, and when they paid 
their money for these lands this Government ought to protect them. 
I ought to have more than twelve minutes to argue these two amend- 
rents, but the facts are so plain I do not see how the House can mis- 
take them. But if this amendment should be voted down my alter- 
native proposition is to protect all actual settlers who have color of 
title, either by purchase from the railroad company or at tax sale. In 
the Forty-ninth Congress I introduced a bill forfeiting these lands and 
protecting purchasers and settlers. The committee considered the 
whole question and finally reported a bill which protected the settlers 
oa that land as fully and as completely as I now ask by the terms of 
this second amendment. 

In fact I have simply taken the bill as reported by the Public Lands 
Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress and asked the House to vote 
upon and ratify what the Public Lands Committee of the Forty-ninth 





Congress, when they considered this question particularly and fully, 
decided unanimously was right and proper. That is the second amend- 
ment—the alternative amendment I offer; and I desire the attention of 
the House particularly to that. Its only purpose is, to use the language 
frequently used in this debate, to save to free men free homes. The 
Public Lands Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress decided that un- 
| der the circumstances Congress ought to ratify the title of every one of 
these settlers up to the extent of 320 acres each. 
Now, a homestead, it is true, is only 160 acres. This amendment 
} undertakes to protect settlers up to the extent of 620 acres; but the 
| amendment is exactly in the words of the bill of the Forty-eighth Con- 
| gress, reported unanimously by every member of the committee, Re- 
publican and Democrat. Why did that committee come to that con- 
clusion after full consideration? Because those lands, though fit for 
agricultural purposes, are really poor lands. Their value as grazing 
lands would help them out as farming lands, but a settler would re- 
quire more acres to make a farm thanif thelands were rich. Thecom- 
mittee heard testimony. They considered the case fully. They 
thought, under the circumstances, where parties had bought these lands 
and settled upon them, the Government could afford to allow them 320 
acres each. It is nothing but simple justice, the plainest equity, I 
demand for these honest settlers. By honest toil they have built 
homes for themselves. In the sweat of their faces they are earning 
their bread. I appeal to this House not to turn them out shelterless 
on the world. 

It is true, sir, that the bill if passed by the Senate will allow these 
parties to homestead this land. But why should they be compelled to 
pay again what they have already paid? Why should we force them 
to pay the fees required by law to the officers of the land oflice, to make 
all the proof and to reside there five years,when evidence has already 
been adduced completely satisfactory to every member of the Public 
Lands Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress, who examined this ques- 
tion carefully, that they have bought and paid in good faith for that land? 

Here then, Mr. Speaker, are the two amendments. I will not de- 
tain the House with further discussion; but in conclusion will simply 
repeat that the first of these amendments seeks to protect the pur- 
chaser, those who purchased in good faith, under the peculiar circum- 
stances surrounding this grant. If that is voted down the second 
amendment asks simply that the titles of actual bona fide settlers up 
to the amount of 320 acres of that poor land shall be confirmed. I cer- 
tainly think these amendments will commend themselves to the House. 

I reserve the remaining two minutes of my time. 

Mr. McRAE. [yield tothe gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

{Mr. CLEMENTS withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. | 

Mr. McRAE. I believe I have ten minutes left. I will use five 
minutes now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes left. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, in closing the debate on the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Missouri [ Mr. SronE] andjmyself I shall deal 
with the bill and amendments and not undertake to discuss at length 
the legal questions involved. I discussd the question of the power to 
forfeit in my report upon the Northern Pacific grant and now refer to 
what I then said upan that subject There is such a variety of opinion 
as to what can be done and so little difference of opinion as to what 
ought to be done that I think Congress, the law-making power, should 
not hesitate to do what it thinks right and just rather than quibble 
over technical legal questions. It isthe duty of Congress to make laws 
and the duty of the courts to construe them. Let us pass the bill and 
leave the construction to be placed on it to the courts. Underthe leave 
to print I may hereafter have something more to say upon the legal 
phase of the case as well as the political features of the forfeitures. 

Ten minutes is too short a time for me to undertake it to-day even if 
it were necessary. 

We have heard and read much about the law bearing upon the ques- 
tion of power, and of conditions-precedent and conditions-subsequent. 
But the great central fact stands out in bold relief that the grants were 
upon the condition that the roads were to be constructed on or before 
a fixed time, and that this condition was not performed as the Govern- 
ment and the people had a right to expect. 

If the positions were reversed the corporations would have no scru- 
ples about declaring a forfeiture. It is perfectly clear that nothing 
can be accomplished without a legislative forfeiture, and we are all 
agreed that some bill should be passed by this Congress. The impor- 
tant question to be settled to-day is the extent to which we will go. 
We have three propositions now pending: 

1. The Senate proposition, which is concurred in by four Republi- 
can members of the House committee, to forfeit the lands where no 
road has been built, involving less than 6,000,000 acres as is shown by 
the Depattment table read by the gentleman from Missouri. 

2. The substitute of the majority of the House committee to for- 
feit all lands except for road constructed within the time fixed in the 
granting acts, involving over 50,000,000 acres. 

3. The proposition which my colleague and I insist upon, to forteit 
the entire grant where there has been a failure to perform the condi- 
tions of the grant, involving about 70,000,000 acres. 
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As for myself, I insist that asa matter of law, as a matter of equity 
and good conscience, as well as of public right, there should be no 
compromise in this matter, and therefore feel it my duty to insist, 
as I did in the last Congress, upon a forfeiture of the entire grant where 
there was a failure to perform the conditions imposed. If it is not 
done I shall wash my hands of responsibility for such failure. I am 
for the third proposition as stated. If it is rejected then I want the 
second or committee proposition. These different propositions have 
each been fairly and ably presented by gentlemen who have preceded 
me in this debate; the first by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON]; the second by the chairman of the committee [Mr. HoLMAN }; 
and the third by my eloquent and forcible friend from Missouri | Mi 
STONE]. I fully agree to all he has said. They all agree that Con 
gress has the power under the law and the. decisions to forfeit the 
whole of the grant where there was a failure to perform the conditions 
made and accepted. 

The rights of purchasers and settlers have been carefully protected in 
«the committee bill, and will not be affected by any of the amendments. 

The gentleman from Illinois [ ] 
are entitled to any equitable consideration, but rather confesses that 
none is duethem. He thinks the Senate proposition is all that we will 








be able to pass; and is therefore willing toyield and take almost nothing | 


when at the same time he asserts that nothing more can ever be done. 
He says that the Senate will never agree to forfeit any land for con- 
structed road. 

Mr. PAYSON. I did not say that. Quote me fairly. 

Mr. McRAE. What did you say? 

Mr. PAYSON. I said that none ever had been forfeited. 

Mr. MCRAE. And you said more than that. You will remember 
that when you made the statement [ interrupted you and asked you 
why, with such views, you wanted the reservation that is contained in 
your third section? I will ask you the same question now. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not believe the Senate will vote such a forfeit- 
ure, but I think the House may. Quote me fairly. 

Mr. McRAE. I quoted you just as you state your position and be- 
lief now. I did not represent you as saying that the House would 


that you would make no such statement in the face of the record here- 
tofore made by the House upon this question. ‘The House has passed 


such bills, and I believe it will pass this one. Why should we fail to} until all the conditions are performed. 


do our duty because the Senate coes not agree to what we think is 
right. 

Have we been trifling with the people upon this question for the last 
eight years? After the hard fight we have had, shall we give the 
country a valueless forfeiture of the odds and ends of such land as the 
roacs do not wantand some of them would like to be relieved of when 
those who present such a proposition say that nothing more can ever 
be done? Mr. Speaker, I trust a roll-call will give back an emphatic 
negative to this question. Howcomes the sudden change in my friend 
from Illinois? Since the Forty-seventh Congress he has stubbornly 
refused to yield to the demands ot the Senate, but now surrenders with- 
outacontest. Ifthe fight has been kept up that the companies might 
earn more land only to be abandoned when they get such as they de- 
sire, then it ought never to have been commenced. We ought to make 
the roads complete their lines over the mountains and deserts or forfeit 
the whole line for the failure to do so. 

Is it right to let them take their own time in building, and to only 
build when and where it suits them, and thus take all the lands of any 
value and leave the people without either land or road? The Govern- 
ment expected continuous lines of road over which its mails could be 
carried at reduced rates, over which the commerce of the country could 
be transported across the deserts and over the mountains of the west. 
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Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it isindeed remarkable to my mind that a 
law-making body like this should on so many oceasions have proven 
tself utterly regardless of existing law. It would not do to say that 
members of such a high and dignified body were ignorant, but they 
certainly have in many instances, in respect to this particular kind of 
legislation, been regardless of the law and legal rules of procedure. 
When this question of the forfeiture of railroad land 
up in the Forty-eighth Congress I declared in favor of 


s 


grants first came 
tihe forfeiture of 
every acre of land granted to railroad corporations wheh could be le- 
gally forfeited, and I have never varied 
But, sir, I did not mean to include in that declaration a proposition 
or intention to engage in a scheme to confiscate private property rhe 
legal questions involved in this matter have not been discussed on this 
occasion, but they have been briefly and correctly stated by th 
man from Illinois [Mr. PAYson ], who is one of the best informed mem- 
bers of this House on the questions now in hand. All the grants to 
railroad corporations, directly or indirectly, have been made upon con- 


from that declaration. 






y 
* gyentie- 


| dition. Every Jawyer who has not forgotten what he read in the horn- 
Mr. PAYSON ] does not claim that the roads | 


books of the law remembers the definition of estates upon condition. 


| They are of two kinds, one on condition-precedent and the other on 


\ 


| condition-subsequent. Now, if any gentleman earnestly and honestly 


desires to arrive at a proper conclusion as to what lands he should vote 
to forfeit, if he will but observe and pre perly apply these prin iples he 
will easily ascertain. 

Observe the well-defined distinction between the different kinds of 
conditions and he can not be mistaken as to what lands are forfeitable 
and what are non-forfeitable. A grant of an estate upon condition-sub- 
sequent vests the title in the grantee, subject to be defeated by the 


| grantor only for a failure to perform some condition attached toit. No 


one but the grantor can claim the return of the estate for the failure of 
the grantee, and the estate remains in the grantee unimpaired until the 


| grantor takes advantage of the failure to perform the condition. 


The position of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the 


gentleman from Missouri | Mr. STONE] in their proposition to forfeit 
all lands granted to every railroad corporation where all the conditions 


| have not been performed, is a logical position, if their premises are 
not pass any bill forfeiting more than you now propose, because I know | 


correct. They assume that these grants were upon conditions prece- 
dent; and it isa correct legal principle that wherever an estate is 
granted upon conditions precedent, the title does not and can not vest 
But, unfortunately for their 


| position, the courts have held every time the question has come be- 





It has waited more than twenty years, and now we are told that a | 


part of the country is too rongh to build over and that so much may 
be forfeited and that the other is ‘‘earned.’’ I deny that any is earned 
tntil the line is completed. We have no power to make them build, 
but can and should retake the whole estate when they have not. 
Nothing less will satisfy an outraged people whose lands have been 
withheld from them so long by such methods. I hope the Democrats 
will look this proposition squarely in the face, and meet it with an 
emphasis that will not be misunderstood by the country. There is 
nothing in it except a naked issue between the United States on the 
one hand and the defaulting, grasping corporations on the other. 
There are no settlers and purchasers behind whom the roads can 
longer take shelter. We protect them fully. Answer by your votes 
whether you are for the people’s rights or the roads. In the late 


Republican platform our friends on the other side take some credit for | 


what has been done in the way of forfeitures. Your action here to-day 
will test the sincerity of that declaration. Let us have no evasion or 
dodging. The issue is joined, and if we can not win in this tribunal 
we will let the people know the reason why. If it be trne that the 
Senate as it is now organized will not pass this bill, let us do our duty, 
and if we fail then appeal to the country and elect a Senate that will. 
I reserve the balance of my time. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES. ] 





fore them—and the question has been adjudged in more than one case 
by the Supreme Court—that these grants are made upon conditions 
subsequent. ‘This disposes of the position of those two gentlemen and 
shows it to be utterly untenable. 

Now, as to the position of the distinguished chairman of the Public 
Lands Committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], I am 
constrained to remark that his is the most utterly illogical position 
that any lawyer in any proceeding ever assumed. I say in ‘‘any pro- 


| ceeding,’’ because while this is partly a legislative it is partly a judi- 


cial proceeding. It is similar in many respects to the common-law 


| proceeding of ‘‘office found;’’ as, for instance, in the case of forfeiture 


of lands claimed by an alien. At common law, where an estate was 
granted to a private individual on conditions subsequent, the grantor, 
if those conditions were not performed, had but to re-enter upon the 
land, whereby he was reinvested with his entire former estate. By a 


| misapplication of this principle to these railroad land grants many 


gentlemen have been misled. 

These grants are different from a grant at common law in this re- 
spect: Every one of them contains a section providing that when the 
railroad company performs the conditions by constructing a road to the 
extent of a section of 20, 30, or 50 miles, and the same is inspected and 
accepted as provided by law, the coterminous lands are earned and the 
company is entited to patents therefor. Only therein do these grants 
differ from a grant at common law. Such a provision in the grant 
severs or chops up the contract into sections, and in law is a separate 
grant, but on the same terms for each section. 

Now, whenever the time expires within which the road is to be con- 
structed, the right of the Government to declare a forfeiture as to all 
lands not coterminous with the portion of the road then constructed is 
perfect and complete, saving and excepting lieu lands within in- 
demnity limits for those not found in place. The United States can 
not re-enter as an individual grantor could, but by judicial proceeding 
or legislative enactment can declare the forfeiture; that isto declare the 
resumption of title for conditions broken; and then the Government 
becomes repossessed of the title, not to all the lands, but all with 
which the contract permits the Government to reinvest itself. 

To illustrate: A grant of land was made for a road to be constructed 
in four sections, of 25 miles each, within two years. Atthe expiration 
of the time, two sections or 50 miles only have been completed and ac- 
cepted. Congress declares a forfeiture. Of what portion of the grant 
are the United States thereby reinvested? Only with the lands along 
the 50 miles where no road has been built. 

The gentleman from Indiana in his report, speaking asthe organ or 
a majority of his committee, asserts truly that nearly all the granting 
acts contain a provision substantially that ‘if said road is not com- 
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plered within — years, no further sales shall be made and the lands 
unsold shall revert to the United States.’’ 

The language employed is in substance that if the road is not com- 
pleted within a prescribed number of years no further sales shall be 
made, and the lands of the grant unsold shall revert to the United 


States; and then he proceeds to give a construction to that language 
which, if he has not forgotten all the law he ever knew, he must know 


is erroneous. He takes the words according to theirliteral and usual 
import, not according to their legal signification. He ignores the uni- 
versal principle of construction that wherever words used in a statute 
or deed have a well-known technical signification or a well-defined 
statutory definition, they must receive that construction. 
Court in the case of 


‘ 


ut of this charact 


Schulenberg 
a esses the common-law attributes of a grant 
ubsequent, and that the provision that no 
further sales should be made if the road should not be completed within 
the time limited,and the lands unsold should revert to the United 
States, did not reinvest them With the title, but that something more 
an affirmative 
or a judicial proceeding, was 


gr er pos 


in presenti upon conditions 
ic 
was necessary, act, 
necessary to recover the title. 

Yet in the face of that decision (reaflirmed in Van Wyck vs. Kneavels, 
106 United States Reports) the gentleman from indiana in his report 
quotes from all these different grants, andsays it was manifestly the in- 
tention of Congress that if thecondition was not performed by building 
the roads within the time named the Government should repossess itself 
of the titles to theselands. That is what I call sinning against lightand 
knowledge. so blind as those who refuse to see. We must 
be honest and law-abiding if we would command the respect and con- 


N’ : 
40 One l 


fidence of the intelligent, patriotic, and substantial people of this coun- 
try. Nothing good is to be accomplished by demagoging for the votes 
of the commune and the tramps. 


This above all—To thine ownself be true; 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man, 

! ask only that we shall follow the law asit has been adjudged. The 
fact that a great many of these grants were improvident and ought not 
to have been made is of no consequence. The question is what shall 
we do with them as they now stand? In the Forty-eighth Congress I 
made the first report—a minority report of the Committee on Public 
Lands—against this proposition of wholesale forfeiture, in the case of 
the Louisiana ‘‘ backbone’’ land grant. ‘The legal questions raised in 
that case were referred to the Judiciary Committee and a report was 
made by the then chairman of that committee, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. J. Randolph Tucker, 13 members concurring 
with him in holding that under the circumstances the Government had 
no right to declare the forfeiture. 

Mr. ROGERS. And no power. 

Mr. OATES. WhenI say ‘‘no right’? I mean nopower. After an 
elaborate debate upon that proposition to forfeit that grant the House 
voted down the measure and refused to declare the forfeiture. Yet if 
you pass the substitute reported by the gentleman from Indiana, repre- 
senting the majority of the Committee on Public Lands, you vote to 
forfeit every acre of that grant, as well as many others. In that case 
the read was all constructed five years after the time named in the 
granting act had expired; and the bill to declare a forfeiture was in- 
troduced more than a year after the cars were running from one end 
of the line to the other. The United States, by act of Congress, had 
fixed a lower allowance of compensation to the company for carrying 
the mails on it, in consequence of the land grant, and the House prop- 
erly refused to declare a forfeiture. But the substitute for the Senate 
bill now under consideration goes behind that decision and forfeits 
every acre of that grant. It proposes the forfeiture of all the lands 
coterminous with 1,500 miles of completed road on the Northern Pa- 
cific, and also forfeits the grant in part to more than a dozen other 
completed roads. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has beenin public life 
almost continuously for forty-five years, and during the earlier part of 
that period as the judge of a court and expounder of the law. All 
through his long and honorable service he has at all times exhibited a 
high order of intelligence, large and varied information, in view of 
which I am amazed at his assumed ignorance of the law touching these 
railroad land grants and their liability to forfeiture. He admits that 
they are grants upon conditions-subsequent. He knows that the title 
was vested in the grantees subject to be defeated only for non-perform- 
ance of the conditions, and that no one but the grantor could take ad- 
vantage of the breach of the condition, and that the title of the grantee 
is not impaired by the lapse of time until the grantor actually declares 
the forfeiture, which may never be done. (See Blackstone’s Commen- 
taries on Conditional Estates, and 4 Kent, 138.) The distinguished 
gentleman can not be ignorant of these fundamental legal principles. 
He is presumed to be familiar with them, and yet he contends. that 
‘*time is of the essenre of the grants.’’ He deduces from his premise 
the conclusion that ‘‘even if title did vest in the railroad company, 
there was an absolute want of power to make sales beyond the lands 
earned within the specified periods,’’ which is a complete travesty of 
the plainest provisions and principles of the law. In the case of Denny 


The Supreme | 
vs. Harriman, 21 Wallace, held that | 


a legislative declaration of forfeiture | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—-HOUSE. 


| 





JULY 5 


3 


vs. Dodson, in 32 Federal Reporter, decided by the United States circuit 
court for the State of Oregon last November, the very question involved 
in the substitute by its provision for the forfeiture of lands coterminous 
with sections of road constructed and accepted after the expiration of 
the time named in tlie granting act for the completion of the road was 
decided, Justice Fteld delivering the opinion and Judge Deady con- 
curring. The action was to recover a tract of land which the plaintiff 
acquired from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. It was of the 
grant made to that company by Congress and coterminous with a sec- 
tion of that road constructed, completed, inspected, and accepted after 
the time for the completion of the entire road had expired. 

The court said: 

The contention of the defendant is that, upon failure of the company to 
complete the entire road within the period fixed by the act, or the supple- 
mentary act, the title to the land not then earned failed,and could be restored 
to the company only by affirmative action on the part of Congress; in other 
words, that the completion of the entire road within the time designated was a 


| condition precedent to the vesting of title to all lands not previously earned by 


the construction of a road coterminous with them. For this position we find 
no warrantin any provision of the act. ‘The conditions attached to the grant 
are conditions subsequent, and not precedent. * * * Whilea legal title to 
the sections described, as distinguished from a merely equitable or an inchoate 
interest, passed to the railroad company by the act of July 2, 1864, it was nota 
title which could be disposed of by the company without the consent of Con- 
gress, except as each 25-mile section of the road was completed and accepted by 
the President, so as to cut off the right of the United States to compel the appli- 

1 of the lands to the purposes for which they were granted, or to prevent 
their forfeiture in case of the company’s failure to perform the conditions of the 








Phe road opposite to the premises in controversy having been completed 
and aecepted,the tithe, however imperfect whilst incumbered, if it may be so 
termed, by the uses to which the lands were to be applied, has become perfect 


and indefeasible. 


It iscontended by the advocates of the Holman substitute that there 
can be no such thing as a waiver or estoppel of the Government. That 
is true in the sense that it has the physical power to do as it pleases. 
it is true upon the doctrine of monarchical governmonts that the king 
can do no wrong. But that dogma has and ought to have but a very 
limited application to ours, which is the people’s Government, and all 
the officers, legislative, judicial, and executive, from the President 
down, are but the trusted servants of the people. Nor is it the prac- 
tice of our Government to seek shelter from responsibility to its citi- 
zens by the invocation of such undemocratic doctrine as that it is ex- 
empt from liability under legal principles which would make a citizen 
suitor liable. The United States allow suits to be brought against 
them in all matters of contract, and as defendant to a suit have no ad- 
vantages in law over the humblest citizen. These railroad land grants 
are contracts, and are determinable by the same laws and rules of con- 
struction that are applicable to the cases of individuals, with one ex- 
ception: the deed or grant of an individual is to be taken most 
strongly against the grantor. 

A legislative grant is to be taken and constructed moststrictly against 
the grantee. That is so, because a legislative grant toan individual or 
corporation is partial; it is supposed to be favoritism and against the 
interest of the body-politic. Hence the grantee must show affirma- 
tively and clearly that what he claims to have passed to him by the 
grant actually did pass, and if there be doubt the court will solve it by 
deciding for the grantor. But this goes only to the construction of the 
deed or granting act; it is the rule by which to determine what passed 
by it, and furnishes no aid whatever in determining whether a condi- 
tion-subsequent attached to the deed or grant has or has not been per- 
formed. 

Mr. Speaker, I have maintained the same opinion I now hold in re- 
spect to these land-grant forfeitures ever since I investigated them for 
months in the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. I spoke and 
voted in that Congress and the Forty-ninth as I do now, to forfeit every 
acre Of lands granted to any railroad company which is legally forfeit- 
able. 

But because many of the grants were improvidently and, it may be, 
corruptly made is not a good reason why I should now violate the law 
by voting to divest vested rights. The Supreme Court of the United 
States decided before I was born that it was wrong to undertake to do 
that. But the position of the gentleman from Indiana is explainable 
on his supposition of consistency. He was in Congress and voted 
against nearly every one of the granis twenty-five or thirty years ago, 
and he is continuing the fight he then made regardless of the changes 
that have taken place in the mean time. He is industriously and per- 
sistently trying to dig up yesterday, and from present indications he is 
likely to succeed, so far as this House is concerned, regardless of con- 
sequences. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] in his very able minority 
report presents a substitute which is in substance the bill which the 
Senate passed upon this subject and which proposes the forfeiture of 
all Jands granted to railroad companies where they have not up to this 
time constructed any road. To illustrate: where lands were granted 
to build a road 100 miles long and the company has built only 50 miles, 
that bill proposes to allow the company to retain one-half the grant 
and to forfeit the other half. It gives them the lands they earned and 
takes away from them what they have not earned. I think that will 
strike the mind of the average citizen of old-fashioned honesty as a 
pretty fair proposition. 
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from Missouri | Mr. STON! rr an alleged inconsistency in his course e 15-mil ! y limit, cotert +W che cons 
on this question. Judge Payson is quite able to take care of himselt | | I road ¥ the ny « L take Ah t 
4 and does not need assistance from me. But I in this connec- ot iction of a t ; ( t 
; tion that he is the best rmed 1 ber of tl touching land- ta 
; grants to railro i zealous and le an advocate of for- ] 
2 feitures as an 1ink has contril im to that end 
4 1 
a than any pr s Hot 
i: He may not 1} tly consistent. He differed with | ] 
: ~ e cas iaht he was 1 the wrong, and pre 
j to go too! butit does not | the n ths of th ho now ¢ i 
3 cise him to find fault with him I ] is erred in the past 1 
; on th s of tl] question it . 
; He ve forcibly pr ted in | inori report th 
right of forfeiture as to sect of road consti after the ¢ [A 
of the time umed i of t ] ymp mn of t W i 
by ¢ é he ver} ra t ipting to d I ( 
forf iring road , rrv t 3 . 
duced 1 ] t tical s 
t! l ; at ‘ 
| 1 Illin v ‘ 
1 ( le tion on t ( I L ch 
{0 : ; ! I spoke in advocacy of th 
é l , f l ls of the Nort 
A P t >», when ts La titut hat now ] i 
lopted tie l Thes re i ) l iho 
( : I 1 It 1 1 od yt { my 3 1 V I ‘ . j i 
I lave gol on ¢ ‘ 
The law requires t 
whenever any land-gran 
of new road, and if they e} 
Whenever Congress cre: 
matter or controversy t 
being within the 1 } 
t aside by a court « ? ‘ t 
7 Wal oe 
Mr. Speaker, I do n 1k 
war upon railroad con ld hol { [A tI 
them to a ict ob W nd for ever ach of it I 
would m them p ling tot law of the ] OATES { 
3 regular and ord ition Chat is the 1 1A l 
¥ Fi itl ind u t ] L ‘ nt iil \ I ‘ ‘ 
{ liana of th ) t } : } 
n yr of 7,000,0 ! - t t road 
Memphis and Char been a t | i t t 
{ P Aa 1 i . int né { y l 1 t i , t 1e c i 
from market on a t 1 I woK 1 1 | _ t } t 
at the General Land I tr { of. tl } } 
true { tl t 
The grant to another road in Al r. HOLMAN ] had 
Selma, Rome and Dalton, isin part ] . b- ‘ 1 
stitute reported by the fre notwithstanding the [r. OATI had 
fact that Congress in 1872 passed an act, which I holdin my hand, con M HOLMAN 
firming tosaid company all of the lands which had been certified to the 
State for its benefit fr. OATES Why, 3 he l lt 1 
The SPEAK t Che gentleman’s time has pired re } 
Mr. GROUT isk unanimous consent that the gentlem L ] ‘ \ \\ l I ! 
five minutes ; 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will that extend the time bevond 4 o’clock? Mr. HOLMA) rhey had 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 3; with the cons ted portion ! ! 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then I must object. it é l eve to ‘ 
Mr. OATES. If the gentleman from Indiana will not object I Mr. OATES iy t Dp 
eall his attention to some other f ‘es in this bill which I think | Mr. HOLMAN I ( 
will be willing to amend. nt the corporation 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object to extending the time for ten Mr. OATES t ’ 
minutes. five to be allotted to each side. tl r of tl cind [ I i 
The>s LAKER prot ) 3; there fur r objec n to extending ' 3 it p] i ; 
the time for ten minutes? Mr. HOLMA Read tl 
There was no obje ion. Mr. OATES { ha ud it 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the next objection I make to the sub 





















stitute proposed by the majority of the Committee on Public Land 
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the land upon which they have lived for many years. They bought 
the land from the railroad company, and the company had the right to 
sell 120 sections in advance of and beyond the construction of the road 
under a decision made by the Department of Interior, on the opinion 
of Mr. Black, of Pennsylvania, when he was Attorney-General. All 
these lands granted to the railroad company were certified to the gov- 
ernor of the Stateof Alabama. The title passed from the United States 
to the trustee. 

The company constructed 84 miles of the road. It has sold a less 
number of acres by 50,000 than itis entitled to forthe road constructed. 
Now, is it right or just to forfeit this land and take it from those men 
who have bought it from the railroad company and paid their money 
for it and occupied it for years past? I think this House will say it is 
not, and, if so, will adopt the amendment which my colleague has 
offered. If the purpose of the gentleman from Indiana and his com- 
mittee is to reclaim lands from railroad corporations for the purpose of 
giving them to homesteaders, the forfeiture of the lands sold by this 
company to present occupants would defeat its object in this case, and 
I have no doubt but that there are others, and would require of them 
to do an unnecessary and foolish thing—to homestead their own homes. 
I am in favor of the immediate forfeiture of all the unearned lands 
granted to this company. The people want them for homes, and I in- 
troduced a bill in the last and in this Congress for that purpose and 
urged its passage. 

Sut my bill saved the rights of purchasers in good faith. Instead of 
giving me a favorable report as did the Committee on the Public Lands 
in this last Congress, the present committee treats the subject in a gen- 
eral omnibus bill, which in respect to this particular grant is worse than 
no bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have one minute remaining, I believe. I will yield 
that to the gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. VooRHEEs]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I also yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I come to this House with a letter 
of authority from a constituency as widely cursed by the shameless 
villainy of railroad domination as any constituency represented upon 
this floor. Icome from such a constituency instructed to labor, in sea- 
son and out of season, to restore to the public domain every acre of 
Jand heretofore improvidently granted to the railroad corporations of 
this country, stopping only at the limit beyond which the law itself 
declares we may not go. 

The Northern Pacitic Railroad Company, a freebooting combination 
organized in 1864 for rapine and spoils, and from that time to this a 
loyal adherent to this fundamental principle of its organization, long 
since impressed upon that constituency the unequaled atrocity of rail- 
road dominion over vast landed estates, and they can well understand 
and sympathize with the ill-faring condition of all who are so unfor- 
tunate as to be groaning under a like despotism. It is not strange, 
therefore, that my letter of credit to this body should contain instruc- 
tions so comprehensive and unequivocal. 

Mr. Speaker, the time has not yet come when even a temporary re- 
treat should be sounded at corporate dictation. Such an expedient 
should not even be considered until the Senate shall have been forced 
to emphasize its monopolistic tendencies by openly proclaiming its sub- 
servience to corporation interests. Lrigidly adhere to the attitude which 
I assumed in the Forty-ninth Congress when I discussed this question 
somewhat in extenso. I am not in favor of taking any step backward 
thus early in the fight. The time will undoubtedly come when a Re- 
publican Senate will determine that we must yield to the railroad cor- 
porations of this country. Then, and not until then, will I be in favor 
of retreating a single step, as a temporary expedient, from the position 
which the Democratic party has always maintained upon this great 
question. In such an event I would be willing for the time-being to 
accept, in conference, the slight concession which could be obtained, 
and in the future I would vigorously prosecute the conflict until the 
last vestige of this most unrighteous legislation shall have been swept 
from the statute-books. Could I have my way, and the power to doso 
is undoubted, I would go to the full extent suggested by my friends, 
Messrs. STONE and McCRAB, of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
take from these corporations every acre of land which has not been 
earned by acompletion of the roadsin the precise time prescribed in the 
granting acts. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I have eight minutes remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was a loss of seven minutes by 
interruptions. 

Mr. PAYSON. That ought not to be charged to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not be charged to the gentle- 
man except in the proportion that the lost time bears to the whole time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seven minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
{[Mr. DovuGHERTY ]. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, asa general proposition I believe 
it to be right and proper to forfeit every unearned land grant in the 
United States; but in making the report the committee uses this lan- 
guage: 
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The name of each railroad company and the number of miles of the respective 

railroads remaining unconstructed when the time expired within which, ac- 

| cording to the terms of the grant, it should have been completed, are as follows: 
The Florida, Atlanticand Northern Central Railroad Company, 181 miles, 


| What are the facts in reference to that land grant? They are sim- 
ply these, that under the laws of the State of Florida a company now 
known as the Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad Company was incor- 
| porated, the act of incorporation extending to that company all of the 
| privileges of the Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central Railroad Company. 
| Now, while it might be true that the road to be constructed under the 
act here alluded to was not constructed within the limit of time speci- 
fied in the grant, yet it is equally true that every mile of road contem- 
plated under that original act has now been constructed; yet, according 
to the terms of this bill, it is proposed to step in after that railroad has 
been completed and has been in operation for several years and forfeit 
this land grant. The resuit of such action will be not only to put the 
Jands that have been sold to settlers into the courts for adjudication, 
or into the land office—and they might just as well be in the courts— 
but the remaining portion of the grant, which under the law of the 
State of Florida this company has earned, will also be put into the 
courts, and settlers desiring to purchase or to settle upon those lands 
will never know when their titles are secure. 
With reference to the second railroad grant proposed to be forfeited, 
| that company was interrupted in the construction of its road by the 
unfortunate war between the States 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. PAYSON. 
Florida. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That company, I say, was interrupted in the 
construction of its road by the civil war. The Confederate govern- 
ment took up off its line several miles of railroad iron, for which the 
company never received a single, solitary cent, because when the Con- 
federate government collapsed there was nothing in existence from which 
they could obtain a settlement. Nevertheless, the company went on 
and constructed the line of railroad as fast as it was possible to do so, 
because the resuits of the war placed the lines formerly controlled by 
that company into the hands of the United States courts, and they have 
but recently gotten out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has three minutes remain- 
ing. 

{Mr. PAYSON withholds his remarks for revision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

VEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I have uniformly, before my constit- 
uents and elsewhere throughout the Union, taken the position, which 
I believe to be sound in Jaw and in good policy, that these railroad 
companies, by reason of their not having complied with the terms of the 
grants, have forfeited their right to the lands granted to them, and I 
hold that it.is the duty of Congress to forfeit such grants and restore 
the lands to homestead settlement. I have heard nothing in the argu- 
ment this afternoon that convinces me that I have been wrong; and hav- 
ing investigated the subject for myself, I wish to say, sir, that I shall 
vote first for the substitute oftered by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
STONE] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to forfeit every 
acre of land granted to these railroad companies. If adopted, the bill 
thus amended will forfeit over 70,000,000 acres and restore that amount 
to the people for homestead settlement. It is the patriotic duty of Con- 
gress to do this. The corporations have never complied with the terms 
of the grants nor earned an acre of the land embraced in this substi- 
tute, and it is the equitable right of the people to reinvest themselves 
with the title to this land. If the proposition of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. StoNE] should not prevail, I shall then vote for the 
committee’s substitute for the Senate bill as the next best thing; but 
I want to say emphatically that I shall never vote for the Senate 
biil. It forfeits barely 5,000,000 acres that the corporations do not 
want—a mere contemptible remnant, which they now wish to throw 
into the faces of the people as they walk off triumphantly with their 
plunder. They want me as a Representative to give my assent to this 
crime. Sir, I will never do it, and I warn this House not to do it. 
Let the proposition be rejected with indignation. 

If we can not forfeit the 70,000,000 acres, as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. StonE], then let us pass the proposition 
of the committee to forfeit 52,000,000 acres. The people will be satis- 
fied with nothing less. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield one minute to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McApoo]. 

{Mr. McApoo withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. SrocKDALE]. 

[Mr, STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Tho time of the gentleman has ex- 


I will yield another minute to the gentleman from 


See APPENDIX. ] 
The time of the gentleman has ex- 


I yield one minute to the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. 


See APPEN- 


The time agreed upon has expired. 
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® Mr. HOLMAN. I reserved four minutes of my time, and with the Mr. HERBERT. Then I ask that unanimous consent. 
a permission of the House I will occupy that time. | Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 
Bo Now, Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill amounts to nothing. It would be Mr. COBB. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry: Whether any fur- 
‘ef a fraud on the country to pass that bill in its present form. It virtu- | ther amendments are allowable under the rule ? 
2 ally comprehends nothing. It will only affect lands which are worth The SPEAKER pro tem; There are no amendments now allow- 
= nothing. You will deceive the country if you carry it through. able, the previous = stion having been ordered by unanimous consent 
= I have not time to devote to the legal hair-splitting of my friend from »House. The tirst question is on the amendment, which the Clerk 
7% Alabama [ Mr. OATES] and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Pa YSON ], but will now report, propose sed yy the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. Sronr} 
: I appeal to the House; here at least, in the midst of a body representing The Clerk read as follows 
the people of the country, the laboring masses—that in this body at Strike out of the committee amendment the following words in! — 
} ist a great wre yng shall not be perpetrated by refusing on the part of | of section 1: “Opposite to or coter is with the portion ot vil- 
the House to reclaim for the people that which is justly their own. ee en ne eee Bh Ss ES, See BP OL One 
One bill involving this same question, declaring this sam e forfeiture onstructed 1d complet i within the tin y rem sd by the act. rreas 
in the North Pacific’ case two years ago on the 27th day of this month, king such grant for the construction and comple 1 of the wh ud 
was passed by a majority of 187 votes to 47. Thegentleman from Ala- | Pr°v'© SOP DY GUuCh AeF. 
bama [Mr. OATEs] is consistent, for he was found voting for corpora- Mr. McRAE. On that I demand the yeas and 
tions then as he is found speaking for them now. The yeas and nays were ordered 
sut the gentlem: n is committed, as I believe, by the solemn pledge, Mr. McCREARY. 1 would like to ask the gentleman who offered 
made after a struggle here in the Forty-seventh Congress to get avote | the amendment, as I was not here to hear his explanation of it, wl 
for the entdnena 3 forfeitures. I think he is committed by the policy | amount of land the amendment would forfeit? [Cries of ‘* Regulat 
adopted on the 2Ist day of January, 1884, wherein the House by an | order!”? | 
overwhelming majority declared in favor of the principle of forfeiture Mr. MCRAE. Something over 70,000,000 of acres 
of unearned grants. fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
Mr. OATES. Ihave been trying tomakeasuggestion to the gentle- | just read, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered 
man, but his speech is all one sentence. He does not want, I presume, Phe Clerk will call the roll 
to do me an injustice ? Che question was taken; and there were—yeas 60, nays 106, not voting 
Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly not. 158; as follows: 
Mr. OATES. I voted in the case to which the gentleman refers for YEAS —60 
what I believed the Jaw was. abbott Faller Matson, Rowland, 
Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody doubts that; but I want to say that the - aaa an os tah M et ao 
gentleman, if he will be consistent,should also vote against a forfeiture | A son. Kans. Haves. McKinney < eat 
in every case presenting similar conditions, having voted against the | Ba" id, Heard, McRae Stewart, Ga, 
forfeiture in that case. e - NS 3 Se Stone, 5) 
Mr. OATES. Yes, sir, and spoke against it; and if the gentleman | Bound oo aa 7 “‘ 
wants time to meet the legal argument to which he has referred I hope | Breckinridge, Ark. Kilgore, Newton, racey 
it will be granted to him. : eo — Pe ‘eall, Ind, ae ! 
Mr. HOLMAN. But the House voted that the forfeiture should be | Clements I Peningto Walk 
declared upon the basis of the majority report; and I am sure the con- | Cothran Lee Peters Weaver 
stituency of no gentleman on this floor, Democrat or Republican, has — al a ; Re Quen Yode " 
ever condemned him for that vote. : ; : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time fixed for debate has expired, NAYS 
and by unanimous consent the previous question is considered as or- | A¢s™s sal a ison, Fla, Hudd, Ro 
dered. If there be no objection, the amendments offered to thesubsti- | 4o clu. anaes er 2 ae 
tute will be reported by the Clerk in the order in which they would be | Baker, I] Dun ee Jones, ° Seull 
inserted in the substitute. ee Elliott, Kean, _ Seym« 
Mr. HERBERT: My amendment was to the substitute—that is to | pe? Ciara oo oo - h dy, Seen 
say,to either the majority or minority substitute, whichever it may be | boothman, Flood, Laffoon, ” Stewart. V 
the will of the House to adopt; so it ought to come after the vote is | lrewer, Forney I.a Follette, Stoc! 
met ae ; or ; : , ; et Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Gay, Lel u Payl J.D ) 
taken upon the minority substitute forthe report of the majority. Seater Gwe, Lind r i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have to withhold | Bunnell, ' Gest Long Thomas. WV 
, it and offer it as an amendment to the substitute offered by the gentle- | Butler, Grimes, Macdonald, I er, ¢ 
: man from Illinois. a Ha ao a eens 
Mr. HERBERT. I withhold it, then, for the purpose of offering it | Catchings, Haugen, McKenna, Warn 
to the substitute, whichever one may be adopted,whether that of the | ‘ dle Henderson, N.C. Moffitt, Was! 
saunas from Illinois or the majority of the committee, for the Senate | (.("") ty ane ” Omen Pe bad 
bill. ( Hermann Owe . \ 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iriseto aquestion of order. Does not the amend- | Conger Hi Patton, 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama come in as an amendment to the | 2." ae ae . 
amendment in the nature of asubstitute reported by the majority? And | Crouse, : omc Wile 
if so, of course it must be voted upon before the proposition of the | Culberson Rice Yost 
gentleman from Illinois, which is in the nature of a substitute for the | — ee ae * 
majority substitute. ~ pee Ys 
# The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is cor- HUE VOTING 7 
2 rect in that. ; * a ; aie z . we & 
: Mr. HERBERT. My purpose is to offer it to whichever of these | Anderson, Ll. Cockran,’ Greenman MoM 
: may prevail. It does not matter which; for my amendment is for the | Atkinson, Sagewe il, Grosvenor, Merrin 
= purpose of protecting the rights of these purchasers and settlers under - “cr, N.Y oe — a " 
: either of the pending propositions | Barry ; Cooper, Harmer, M 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman | Belden, Cox Hayden M 
from Alabama that it will be pending to whatever it is properly ap- | i. Gutcheon oe i | eee 
4 plicable; but it could only be offered by the gentleman by unanimous | Bliss," Dalzell, ° Hoar. bs Ne 
: consent after the substitute was adopted, because the adoption of the Blount, Dargan, Hooker, N 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] will be the | Boutelle, eee, ee oe 
last thing voted upon by the House so far as amendments are con- | Bowen,’ De Lano, Hopkins, N. ¥ Nutting 
cerned. His object could only be accomplished by obtaining unani- | Breckinridge,Ky. Dibble, Hutton, O' Donne 
mous consent. | Brower, EnESSY Johnetos, N. ores 
" — ‘ “ Browne, Ind. Dunham, Kelley O' Ne Mo. 
Mr. HERBERT. Then I ask unanimous consent to withhold the | grown. Ohio Enloe Lagan, Osborne 
proposition, and offer it after the substitute is acted upon. Brown, J.R., Va, Ermentrout, Laidlaw, Outhwaite 
Mr. PAYSON. If I can have the attention of the gentleman from | aes, a — § ee 
Alabama for a moment, I wish to make an inquiry as to whether it | Buchanan, Fitch, * Lawler, Phelan 
would not be in order for him to have his amendment pending as to | Burnes, Foran, Lodge Phelps 
both the substitute and the bill reported by the majority of the com- | pUrne\': French —, h,’ ee 
mittee? | Butterworth, Funston, Maffett, Post, 
Mr. HERBERT. That is just what I want to do. |} Bynum, Gaines, Mahoney, Pugsley, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous | C ae peit’ iio. z Gite” Metiameny, a 





consent. Cam pbell,T. J.,.N.Y.Glover, McCormick, Rockwell 
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Russel), Conn Snyder, Taulbee, Wilber, 

Rusk, Spinola, Taylor, E.B.,Ohio Wilkins, 
Sawyer, Stablnecker, Thomas, Ill. Wilkinson, 
Scott, Steele, Thompson, Ohio Wilson, W. Va, 
Seney, Stephenson, Thompson, Cal. Wise, 

Shaw, Stewart, Tex. Wade, Woodburn, 
Sherman, Struble, West, Yardley. 


Shively, 
Smith, 


White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mass. 


Symes, 
Tarsney, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BIGGS, Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Morrow]. He 
would have voted ‘‘no’’ on this proposition, and I also voted ‘‘ no.” 
I wish to make an explanation of why I voted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. CuTCHEON. 

Mr. HuTtTon with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. Cooper. 

Mr. Wuitk, of New York, with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. Wrst. 

Mr. DouGnerrtry with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. RusSsSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. McCuLioau. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RoCKWELL. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCorMIcK. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Dr LANo. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. MorriLvr. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. BRumM™. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. OSBORNE. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. ByNuM with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WoopBURN. 

Mr. McCLAMMy with Mr. NICHOLS, 

Mr. MoRGAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. Timoruy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. Funston. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GUENTHER, for this bill. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. Hopxrns, of Illinois. 

Mr. RANDALY with Mr. BouTELLE, for this bill. 
would vote for the bill and Mr. BoUTELLE against it. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. THompson, of Ohio, for this bill. Mr. SENEY 
would vote for the majority report and Mr. THOMPSON for the minor- 
ity report. 

Mr. HArer with Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. HARE would vote 
for the Holman bill and Mr. BAKER would vote for the Payson bill. 

Mr. Scorr and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, on this bill. 

Mr. MILs with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. SYMEs. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. BowpDEn. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. Fircn. 

Mr. Hopxrns, of Virginia, with Mr. DAvis. 


Mr. RANDALL 


Mr. Feurx CAMPBELL with Mr. Horxrns, of New York. 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. BLount with Mr. BINGHAM. 


Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. WaHitinGand myself were paired, 
but i supposed of course as he was present the pair was withdrawn. 
If he had not voted I would withdraw my vote; but as it is I will let 
it stand. 

Mr. NORWOOD. 
I was paired. 

Mr. WADE. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with Mr. 
ALLEN, of Mississippi. 


I wish to withdraw my vote. I had forgotten 
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Mr. HUDD. My pair ought not to have been declzred, as it was 
withdrawn nearly a week ago. 

Mr. HOLMES, I thought I heard my name announced as being 
paired. Ido not find it on the list and was not aware of it. If Iam 
paired I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Idesire towithdraw my vote. I voted forgetting 
the fact that I was paired with the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Bur- 
Rows}. 

Mr. HOWARD. Iwas paired, but I think the pair is off, as I under- 
stood it was to last only during the convention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the pair will 
be withdrawn and the gentleman’s vote will stand. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired, and I desire to with- 
draw my vote. If I were not paired I would vote ‘‘no”’ on this propo- 
sition, and would vote for the substitute advocated by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. STOCKDALE: 

After line 12, page 11, add the following : 

‘* Provided, That this act shall not take effectexcept as to lands which were 
entered under the homestead and pre-emption laws and at private entry while 
the same were held by the Interior Department to be subject tosuch entry, until 
January 1, 1889, as to agrant of land made tothe State of Mississippi for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from Brandon to the Gulf of 
Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STOCK DALE demanded a division, but subsequently withdrew 
the demand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report the next amend- 


Amendment proposed by Mr. HERBERT: 

Add at the end of section 1 of the substitute of the committee the following: 

‘** Provided, That all sales or leases of any of the lands granted to the State of 
Alabama by the act of Congress approvea June 3, A. D. 1856, to aid in the con- 
struction of the Girard and Mobile Railroad which, after the said lands were 
certified to the State of Alabama for the benefit of said railroad, were sold by 
the Mobile and Girard or the Girard and Mobile Railroad Company, or by, 
through, or under either of them, and all purchases of any of said lands under 
tax sales held by county tax collectors, are hereby validated and confirmed.” 


The amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 67. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now let us have the alternative amendment, the 
one that was agreed upon by the committee unanimously in the last 
Congress. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to section 1 of the committee’s substitute, at the conclusion thereof, the 
following: 

‘Provided, however, All of the lands granted to the State of Alabama by the act 
of Congress approved June 3, 1856, to aid in the construction of the Mobile and 
Girard Railroad, and which have been sold by the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company, or which have been sold as the property of said railroad company 
for State and county taxes thereon, and purchased by actual settlers, are hereby 
excepted from said forfeiture to the extent of 320 acres, and the titles to said 
lands, to the extent so excepted, are hereby confirmed and made valid to such 
purchasers, their heirs or assigns; and if any such purchaser shall have pur- 
chased more than 320 acres for the uses of actual settlement, he shall select said 
320 acres herein excepted from forfeiture within one year from the approval of 
this act, and file notice of such selection with the register of the land office at 
Montgomery, Ala.; and any such purchaser who shall fail to make such se- 
lection and file said notice shall not thereafter have the benefit of the excep- 
tion herein made: Provided further, That when any such purchaser shall have 
purchased in excess of 320 acres for the purpose of actual settlement, or in cases 
where any of the lands hereinbefore forfeited have been sold and conveyed by 
said railroad company, or sold and conveyed, as the property of said railroad 
company, for State and county taxes thereon, and purchased by other than actual 
settiers, all such purchasers shall have a prior right to purchase said lands from 
the United States at the price and sum of $1.25 per acre, which prior right 
of purchase shall continue for one year after the approval of this act, and 
not longer: Provided further, That all such purchasers, or their assigns, shall 
each, within one year after the approval of this act, make proof, before the reg- 
ister of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., of the amount of land purchased, 
from whom, the title received, and the amount paid therefor, and when: Pro- 
vided also, That such proof may also be made before a judge of probate or clerk 
of the circuit court, under the seal of office, and forwarded by mail to said reg- 
ister; And provided further, That the above-named privileges to purchasers are 
granted only on condition that no claim shall ever be made by them or any of 
them against the State of Alabama, or any county, school district, or munici- 
pality thereof, for taxes erroneously assessed and collected on any of said lands, 
whether the same were paid voluntarily or not. 


The amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 80. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. Linn: 

* Add before the word ‘ but,’ in line 8 of section 2 of the committee’s substitute, 
‘and which lands so sold were not at the time of such sale in the actual posses- 
sion of or had improvements made thereon by a person other than such pur- 
chaser.’”’ 

Mr. LIND. Ihave had no opportunity to explain the import of that 
amendment, otherwise I should have done it cheerfully, of course. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
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Mr. PAYSON, It is the substance of the Senate bill voted, Ll ask t 
t The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of th« AKI 
gentleman from Illinois that the reading of the substitute be dispens é c 
‘ sno < ( 
re was no objec it was So ordered. r NORWOOD i \ t \ 
» question was taken on the adoption of the substitute, and there | | ut asl uw d that he, if present, v 
re—ayes 72, noes 5 I to e my vot 1 in the affirmat 
Mr. PAYSON. It had better have t yeas and nays on Phe b ) r. Ne S vi ‘ 
this Mr. ANDERSON, ee. J 1,1 3 the 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. to vote if ne y ti l t to 
Che question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | be the case, I 
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Adams, Hunter eis : a ae 
Arnold, Ja rw I i i r to t { L vote 
Bayne, Kean Nhuss¢ Mass, i het i I no obiection, the vot ( NI LWIARGA \ 
Boothman Kennedy, Scull, ' LDI red * ‘ ; 1 fro M ' 1 
Brewer, Ketcham, Seymour 3 “te t ‘ om 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Lehibach, Spooner, ' tu . nd he would vot nt ‘ : 
Bur Lind Stewart, Vt r to mal .< ru vote the me way 
B Lor Thomas, Ky. : m 
’ ere b ry le nr . t vas ‘ 
Cs McKenna, Thomas, Wis. g hoo Wa vote was re 
r Moflitt, ‘Turner, Kans. wl LARDSON, My collea Mr. GLASS v ) { n 
a rwood, Turns r, Ga. t call, was afterward en sic one h f g 
Cae” — l for tl t of the d 
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O’N Pa Weber STEEL! As I ex] 1 to lea ( er ot 
Payson, Wick ham, the « } ssion appointed bv tl peake ] ) 1e I 
Culberson, Reed, Wilson, Mint Q to mail tl til M t 
Dargan, Ri Yost ) pair W 1 me until Mone ne sume he iS at 
Darlington, R nding to } sponde 
NAYS—02. t of the e was announced as a 
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Allen, Mich. Elliott,” t ported by tl] r of t Committee on the Publi 
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. taken 
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‘obb, 

onpger, 
tothran, 
owles, 

risp, 

rouse 
jummings, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, Ala. 
Davidson, Ila. 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dunn, 

Elliott, 
Farquhar, 
Fisher, 

Flood, 
Forney, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 

Grimes, 

Hail, 

Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Henderson, Ii), 


~~ A A ee 


~ 


Butler, 
Caswell, 
Culberson, 


Allen, Mass, 
Allen, Miss, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Bacon 
Baker, N. Y. 
Barry, 

Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brower, 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 

Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. 
Campbell, Ohio 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. 
Carlton, 
Chipman, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Cooper, 

Cox, 

Crain, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 


No quorum vot 


By unanimous consent Mr. MCKINLEY was granted leave of absence 


Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 
Hires, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
liovey, 
Hiunter, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind, 
Jones, 
Kean, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Laffoon, 
lam Foilette, 
Lanham, 
Latham, 
Lawler, 
Lehibach, 
Lind, 
Macdonald, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
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McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
MeRae, 
McShane, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 
O'Neall, Ind, 
Owen, 
Payson, 
Peel 
Penington, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Romeis, 
tow land, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Seymour, 
Simmons, 


NAYS—12. 


Dougherty, 
Gay, 
Laird, 


O'Neill, Pa, 
Rice, 
Rogers, 


NOT VOTING—I71L. 


Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davis, 

De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 

Ford, 
French, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hitt, 

Hogg, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N.Y. 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Johnston, N.C, 


ed. 


Kelley, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 
Landes, 
Lane, 

Lee, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKinley, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Nichols, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 


on account of sickness in his family. 


Mr. HOLMAN 


. Inasmuch as this will come up for completion in 


Springer, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vance, 

Wade, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 
Wheeler, 
Whiting, Mich. 
Williams, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


Seull, 
Turner, Ga, 
Wickham. 


Reed, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russel], Conn. 
Russell, Mass, 
Rusk, 

Sawyer, 

Scott, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Smith, 

Snyder, 
Spino!a, 
Spooner, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stephenron, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor,E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D.,Ohio 
Taomas, Ll. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Vandever, 
Washington, 
West, 

White, Ind. 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley. 


the morning, I will move that the House do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKEI 


t pro tempore. 


The hour of 6 o'clock having arrived, 


the House is adjourned, in accordance with previous order. 


PRIVA 


TE 


and referred as indicated helow: 


By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10723) granting a pension to John 
T. Bailard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10724) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Bluford Knight, deceased—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10725) to increase pension of Elizabeth M. Allen— | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10726) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Me- 
Goldrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R, 10727) for the relief of Margaret 


Morris—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 10728) for the relief of A. E. Ealy— 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 10729) for the relief of the survivors 


BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 


of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions, 


JULY 


" 
2; 


| By Mr. NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 10730) for the relief of William 


| 


ns 





J. Hitchcock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. CHARLES STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10731) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Elenor Dixon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10732) for the relief of 
Mrs. Julia A. Faught, late Shirrod--to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 10733) for the relief of James M. 
Lovan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10734) to refer the claim against 
the United States of E. R. Chattin to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10735) to remove the political 
disabilities of Theodore Lewis—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of Isaac W. Lewis, of Craven County, 
and of Louisa E. Burroughs, of Orange County, North Carolina, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of T. J. Doyle, of Elizabeth Jane Oneal, 
of John Neil, of Henderson Lynch, of Martha A. Saunders, and of 
Mack Fulton, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. CAREY: Petition of citizens of Wyoming Territory, for right 
of way to the Wyoming Midland Railroad across the Wind River In- 
dian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Edward Curtin, and of heirs of 
John C. Lee, of Walker County, Georgia, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Loup City, of Norfolk, of 
Fremont, of West Point, and of Wesner, Nebr., in favor of the system 
of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

3y Mr. GLASS: Petition of Nathaniel Porter, of James Burrows, of 
heirs of Elizabeth Palmer, of Hortense Allain, of Wyatt W. Wilker- 
son, of Jacob C. Faulks, and of Martha Johnson, widow of Clem John- 
son, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claims of Hortense Allain, of James A. Bowling, 
of R. W. Winbourn, of John Bradley, of Ellen Savage, of Nancy P. 
Garison, and of James M. Becket, of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Council Blafis, lowa, favoring the Outhwaite bill—to the Committee 
cn Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of sundry citizens of the Ninth district 
of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflie. 

By Mr, HIRES: Petition of citizens of Salem County, New Jersey, 
for amendnients to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic of Ohio, for appropriation for headstones at soldiers’ graves—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of John McClavin and of Sarah E. 
Wilkes, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

by Mr. MANSUR: Petition of Elizabeth A. Eads, and of heirs of 
J.P. Bates, of Randolph County, Missouri, for reference of their claims 


| to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition of Joshua Biddenback, of Allen N. 
Kietfer, of Jacob Volaski, and of John Walsh, of Georgia, for refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: Memorial for reimbursement for expenses of Penn- 
sylvania State Agricultural Society in holding international sheep and 
wool show in 1880—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Richard Leach, of Washington County, 
Arkansas, for reference of hisclaim to the Courtof Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for a Government telegraph— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Malcolm McEachim, of Sarah W. 
Taylor, administratrix of William H. Avett; of Temperance Howell, ot 
John Clark, of Alphonso Corson, of Calvin Homes, of Harrison Irby, 
administrator of James hk. Hart; of Mary W. Shelton, widow of 
Florian B. Crenshaw; of David Keistler, of Mary Rh. Kirkpatrick, and 
of Mariana F,. Goyer, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of the Cambria Iron Company and others, 
for the passage of House bill 8716 to protect free labor from convict 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Julia A. Faught, for reter- 
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ence of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of L. D. Hogle, of John Doherty, 
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of Lucy T. Robertson, of P. H. Davis, and of E. H. MeNeil, of Ten- | 


nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jonathan Chesnut, of Cherokee 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of administrator of Calvin A. 
Reynolds, of Giles County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to th 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of W. C. Kendall and others, of Maine. 





The following petition for the more effectual protection of agriculture, 
by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Of A. C. Chaney and 16 others, citizens of 
Michigan. 





The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of 305 Union soldiers of Indiana, Armstrong, and 
Clearfield Counties, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of ex-soldiers and sailors of Morley, 
Mich. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 6, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Mr. CRIsP, as 
Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the following com- 
munication: 

WASHINGTON, D.C., July 6, 1888. 

Sir: I hereby designate Hon, CHARLES F. Crisp to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House to-day. 

J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Hon. Jonn B. CLark, Jr., 

Clerk House of Representatives. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi_Bury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE—JULIA WELCH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 8291, entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Julia Welch.” 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill served in the Army from 
December, 1863, to May, 1866. 

He never filed an application for pension, and died February 24, 1880, of inflam- 
mation of the lungs. 

The claim filed by his widow for pension alleged that her husband suffered 
from chronic diarrhea and disease of the heart and lungs, as results of his Army 
service. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the soldier 
died from an acute disease which bore no relation to any complaint contracted 
in the Army. 

I think the action of the bureau was correct. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 5, 1888. 

VETO MESSAGE—MARY ANN LANG. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 7907, entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Lang.”’ 

The husband of this beneficiary was wounded in the nose on the Ist day of 
June, 1864, and was mustered out of the service July 8,1865. He was pensioned 
on account of this wound and died February 21,1881. Prior to hisdeath he had 
executed a declaration claiming pension also for rheumatism, but the applica- 
tion was not filed before he died. 

The cause of his death was dropsy. The widow filed her claim for pension 
in 1884, which was rejected on the ground that the soldier’s fatal disease was 
not the result of his military service. 

A physician of good repute, who appears to have attended him more than any 
other physician for a number of years prior to his death, gives an account of 
rheumatic ailments and other troubles, and states that about a year and a half 
before he died he had a liver trouble which resulted in dropsy which caused 
his death. He adds that the soldier was a man who drank beer and at times to 
excess, and that he drank harder towards the last of his life. He further states 
that he is unable to connect the liver trouble with his rheumatism, and could 
not give any other reason for it except his long use of beer and liquor, and if 
that was not the cause it greatly aggravated it; that he had cautioned him 
about drinking, and at times he heeded the advice. 
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An appeal was taken fr« the action x ting claim and the case was sub 

tted to the medical referee of the I 1 Bureau, who decided upon all the 
estimony that the soldier's fatal disease, dropsy, was due to disease of the 
ver, which was not a sequence of rhe tism, and was the result of excessive 
5 r al oholic st mula ts 

It will be observed that noclaim ist l tdeath in any way resulted from 
t wound for which a pens had i owed é r ratism 
was « inected with the death it I sin the A y had never een es- 
. i 

I satisfied that 3 cas 1 Pens I 

( Oy ‘ EVELAND 
EX [ansioyn, J . 
LIGHUT-HOUSI APPROPRIATION, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 


the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Light-House Board relative to the inadequacy of the appropriation for 
the Light-House Service in the sundry civil bill for 

which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


the tiscal 


DANIEL VY. O'LEARY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Postmaster-General, transmitting papers relative to the claim of 
Daniel V. O’ Leary, postmaster at Albany, N. Y., and recommending an 
appropriation for his relief; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (CH. R. 
10233) with Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, July 5, 1888 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its thirtieth amendment to the 
bill of the House 10233, making appropriations for the Agricultural Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, and asks a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

Ordered, That Messrs. PLumB, FARWELL, and CALL be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I send tothe desk the conference report, 
which I ask may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 39, 1889, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 6,12, and 13 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 34,15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27,28, and 29; and agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “ One clerk 
to disbursing officer, $1,400; ’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ One assistant 
botanist, $1,200;"’ and strike out, in line 13, page 2 of the bill, the word “two 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘“‘four;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $20,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following : 

‘Of which 310,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be applied to 
the investigation of the disease in peach-trees known as yellows and remedies 
therefor;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 24,and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out, 
in line 26, page 7 of the bill, the words “Joseph Neuman and associates’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘Joseph Neumann;” strike out,in line 1, page 8 of the 
bill, the words “Joseph Neaman”™ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ Joseph Neu- 
mann.”’ 

Strike out lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, on page l0 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ‘‘ Printing seed-pockets, labels, postal-cards, etc., labor, paper, 
ink, type, and other necessary material for printing, and for purchasing and re- 
pairing presses, $4,200; in all, $104,200;’’ and insert, after the word * thousand,” 
in line 9, page 11 of the bill, the words “ three hundred and fifty; "’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by the said amendment insert the following: *‘ And of 
this sum an amount not exceeding $15,000 may be applied to the payment of ex- 
penses incurred during the fiscal year 1888;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $595,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $10,000 ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and agreeto the same with amendments as follows: Strike out the 
period (.) at the end of the amended paragraph and strike out the word * And 
where it first occurs in said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof ‘*‘and;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same 

On amendment numbered 20 the committee of conference has been unableto 
agree. 

W. H. HATCH, 

A. C. DAVIDSON, 

E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on part of the House, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

©. B. FARWELL, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on part of the Senate, 
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fTATEMENT, 

n the part of the House respectfully report that they have 
agreed to the accompanying conference report, an 
tion to the House for its approval. 

The only Senate a ts of importance agreed to by the House conferees 
are as follows: 

Numbers 15 and 16, providing for the establishment and maintenance of ex- 
perimental grass stations in connection with the Botanical Division, which is 
agreed to with an amendment recucing the amount from $25,000 to $20,000, 

Numbers 17 and 18, increasing from five to fifteen thousand dollars the appro- 
priation for the section of vegetable pathology, soas to include an investigation 
of the disease in peach-trees known as yellows and remedies therefor, is agreed 
to with an amendment changing the verbiage of the appropriation. 

Number 2! amends the proviso relating to the accounts of the present Com- 
missioner of Agriculture by including relief for the ex-Commissioner, George 
3, Loring, from a similar misapplication of funds. It makes no appropriation 
in either case, but authorizes an expenditure in one division to be charged to 
another, 80 as to correct the accounts as they appear in the First Comptroller's 
office of the Treasury, 

To the amendment number 30, appropriating $100,000 to continue experiments 
in the manufacture of s1 r from sorghum cane, including the purchase and 
transportation of samples and supplies,the conterees could not agree, and report 
their action to the House, asking that the House insist upon its disagreementto 
this amendment and agree to a conference thereon. 

Amendments: 
sioner of Agriculture to carry into effect certain provisions of the act known as 
the experimental-station act, and are agreed to with an amendment increasing 
the amount fixed by the Senate from five to ten thousand dollars. 

All of which is respectfully reported 


The conf ‘ 


nendmen 








W. H. HATCH, 

A.C. DAVIDSON, 

E, H. CONGER, 
Conferecs on the part of Ue Hou 


Mr. HATCH. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the conference 


report, and further, that the House insist upon its disagreement to the | 


amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the conference 
thereon asked for by the Senate. Upon this motion I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the amendment numbered 30? 

Mr. HATCH. It is the sugar amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, an order will 

4 J 
be made that the House further insist upon its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment and agree to the conference asked for. 
s 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees on 
the part of the House, Messrs. HATCH, DAVIDSON of Alabama, and 
CONGER. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8183) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Opelousas, La., and that the same may be now considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from the consideration of House bill 8183, and asks 
for its present consideration, The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
vide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the United States 
district and circuit courts, post-office, internal-revenue office, and for other Gov- 
ernment uses, at Opelousas, La. The site and building thereon, when com- 
pleted upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $50,000; nor 
shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building which 
will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, 
and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after 
the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said build- 
ing, shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expendi- 
ture exceeding the sum of $50,000 for site and building; and the site purchased 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
Jeast 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum 
shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Louisiana shall cede to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United Statesshall be or remain 
the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
Jaws of said State, and the service of civil process therein. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will not the gentleman withdraw his objection 
to permit me to make an explanation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theregular order is demanded. 
regular order is the call of committees for reports. 

COUNTY OF SAN JUAN, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to present a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 1983, to ratify an act enti- 


OPELOUSAS, 


The 
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d herewith submit their ac- | 


|, 82, and 33 relate to an appropriation to enable the Commis- | 
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tled ‘‘An act creating the county of San Juan,in the Territory of New Mexico,” 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 2 and agree to the same. 
Cc. B. KILGORE, 
WM. M. SPRINGER, 
WM. WARNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


C. K. DAVIS, 


WM. M. STEWART, 
M. C. BUTLER, 
Ianagers on the part of the Senate. 


Also the following statement: 


The conferees on the part of the House on the bill H, R. 1983, entitled ‘An act 


to ratify an act entitled ‘An act creating the county of San Juan, in the Terri- 


tory of New Mexico,’ ”’ submit the following statement as to the effect of the re- 
port herewith sybmitted : 

The Senate recedes from its amendment numbered 1, which located the county 
seat of the new county at Aztec until otherwise provided bylaw. The effect of 


| this action will be to leave the matter of locating the county seat to the people 


of the proposed county by popular vote, as provided in the original bill, 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 2 
andagrees tothe same. The effect of this action will be to provide that the act 
of Congress mentioned in said amendment shall not be construed to deprive the 

gislatures of the Territories of the power to create new counties and to pro- 
for the location of the county seats. This power should remain in the 
tories, and the effect of the bill, if passed as recommended, will be to so 









C. B. KILGORE, 

WM. M. SPRINGER, 

WM. WARNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. KILGORE, 
ence be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, . LA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
BLAND] withdraws his objection to the bill which I called up awhile 
ago. ‘The report in the case is very short, and I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7400) providing for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, La., 
submits the following report: 

Opelousas is the parish seat of St. Landry, the largest and most populous par- 
ish in the State, except the one in which New Orleans is situated. The parish 
contains a population of over 40,000, and is rapidly growing. So largeis the law 
business transacted at Opelousas that the State courts are in almost continual 
session there. The districtcourt of the State rarely adjourns, except for a short 
time during the summer months, or for the sessions of the court of appeals and 
the supreme court, both of which are held at that place. 

The United States district court and the State court of appeals are required 
by law to hold their terms at Opelousas at the same time. Thus at every term 
these two courts are put toa great deal of inconvenience and trouble in making 
such arrangements that the business of each may be carried on without inter- 
rupting the other. In this way a great deal of time is lost. This can not well 
be avoided, for there is no suitable building in the place which can be rented 
and used fora court-house. The disadvantages to which the Federal officers are 
thus driven is without excuse. The business in the court at Opelousas is large 
and constantly increasing, and there is no reason why a building should not be 
provided for its officers and records. The recent loss of the State court-house 
at that place by fire demonstrates the necessity of having a safe building for the 
records of the Federal courts. 

A bill for a court-house at Opelousas passed both the Senate and the House 
during the Forty-eighth Congress, but too late to be enrolled before adjourn- 
ment. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress this measure passed the Senate, and was reported 
to the House by its committee on Public Buildings favorably. (House Report 
No. 1357, first session Forty-ninth Congress, on 8. 324.) 

Considering the foregoing facts, your committee respectfully report this bill 
favorably, by substitute, and recommend the passage of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Federal courts are 
held at this point, and while I do not consider that it is necessary to 
have a public building at every place where Federal courts are held I 
think it probably is desirable in this case, and therefore I withdraw my 
objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, EMPORIA, KANS. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds be discharged from the further 
consideration of the Senate bill which I send to the desk, providing for 
a public building at Emporia, Kans., and that the bill be now consid- 
ered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
Cheiy will ask for objections. 


i move that the report of the committee of confer- 


OPELOUSAS 


The bill will be read, after which the 
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Mr. BLAND Mr i is 1 have to object 
Mr. HOLMAN Let us have the regular order. 
Mr. RYAN. I want to say to my friend from Missouri—— ( 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded 
regular order is the taking of the on the bill wl Was ] 
when the House adjourned yester 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, ise to a privileged 1 
Mr. BUCHANAN. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER y tempore. The sg leman will state it 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Who demands the regular order? I 1 
ot know where this one sided business comes from ? ‘ : 
~~ The SPEAKER prot ] Che recular order} bee 
= by several gentlemen 
“Mr. RYAN. On several occasions recognition h pe 
that side of the House for similar bills, and when r rnition has |} 
sought on this side of the House objection bas been made. It ist 
that that cease. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Deb: is out« rder. 
['- Mr. PAYSON. I move the adoption of the resolution which I 
to the desk. I desire to say that it is merely asupplement to th 
lution which I offered yesterday with reference to the loss of a 
e its transmission between the Senate and the Hous TI 
e will explain itself, 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise to a parliamentary juiry. 
The SPEAKER ; tem} The gentleman will state it, \ 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to] who d it ; 
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AND GRAN I 
Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 
. é SPEAKER pro ’ r ol ¥ 
oe r ir order is the taking of the vot ym th thx ‘ 
tl ol ch will be reported the Cler! ( 
vill e { i I oO ) 
1 { = . a wn. J.R..V ‘ 
n- aid Z ns i motra Ar al « 
i PEAKER » tempo On this qt th 
re were ¢ ! but upon taking the vote ti ct was deve J 
to quorum was present. The roll will now 1 rain called. : ! 
2 Mr. OATES. Before the roll is called I desire to 
ay ary inquiry. ; i 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. io pa . = 
e- Mr. OATES. On yesterday is bill was u r considerati Ca , WW iene” Te Yy } 
general leave was granted to members to print remarks upon the | Py 
. . . + . f | 
ill ‘ I desire to know whether that leave is broad enough to give permission 
\ . . . 7 n 
he ‘ to-day to exp!ain the vote that I propose to cast. If not, Task u } Coo hs 


mous consent to print in the RECORD an explanation of my vote. maveny 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that gener eo : 

leave has been given to print remarks upon the subject without limit D 

but if there be any doubt about it the Chair will submit the question | Dibble J 

again. ert 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is no doubt about the permission So the bill 

already given being broad enough, but let the question be again taken. Che following pairs were announced until further 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the Mr. FIsHer with Mr. CuTcirmon 

gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that general leave be granted Mr. HutTron with Mr. Strui 

to print in the RECORD remarks upon the pending bill? Mr. NORWOOD wi 


h Mr. Coopt 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered, | Mr. WHITE, of York, with Mr. ¢ KRAN 


yas passed. 
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Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. CALLTON with Mr. Russe.yi, of Connecticut. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. McCuLtoan. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCorMIck. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. MoRRILL. 

Mr. Perry with Mr. Brum™. 

Mr. DRYCE with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. Fevron, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. ByNuUM with Mr. STEPHENSON, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. LopGE. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. Woopnurn. 

Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BuTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. Timotuy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Biaas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. GrosvENOR with Mr. OUTHWAITE, on all political questions, 
until further notice. 

Mr. RoGERS with Mr. DAvipson, of Florida, on this vote. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. DINGLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. FELTon, for this day. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. LONG, for this day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iinois, with Mr. Scott, on this bill. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. DE LANO, on this bill. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. HARMER, for this day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, with Mr, Hopkins, of New York, 
for to-day. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Symes, for this day. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. KeTcHaM, for this day. 





Mr. BIGGS. I voted, although I am paired with Judge Morrow. | 


I am informed that if he were present he would have voted, and con- 
sequently I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. WISE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. ITAYDEN]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam announced as being paired with the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr, Fisher], but understanding that he would 
vote in the affirmative, I have voted on this question myself. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr]. .If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay ”’ 
on this question. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Tam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. MorGAN]. If he were present, I believe he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ 
and considering this a non-political question, I have also voted in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MAHONEY], but understanding that he would so vote, I have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam announced as being paired with my col- 
league [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. I understand that if he were present he 
would vote ‘‘no;’’ I therefore uphold the pair, and would have voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to say in behalf of my colleague [Mr. 
O'DONNELL] that he is absent by leave of the House. If present, he 
would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. ENLOE. On the first cai) of the roll I answered in the affirma- 
tive. I am announced as being paired with Judge BUTLER, but in- 
formed him this morning that the pair was off. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. I am paired with the gentleman 
from California [Mr. FeLton]. If he were present I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. TIMOTHY J.CAMPBELL. Iamannouncedas being paired with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN]. IfI hadanopportunity 
1 would vote in favor of this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I voted ‘‘no”’ on this bill, but being paired with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. WADE. I voted, but being paired with the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ERECTION OF BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 

Mr. MAISH (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 194) providing for the erection of barracks and quar- 
ters at Forts Warren, Adams, Hamilton, and Monroe; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATtT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2823) to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark.; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
bills raising revenue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the regular 
order is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield for the morning hour for the presentation of 
reports. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, by unanimous consent, obtained indefi- 

nite leave of absence on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports; and this being Friday, only reports of a private 
nature are in order. 





JAMES E. ANDREWS. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8847) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue certain duplicate bonds to James E. 
Andrews in place of certain bonds destroyed by fire; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN CURTIN KENT. 

Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably a resolution of inquiry in the case of John Curtin Kent; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
, vate Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET S. HEINTZELMAN, 


| Mr. LYNCH (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio), from the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2726) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heintzelman; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FANNIE A. KIMBALL. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kim- 
ball; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. MARGARET B. TODD. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Mrs. Mar- 
garet B. Todd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WALTER N. SMITH. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter 
N. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

COL. J. M. FOX. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 1819) granting increase of pension to 
Col. J. M. Fox; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin T. Baker; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM 8S. LATHAM. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to Williams. 
Latham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
W. H. C. M’KINSTER. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6751) for the relief of W. H. C. 
McKinster; which was referred to thé Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

W. B. STOKES. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2908) to increase the pension ot | 
W. 8B. Stokes; which was reierred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6225) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Nancy Ann Proffitt Flippin, of Monroe County, Kentucky; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, withthe accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN J. MITCHELL. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8460) to place the name of John J. 
Mitchell on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to | 
Elnathan Meade; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | 

| 


| 
| 
MRS. NANCY ANN PROFFITT FLIPPIN. 


ordered to be printed. 
JOHN D. ADAMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 69) for the relief of John 
D. Adams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. | 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported the bill (H. R. 10736) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Ciaims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | 


ROBERT DUDLEY FRAYSER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STONF, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) referring the | 
claims of Robert Dudley Frayser, administrator of Fletcher Lane, de- | 
ceased, C. S. Farrar, administrator of Gray W. Smith, deceased, Lucy | 
E. Dowdy, and W. A. Galloway, to the Court of Claims; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS T. OWEN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of Thomas | 
T. Owen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN FINN. | 

On motion of Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, the 
Committee on War Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC DRUNKENNESS. 
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port of the National Academy of Science for the years 1886 and 1887. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This does not seem to bea public mat- 
ter and is not in order during this call. 
Mr. HIESTAND. I ask unanimous consent to submit the report. 
There was no objection, and the report was received and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 








ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. Lask, by unanimous consent, to be allowed to present 
some reports which I have sent for to the committee-room. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man as soon as the reports are ready. The call of committees tor re- 
ports has now been concluded, and the Chair will recognize gentlemen 
who were not in when their committees were called. 

WYOMING MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midiand 
Railway Company the right of way through the Wind River or Sho- 


| shone Indian reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the 


a 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
NATIONAL ACADEMY OF DENTAL SCIENCE. 

Mr. OATES. Iask, by unanimous consent, to withdraw an a lverse 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary, made this morning on 
the bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the National Academy of Dental Science, 
and to move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. ‘This is done at the suggestion of a Senator wiio is inter- 
ested in the subject. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TO ANNUL TITLES ACQUIRED BY JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask, by unanimous consent, for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1887) to annul certain titles to land ac- 
quired by judicial proceedings in the courts of the United States in 
Texas, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. i call for the regular order of business, and will ob- 
ject to everything until we get through with the tariff bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. This bill will not take a minute, and it onght to 
be passed at once. 

Mr. BLAND. I do insist on the regular order, and will de so until 
the tariff bill has been gotten out of the way. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in rela- 
tion to the collection of the revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iron or steel railway fish-plates or splice-bars, eight-tenths of lcent per pound, 


The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the motion to strike 
out the paragraph. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The pending amendment is to strike out ‘‘cight- 
tenths;’’ so it will read ‘*1 cent per pound.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanis correct. Debate on th» pend- 
ing amendment is exhausted. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the paragraph. I do it 
because the Committee of the Whole having refused to increase the rate 
in this paragraph, the rate on these manufactures is put at just about 
the rate on the material of which they are made. ‘The rate of the ma- 
terial is, at the lowest, seven-tenthsof acent per pound. The proposi- 
tion here is to make it eight-tenths on the product. ‘There will be 


Mr. ATKINSON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District | that much wastage in the manufacture, and it seems to me there ought 


of Columbia to rt back favorably the bill (H. R. 976 i 7 ; ; ; 
inne memes noes. Javernny the task (Et... 9768) te punish | ufacture. I therefore move to strike out the whole paragraph. 


public drunkenness in the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a public bill, and it can only 
be reported to-day by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I ask unanimous consent, then, for that purpose. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iam directed to report the bill back favorably 
and to move that it be placed upon the House Calendar. 

The bill was referred accordingly, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCE. 


Mr. HIESTAND. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back favorably a resolution authorizing the printing of the re- 


to be some difference in favor of the more advanced stages of the man- 


The CHAIRMAN declared the noes had it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 73. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wrought-iron or steel spikes, nuts and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, 
1} cents per pound. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. The object of this bill, Mr. Chairman, it is claimed 
by its friends, is to reduce the surplus revenues of the Government so 
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they will not accumulate in the Treasury. According to the exhibit 
of imports of the articles embraced in this paragraph last year. there 
would bea reduction of duty, if they were made entirely tree, of $10.63; 
nancly, 82 cents on nuts, $3.92 on horseshoes, and $5.89 on spikes; 
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and inasmuch as the reduction of the surplus is not likely to be facili- | 


tated to any great extent by embodying this proposition in the bill, 
I hope the committee will see its way clear to striking it out. 


The motion of Mr. BAYNE, to strike out the paragraph, was rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Iron or steel rivets, bolts, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt blanks, and 
finished hinges or hinge blanks, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment I 
The Clerk read as follows: 


send to the desk. 


Page 18, after line 240, insert new paragraph, as follows: 
lron or steel! rivet, screw, nail, and fence wire rods, round,incoils and loops, 
not lighter than number 5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound, 1 


cent per pound 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer that amendment in order to make the 
two provisions in reference to the iron-rods clause of the law, wherein 
relation is had to certain sizes, harmonize. In the old law there is a 
discrepancy in this respect. In the Forty-ninth Congress I introduced 
abill to rectify that discrepancy. Thesizes of iron rods between number 
5 wire gauge and seven-tenths of an inch in diameter are put in one 
part of the law at one rate of duty, and in another part at another rate. 
in the present bill but one of these provisions is copied, and in that 
provision there is a rate fixed of 1 cent per pound. 1 offer this amend- 
ment to make the rates uniform, to wit, that these rods falling be- 
tween the two sizes named shall be put at the same rate in each pro- 
vision. The amendment will rectify one of the inconsistencies of the 
present law, and will prevent this bill from perpetuating that incon- 
sistency. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ilorseshoe nails, hob-nails, and wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 
nails, not specially enumerated or provided for, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Boiler-tubes, or other tubes, or flues, or stays, of wrought-iron or steel, 1} 
cents per pound, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out lines 250 and 251. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Chain or chains, of all kinds, made of iron or steel, less than three-fourths of 1 
inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; less than three-fourths of 1 inch and not 
less than three-eighths of i inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; less than 
three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The present rate of duty on chains variesfrom 1} cents up to 2 cents 
per pound, according to size. It will be seen, therefore, that this pro- 
vision contemplates a material reduction. 

Vhen it is taken into account that the material of which chains are 
composed pays a duty of from seven-tenths to 1} cents per pound, it 
will be seen that the rate of protection upon chains in the present law 
is not large. ‘These chains are made by hand labor. ‘There is a great 
deal of labor expended in the making of this product. Each man, at 
his own forge, works at his own anvil, and slowly and with continued 
labor adds link to link, welding each separately; and I undertake to 
say that the rate by this bill on the manufactured product over the 
rate on the material is not equal or anything like equal to what it 
should be to afford proper remuneration to that labor. 

I! ask that in this instance at least the Committee on Ways and Means 
will swerve from their predetermined ideas of allowing no amendment 
to this bill not previously sanctioned by the caucus and will permit 
this section to be stricken out in view of the importance of the matter 
to which I have called their attention. Iask itin the interestof the men 
who toil daily inmy own city in the making of chains, who certainly de- 
serve recognition, and whose interests deserve attention and considera- 
tion at the hands of the American Congress. Iam here to ask this for 
them at your hands. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, 
there were, on a division—ayes 53, noes 61. . 

So the amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Hand, back, and all other saws, not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out that paragraph. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out lines 259 and 260. 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, while the duty upon these importa- 
tions is reduced by the proposed bill from the present rate, I see that 
by the table of rates and estimates furnished to us, but a small reduc- 
tion is anticipated in the revenue that will be realized. Knowing that 
this item would not have been placed in the bill except upon the theory 
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that it would reduce the revenue, I ask to have it stricken out, as it 
will be a very considerable disadvantage to the manufacturers of saws 
a very important industry in our part of the country. 

The Chair put the question, and was in deubt as to the result. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats of all eutsand kinds, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the lines last read and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Files, file-blanks, rasps,and floats of all cuts and kinds, 4 inches in length and 
under, 55 cents per dozen; over 4 inches in length and under 9 inches, 75 cents 
per dozen; Yinches in length and under i4 inches, $1.50 per dozen; 14 inches 


inlength and over, $2.50 per dozen. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the « 


ten- 


| tion of the committee to this paragraph, particularly from the fact that 





the committee have entirely abolished the specific duty, and in lieu 
thereof have provided 35 per cent. ad valorem for the four classifica- 
tions of files. Without discussing the impropriety and injustice to 
American manufacturers and mechanics of striking out a specific duty, 
especially on a class of this kind, which naturally is fitted for specific 
and unfitted for ad valorem duties, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that the average ad valorem of the four classes 
of files provided for by the committee at 35 per cent. stands in the 
present tariff law as 56.70; so that, independent of taking away the 
benefit of the specitic duty, the change would amount to a cut of al- 
most 40 per cent. Without further controversy as to the merits of the 
paragraph, and having a desire to go forward with the discussion, I de- 
sire to have the Clerk read in my timea few remarks of Mr. W. T. Nich- 
olson, manager of the great Nicholson File Works of Providence, prob- 
ably the best expert and more thoroughly conversant with this trade 
than any other man in the United States—perhaps the best file-maker 
in the world. I want to call the attention of gentlemen on the other 
side to the fact that the protective duty imposed by the Morrill tariff 
has wrought a most remarkable change in the price of files in this coun- 
try. I grant that files are of universal use, and I know very well the 
arguments that can be made, that every poor man, every carpenter, 
every blacksmith uses them. That is all true; but I want the com- 
mittee to listen to the words of a man who gives the exact data as to 
how the protective duty brought down the price of files from $6.50 a 
dozen to the present rate of $2.50. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When I entered this business in 1865 there was the same import duty on the 
coarser classes of goods which nowrules. At that time the English list price 
for these goods was $7 per dozen. The market then was $7, ten off, or $6.30 per 
dozen, and it was at that price I began selling. To-day I sell the same goods 
for $2.30 per dozen. The market price to-day is $7 (the old English list price), 
seventy off, or $2.10. 1 geta little more than some, perhaps, owing to the long- 
established reputation of my make. Now, this immense reduction is owing en- 
tirely to the heavy domestic competition stimulated by the protective system. 
Twenty-five years ago the Englishmen had control of our market, and could 
afford to pay our duty of $2.50. It all came out of the consumer. To-day we 
sell the goods at a lower figure than the tax itself. When that much-condoled- 
with farmer is told that he files his saw with a “ highly-taxed file,’ I hope he 
will remember that it is only and precisely because a high duty is levied on it 
that he is able to buy it so cheap. 

Of course the necessity for continuing the tariff lies in the fact that wage- 
workers demand and receive much higher wages in this country than abroad. 
And so we get back to the main question, whether it is for the best interest of 
the country to continue under the high-wage or to sink to the cheap-wage plan. 

It is certain that if files were put on the free-list the price of labor must rap- 
idly come down to a level with that paid in England or we must close ourshops. 
In the latter event 1 wonder how long it would be before the price of files would 
react to the old English list price of $7 per dozen, where the Morrill tariff found 
it twenty-six years ago? 

It may be thatthe price of labor would come down rapidly. Probably it would 
have to come down as rapidly asit could, But I can imagine no more dismal 
prospect for the American employer than to have to face his men and force them, 
step by step, down to the level of the foreign operative. Ihave noticed that peo- 
ple who have never been there are prone to the habit of talking about hell in a 
rather —— fashion. Just so with a certain class of theoretical people in re- 


spect to this question. They speak of approaching free trade in much the same 


way as they would mention the coming of summer. But I can tell the college 
professors and professional men generally who talk so trippingly on this sub- 
ject that the no-tariff summer which they hail will prove to them as well as to 
us manufacturers the bleakest winter of discontent we have ever experienced. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish merely to add that the rate of wages of 
file-makers in this country is from twelve to fifteen dollars per week, 
and in England it is from six to seven dollars and a half; so that the 
contrast as between the 35 per cent. ad valorem which the committee 
have put in this bill and the legitimate duty, which I should regard as 
55 per cent., is too wide a cut in my opinion. I simply leave the mat- 
ter with the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, in the pending paragraph the com- 
mittee have improperly, as I think, made a change not merely in the 
rate but in the character of the duty. The existing duty is specific. 
The committee have changed it into an ad valorem duty. If the ex- 
isting specific duty is too high, why not replace it with a lower specific 
duty? To extend unnecessarily the scope of ad valorem duties is go- 
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ing a step in the wrong direction. It is going against the experience | 


of other nations and against the repeated warnings of our own Treas- 
uary officials. 

Consumers, American manufacturers, honest American importers, 
and honest Treasury officials are all interested on the side of specific 
duties. Dishonest custom-house officers and foreign manufacturers and 
their New York agents, who make perjury a part of their business, are 
the only persons interested in favor of the extension of the ad valorem 
system. 

The objection to ad valorem duties is that they give rise to fraudu- 
lent undervaluations of imported goods. It is practically impossible 
to prevent these frauds so long as we adhere tothe ad valorem system. 
So said Secretary Manning; so says Secretary Fairchild; so say the wit- 
nesses examined by the Senate Committee on Finance who investigated 
the whole subject of undervaluations last summer. The testimony 
taken by them is to be found in Senate Document No. 1990, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session. Let me cite what some of these wit- 
nesses say. Bear in mind that the Senate committee had no jurisdic- 
tion to change the rate or the character of customs duties and that the 
witnesses examined by them were repeatedly reminded of the fact. 
Their testimony is all the more valuable on that account. They could 
not help testifying to what they regarded as, after all, the only adequate 
remedy for the evil which the Senate committee was investigating. 

Collector Hedden, of the port of New York, says (page 2), speaking 
of undervaluations: 

You will never have anything else so long as you retain the ad valorem sys- 
tem. We always have had it and always will have it until you reform human 
nature and have all men become honest. 

Naval Officer Burt says (page 23): 

A heavy customs tax can be collected with uniformity and ease only by spe- 
cifie rates. 

P. H. Leonard, crockery importer and member of a special commit- 
tee of the New York Chamber of Commerce, says (page 40): 

Mr. Chairman, I was just going to say that having given the matter some 
consideration I can come to only one conclusion, that there is no change con- 
nected with the present law of appraising goods which will remedy the evil. I 
believe that we must adopt the specific system entirely in order to do justice to 
the Government and at the same time do justice to every citizen who desires to 
do right by the Government. There is no escape if that system is adopted, be- 
cause it is then a question of weights alone—and we have the example of every 
continental government. France, Germany, Austria, and Italy, they weigh 


everything, even to the single cup and saucer, that enters their respective 
countries. 


Mr. Woodhouse, resident partner in New York of Marshall, Field & 
Co., of Chicago, says (page 44), speaking of silks: 

Q. Are you importers? 

A. Not so particularly, as that business of undervaluations has become so 
wel. established as to have driven us out of the business. We can not importa 
doliar’s worth, except a little in novelties. The goods are either bought in 
Chicago or here or of a Paris house, the agents of these manufacturers. We 
buy in dollars and cents and so much a yard. We can not import the goods. 
They will not sell them to us in foreign currency. 


Subsequently (page 45)— 

Q. What would you do, Mr. Woodhouse? 

A. My only remedy is the specific duty. 

Mr. Thurber says (page 46): 

I believe in a specifie duty, so far as it is applicable. I should advise the ex- 
tension of the principle so far as progress can be made in that direction, 

Mr. Henry 8. Briggs, general appraiser, stationed at Boston, testi- 
fied as follows (page 59): 

Q. Why are the importations of silk in Boston limited? 

A. Because they have found it impossible to purchase there and compete 
with the merchants in New York who get their goods on consignment. There 
was an organized effort of a few concerns— Field, Leiter & Co., of Chicago, and 
others—tosee if they could not establish a standard of values by actual purchases 
and break up this system of purchasesonconsignment. They gaveitup,having 
found that they could not purchase silk and compete with the trade there. 

J. M. Fiske, deputy collector at the portof Boston, testified as follows 
(page 144): 

Q. Consignments have become the rule in New York from what I hear? 

A. I should suppose so, sir. 


Q. How would you ajter the present system so as to reduce that condition of 
things to the minimum? 


A. If I was going to putthe knife rightin tothe hilt ILwould makethe duties 
as near specific rates as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no question of the existence or of the mag- 
nitude of the evil of fraudulent undervaluations of goods consigned by 
European manufacturers to their own agents who reside in this country 
for the sole purpose of defrauding the United States Treasury. There 
is just as little question in my mind that the only adequate remedy for 
par evil is to adopt the system of specific duties wherever it is appli- 
cable. 

I wish now to notice the remarks made the other day on the subject 
ofad valorem duties by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE]. Hestated itasan advantage of this form of duty that the duty 
bears a uniform relation of value to the foreign price of the article upon 
which it is laid. When the foreign price of the article rises or falls the 
duty rises or fallstocorrespond. But whyisthisanadvantage? What 
justice is done or injustice prevented by maintaining this constant re- 
lation between the amount of the duty and the price of the article? I 
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believe it to be, on the whole, a serious disadvantage, whether we reg ird 
it from the protection or the revenue-tariff point of view. 

First, let us suppose the duty to be a strictly revenue duty, levied 
upon an article the like of which is not produced in this country. In 

his case, to quote the gentleman frem Ohio [Mr. McKINLey], *‘ it 
may be truthfuily said the tax is added to the foreign cost, and is paid 
by the consumer.’’ For the sake of clearness let us leave out of view 
such items as freight, insurance, and commissions, and assume that the 
price of the article in the American market is the foreign price with 
the duty added. If the article is worth abroad $1 a pound and there 
is levied on it a specitic duty of 50 cents a pound, the cost to the Amer- 
ican consumer is $1.50 a pound. If the foreign price falls to 50 cents a 
pound, the specific duty remains as before, and the cost to the consumer 
is $1 a pound. If the foreign price rises from $1 to $1.50, the specitic 
duty remains as before, and the cost to the consumer rises to}2a pound. 
But if the duty, instead of being a specilic duty of 50 cents per pound, 
were an ad valorem duty of 50 per cent., the same fluctuation in the 
foreign price of the article would cause the price to the American con- 
sumer to fluctuate from 75 cents at the lowest to $2.25 per pound at the 
highest. 

When the article becomes scarce in Europe the effect of the searcity is 
enhanced to the American consumer. But what happens when there 
is a temporary oversupply of the article in Europe? Does the Ameri- 
can consumer immediately get the benefit of the fall in the foreign price 
and the corresponding fall in the ad valorem duty? ‘Theoretically he 
does, but practically he does not. Professor Cairnes and Jobn Stuart 
Mill have pointed out that retail prices paid by the consumer are so 
largely a matter of habit that the benefit of a fall in the cost does not 
reach the consumer till after a considerable interval. It simply enlarges 
the profits of the retail dealer. The effect, therefore, of adepting the 
ad valorem instead of the specific rate in the case of a strictly revenue 
duty is simply to exaggerate the ilnctuations in the foreign price of the 
article on which it is laid. If the fluctuation is upward the consumer 
assumes the burden at once; the retail dealer knows enough to lay it 
onhim. Ifthe fluctuation is downward the consumer does not get the 
benefit at once; the retail dealer puts it in his own pocket. Fluctu- 
ations in price are therefore an evil tothe consumer. Whatever exag- 
gerates such fluctuations, as an ad valorem duty certainly does, is also 
an evil. 

Mr. Chairman, I admit that there is one kind of change in the for- 
eign cost, to which the gentleman from Kentucky referred, and which 
can not fairly be called a fluctuation—I mean a permanent reduction in 
the cost of producing the article, due, for instance, to the discovery of a 
new process of manufacture. Such a permanent reduction in the cost 
is of itself a benefit to the consumer. Is ita great hardship on him 
that having received this benefit by a reduction in the foreign cost of 
the article he does not at once receive a further and additional benetit 
by means of a reduction of the duty? What the consumer mainly 
cares for is the retail price which he has to pay. Ifthat retail price is 
on the whole a reasonable one the consumer does not care how it is 
made up. If the price has fallen from a dollar and a half to a dollar 
by a reduction in the foreign cost, the duty remaining unchanged, the 
saving of fifty cents a pound in the price which the consumer pays is 
what chiefly interests him. 

If he chooses to analyze the dollar price which he pays into its com- 
ponent parts; that is, into foreign cost and customs duty, is he likely 
to complain merely because he finds that while by means of the cus- 
toms duty he contributes precisely the same amount of 50 cents per 
pound to the support of his own Government, he pays a good deal less 
than before to the foreign producer of the goods? I should suppose he 
would be gratified. I should suppose that as an American citizen he 
would be glad to know not only that the total price he pays is lower 
than before, but also that a larger proportion of that lower price goes 
into the Treasury, while a smaller proportion goes to the foreign pro- 
ducer. Yet itis the opposite assumption, the assumption that the con- 
sumer is outraged by a reduction in the price he pays for an imported 
article, unless. that reduction is ratably borne by the United States 
Treasury and the foreign producer, which forms the basis of four-fifths 
of the arguments we hear against the existing tariff. I submit, further, 
that even if these arguments are sound, even if the duty ought to he 
reduced when the foreign cost of the article has permanently declined, 
it is far better to effect this reduction by revising the tariff from time 
to time, substituting a lower specific duty for the higher specific duty, 
than to submit to the inevitable and unquestionable evils incident to 
the ad valorem system. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that the specific duty is preferable to the 
ad valorem duty, whether regarded from the protection point of view or 
from the revenue tariff point of view. Now-Jet us consider the differ- 
ences between the two kinds of duty whenapplied toa protective duty. 
The need of a protective duty arises out of the difference between the 
cost of production in the United States and the selling price of thecom- 
peting article in Europe. If the margin between the two is a wide one 
a higher protective duty is required. If the margin is narrow a lower 
duty will suffice. But this margin between the cost of production in 
this country and the selling price in Europe is likely to be widened or 
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narrowed by fluctuations in the European market. As the ad valorem 
duty intensifies the effect of such fluctuations on the price at which the 
foreign article can be imported into this country, it follows that the 
ad valorem duty affords less protection againsta downward fluctuation 
of the foreign price than would be afforded bya specific duty, which at 
the normal price in Europe would be exactly equivalent to it. Sup- 
pose the cost of producing the article in the United States is 13 cents a 
pound; suppose the normal selling price of the competing article in 
Europe is 10 cents a pound. Disregarding for the sake of clearness, 
such items as freight, insurance, and commissions, a duty of 3 cents a 
pound would just make good the difference. Suppose that in order to 
provide against fluctuations, we decide to impose a duty equal to 5 
cents a pound. If the European price remains at 10 cents a pound, 
and if the ad valorem duty can be honestly collected, it makes no dif- 
ference whether we adopt the specific or the ad valorem form. We 
ean call it 5 cents a pound or 50 percent. ad valorem. But how will it 
be if by reason of a war or panic the European article is thrown on the 
market at 8 cents a pound? There is now a difference of 5 cents a 
pound between the cost of production in the United States and the 
selling price in Europe. The specific duty of 5 cents a pound would 
just make good that difference. The ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. 
would not. As the price of the article falls from 10 to 8 cents, the ad 
valorem duty falls from 5 to 4 cents. 

Now take the case of an upward fluctuation in the European price. 
Suppose it rises from 10 cents to 12 cents a pound by reason of an increase 
in the European demand. There is now a difference of only 1 cent a 
pound between the selling price in Europe and the cost of production 
in the United States. Less protection is needed than before. But the 
ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. affords more protection than before. 
It has risen from 5 cents to Gceents a pound. It is evident, therefore, 
that the ad valorem duty has certain disadvantages when considered 
as a protective duty. When by reason of a downward fluctuation in 
the European price the American producer needs more protection the 
ad valorem duty protects less. When by reason of an upward fluctua- 
tion he needs less protection the ad valorem duty protects more. 

A German author has recently said that the ideal protective duty 
would be one which would sink as the price of the foreign article rises 
and rise as the price sinks. The specifieduty, remaining constant amid 
all fluctuations of the foreign price, at least comes nearer to this ideal 
than the ad valorem duty, which gives the American producer the least 
protection when the most is needed, and gives the most’ when no pro- 
tection is needed at all. Like Shakespeare’s braggart, 

Ever strong upon the stronger side, 
it slinks to the rear when it is most needed at the front, and stalks 
gallantly to the front when little or no fighting is going on. 

Finally, I wish to notice an objection frequently made against the 
specific duty, that it works a discrimination in favor of the rich and 
against the poor, by bearing most heavily upon the lower grades ot 
goods. I admit that thisis a valid objection if applied toa duty levied 
on an article the like of which is not produced in this country, when 
the article includes several grades, of which the lower grades are ne- 
cessities of the poor, while the higher grades are luxuries of the rich. 
{ow many of such articles are there in our tariff-list? Very few, I 
think. 
in this country, it is quite possible that the heavier duty on the lower 
grades simply results in the development of the American manufact- 
ures of these lower grades, by which they are cheapened to the con- 
sumer. I believe many illustrations of this could be found in the ex- 
isting tariff. 

But, after all, we can not escape discriminations against the poor and 
in favor of the rich merely by resorting to ad valorem duties. In fact, 
this odious discrimination is a necessary incident to the ad valorem 
system. The reason is that under the ad valorem system it is impos- 
sible to prevent undervaluation. Now, undervaluation is practiced 
usually and with the greatest effect upon the higher grades of goods. 
It is easier to persuade a customs officer that an article of the highest 
grade belongs to an intermediate grade than it is to persuade him that 
the lowest grade of all belongs to a grade lower than is known in the 
market. 

For these reasons I believe that the ad valorem system of customs 
duties is inherently vicious. It defrauds the Treasury, increases the 
expense of collecting the revenue, and tends to corrupt the officers ot 
thecustoms. Itinjures the American producer, the American importer, 
and the American consumer. It ought as far as possible to be aban- 
doned. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the formal amendment will 
be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr«Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise to limit debate on this 
paragraph. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on 
Waysand Means that the gentleman from Rhode Island desires to speak 
ou this subject, which concerns an industry in his own city. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. And the gentleman from Rhode Island 
has the floor. 

Mr, SPOONER. 


Mr. Chairman, as has been already said by the 
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gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], this manufacture admir- 
ably illustrates the advantage that has been gained in this country 
under the protection of the Morrill tariff and the laws in the same di- 
rection which have been subsequently enacted. Not many years ago 
all the finer classes of files which were used in this country were im- 
ported from abroad. It is only within the last seven years, I think, 
that the manufacture of the finer kinds of files in this country by the 
Nicholson File Company, of my own city, which has been referred to, 
has been successfully carried on, with the effect of very largely decreas- 
ing the cost of such files to the consumer, while giving employment to 
a large amount of American capital and labor. 

I think the table which has been furnished by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and which I have in my hand, giving, among other 
things, the amounts of duties collected upon various articles in these 
schedules during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, very well illus- 
trates, with regard tothis particular manufacture, the point that I at- 
tempted to make the other day while discussing another matter relating 
to this same bill. I then-suggested that the amount of duty coliected 
upon an article illustrated the operation of the law, and that where a 
considerable amount of duty was collected on the importation from 
abroad of any given article, the like of which was manufactured in this 
country, that fact indicated that the article was not highly protected 
by the tariff, because otherwise the importation would not be so large, 
and consequently the amount of duty collected thereon would not be 
so large. 

Under the existing law the tariff duties upon the several classes of 
files have been regulated according tu their length, which is believed 
by file manufacturers to be the proper method, and which, I think, all 
of us who believe that specific rather than ad valorem duties should 
be imposed, will agree is in the direction of preventing frauds upon the 
revenue. Now, the amount of duties collected during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, on the first two classes of files, those 4 inches in 
length and under, and those over 4 inches in length and under 9 inches, 
is an amount which tends to show very clearly, as it seems to me, that 
the duties imposed under existing law upon those classes of files are 
not excessively or improperly high, because the rate of duty (averaging 
about 58 per cent.) has not prevented a considerably large importation. 

The reduction of this duty as proposed by the bill under considera- 
tion to 35 per cent. ad valorem can not but have the effect of increas- 
ing the importations, and necessarily assisting to that extent in in- 
creasing the surplus which it is claimed to be the purpose of this bill 
to reduce. Now gentlemen must not forget that in the manufacture 
of these files labor is the important interest concerned. This is illus- 
trated by the recital of certain facts which I have from unquestionable 
authority. A pound of steel, from which the finest grades of these 
files are made, costs 40 cents, and when made into files its value is en- 
hanced to $59.35, an increase of 14,740 per cent.! The great cost of 
this manufacture is in the labor employed; and it is principally for the 
protection of that labor that such protective duties as existing law 
provides are required. Upon 1 pound of steel used in the manufact- 
ure of medium grades of tiles, costing 38 cents, the value is increased 
by manufaeture into such files to $18.20, an increase of 4,690 per cent. ; 
and in the coarser grades of files a pound of steel costing 6 cents is en- 
hanced in value by manufacture 1,640 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. _ I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Rhode Island be permitted to conclude what he has to say. 

There was no objection. j 

Mr. SPOONER. To state it briefly, Mr. Chairman, the ‘‘cut’’ in 
this proposed reduction is almost wholly upon the labor employed in 
this manufacture—a class of labor highly skilled; a class of labor which 
has been educated in this industry during the time it has been fostered 
and brought to its present prosperity under the provisions of existing 
law. Iask that the committee carefully and reasonably consider the 
claims which are bere made in behalf of thisindustry, and in behalf of 
the labor employed in its successful prosecution. Gentlemen should 
also understand that, under the provisions of this incongruous bil), the 
steel out of which files are made is protected by a higher rate of duty 
than the finished files into which it is manufactured ! 

The cost of labor and wages in this industry in this country is more 
then double what it is in Europe, where articles of a similar kind are 
manufactured. The cost of the plant and machinery and the capital 
necessarily employed in the manufacture in this country is not less 
than double what it isin Europe. If it is the intention of the Amer- 
ican Congress to protect American interests; if itis the intention of this 
Congress to protect American labor; if it is the purpose of this bill to 
provide reduction, if you please, in certain directions, but without in- 
juring the labor employed, let gentlemen on the other side who are 
advocating the passage of this bill as it is explain to me why this re- 
duction of duties upon this particular article of manufacture is at- 
tempted; or ifthey can not intelligently explain it, let them concede that 
the amendment which has been offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR], and which I indorse, should be adopted by 
this committee and by the House. 

The question being taken on Mr. FARQUHAR’S amendment, there 
were—ayes 64, noes 61. 
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Mr. MILLS. I call for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MILis and Mr. FARQUHAR were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iron or steel beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, ecar-truck channels, TT 
columns and posts, or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb 
beams, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or 
steel, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that lines 226 and 227 in re- 
lation to ‘‘cut tacks, brads or sprigs,’? upon which this bill proposes a 
duty of ‘35 per cent. ad valorem,’’ be read again, in order that I may 


submit a letter on the subject. I know it is hopeless to move any | 


amendment, but I would like to have this letter read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman may move a pro forma amend- 
ment to the pending paragraph, and have the letter reid as a part of 
his remarks. 

Mr. LONG. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Lone] 
moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. LONG. I now ask that the letter which I send to the desk be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PLiymovuti, Mass., Apri! 18, 1888. 

Dear Sin: Permit us to call your attention to the effect the Mills tariff bill 
would have on our business if it becomes a law. The present duty on tacks is 
2: cents per thousand on sizes l4-ounce and smaller, and 3 cents a pound on 


sizes 16-ounce and over. The Mills bill proposes 35 per cent. ad valorem duty. 
Jron tack-plate costs English tack manufacturers from 1} to 1} cents a pound. 
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Ours costs us 2 cents a pound, or about 33} percent.more. English tack manu- | 


facturers pay their tack-makers 1s. 3d., or say 31 cents per 100,000, while we pay 
59, 60, and 75 cents per 100,000; 7. e., for the same quantity and grade of work we 
pay 100 per cent. for cutting. If the duty is reduced to 35 per cent. ad valorem 
we must reduce the wages of our help at least 33} per cent. to compete. 
We remain, very respectfully yours, 

LORING & PARKS. 

COBB & DREW, 

Tur PLymMoutTu MILLs, 

By WM. STODDARD, Treasurer. 
Hon, Joun D. Lona, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the formal amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no opjection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I moveto amend the pending paragraph by striking 
out the words ‘‘six-tenths of;’’ so as to make the duty 1 cent per pound. 
I have no remarks to make. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [I move to strike out the pending paragraph,and 
I send to the desk a letter which I desire to have read. It is from an 
officer of the New Jersey Steel and Iron Company. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Trenton, N. J., June 7, 1888. 
Hon, James Bucwanan, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 


DEAR Srr: I do not know whether there is any probability of the Mills bill 
becoming a law, but the cut in the duty on beams and structural iron is an out- 
rage and strikes directly at Trenton. That a product like beams, expensive to 
roanufacture and used only in buildings of the highest class, should be subject 
to a less duty than ordinary beam-iron used by everybody and easily manufact- 
ured,is directly contrary to any theory of tariff rates that Lhave ever heard of. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Clerk need not read any further. That is 
all that is germane to my present purpose. Bar-iron is put up seven- 
tenths to 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. Chairman, this letter is from one of the officials of a company 
which employs about fifteen hundred men. Therate of duty proposed 
in this bill on bar-iron is, as I have said, from seven-tenths of a cent 
to i cent per pound; the rate proposed on these iron or steel beams, 
girders, joists, angles, and channels, which are far more difficult to roll, 


because of the varying sizes and shapes and lengths, is six-tenths of 1 | 


cent per pound. Thatcan not be fair. If this bill is to ‘‘ correct in- 
equalities’’ let it correct them, not make or perpetuate them. Either 
the proposed duty on bar-iron is too high, or that proposed on these 
shapes is too low. I have moved to strike out the paragraph because, 
as the Committee of the Whole has already refused to change the rate, 
that is the only course left me. 

Mr. MILLS. I believe the existing duty is equivalent to 102 per 
cent.; and the gentleman says that this bill, which proposes to reduce 
it to 49 per cent., is an outrage. Let us vote. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pittsburgh [Mr. BAYNE] was a very material reduc- 
tion upon present rates, and that was not accepted by the House. I 
stated that I moved to strike out the paragraph because that was the 
only course left me to pursue, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pittsburgh having been voted down. Can the gentleman from Texas 
tell me where he obtains his information as to the present duty being 
102 per cent.? 

Mr. MILLS. Right here in the book before us, where it is ran ount— 
102 per cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the book which has been furnished to 
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us, and which also tells us that the ad valorem rate on lead at 2 cents 
per pound is less than the ad valorem on orange mineral at 1) cents 
per pound, although 100 pounds of orange mineral contains the product 
of 114to 116 pounds of lead. Since seeing that statement I have ceased 
to regard this book as authority. ~ 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BUCHANAN to strike 
out the paragraph, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steel wheels and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly or 


partly finished, and iron or steel locomotive, car, and other railway tires, or 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 2 cents per pound; iren or steel 


ingots, cogged ingots, blooms or blanks for the same, without regard to the de- 
gree of manufacture, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move to strike out the paragraph.just read. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Screws commonly called wood-screws, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out tie paragraph just read. 

Mr. MILLS. We have no objection to that. 

The motion of Mr. VANCE was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tron and steel wire and iron and steel wire galvanized, and all manufactures 
of iron and steel wire and of iron and steel wire galvanized, shall pay the duties 
now provided by law: Provided, That no such duty shall be in excess of 60 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Clippings from new copper fit only for manufacture, 1 cent per pound 

Copper, in plates, bars, ingots, Chili or other pigs, and in other forms, not 
manufactured,'2 cents per pound; in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, 
rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Lead ore and lead dross, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move to strike out lines 288 and 289, and in lieu 
thereof to insert what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CLARDY,. I ask, by unanimous consent, that that paragraph 
and the subsequent paragraph be passed over, to be recurred to here- 
after. 

The subsequent paragraph is as follows: 

Lead, in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks, and bars 
and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound, Lead in 
sheets, pipes, or shot, 2} cents per pound. 

I ask that both paragraphs be passed over to be recurred to hereafter. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Let my amendment be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Idaho 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out | nes 288, 289, as follows: 

* Lead ore and lead dross, three-quarters of 1 cent per pound.” 

And in lieu thereof insert as follows: 

“A combination of lead ore with silver or gold ore shall not exempt such 
lead ore from payment of said duty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Missouri asks that the para- 
graph and the succeeding paragraph be passed over, to be recurred to 
hereafter. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will consent to that with the understanding that I 
am to be recognized as having the floor when the subject is ayain re- 
sumed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Idaho. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask thatif these paragraphs are to be passed over 
that we also pass over from line 295 to 303, which is as follows: 

Zine ore, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Zine, spelter, or tutenegue, in blocks or pigs, and old worn-out zine fit only 
to be remanufactured, 1'¢ cents per pound; zine, spelter, ortutenegue in sheets, 
2 cents per pound. 

Everything pertaining to zine should be passed over until we consider 
the paragraphs in reference to lead ore. 

Mr. WARNER. That should be done. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask these two paragraphs be passed over for the 
present. 

Mr. MILLS. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. WARNER. Iask that zine be also passed over. It is taken 
out of the same mine from which we take lead ore. They are inti- 
mately connected. You can not discuss one without discussing the 
other. I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to passing these paragraphs over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho [Mr. Dupors]. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not object to passing over the paragraphs in re- 
lation-to lead ore, but I do object to passing over the paragraph in 
reference to zinc. 

Mr. OWEN. I object to passing any over unless both are passed 
over. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ifthere be no objection to passing over the 
paragraphs in reference 40 zinc, there will be no objection to passing 
over the paragraphs in reference to lead ore. 

Several Members. Who objected to passing over the paragraphs in 
relation to lead ore? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Owen]. 

Mr. OWEN. At the request of gentlemen who are interested I will 
withdraw my objection. . 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Lobject unless the paragraphs in reference 
to zinc can also be passed over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the regular order, then. 

Mr. CLARDY. Was there objection to the request I submitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted it and it was objected to 
by the call for the regular order, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that my amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman add to the paragraph the 
words in his amendment ? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move to strike out the paragraph and add the 
words in my amendment to the duty under the present law. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already submitted some remarks in regard to 
the proposed reduction in this bill, and I would not take up the time 
of the committee did not the pending proposition vitally offect not 
only my own Territory, but every other Territory inthe Union, I am 
surprised my colleagues from Montana, New Mexico, and Arizona do 
not rise in their places and protest against this proposed reduction. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have not hadachance. , 

Mr. DUBOIS. They know it is as vital to their Territories as it is 
to mine. Of the lead ore produced in this country at least five-sixths 
comes from the Territories. Weare so far from market we can scarcely 
compete with lead brought in from foreign countries. The cost of 
transportation is great and the price of labor is necessarily high. They 
are'so high in our mountain districts it is hard indeed for‘us to com- 
pete with the foreign production. 

In addition to this fact is the further one that all of our low-grade 
silver mines are dependent upon the price of lead for their successful 
working. It will be absolutely impossible to work our silver mines if 
this reduction of the tariff on lead as proposed here is made. 

J wish now to submit, for the Clerk to read, a few letters, which will 
show that I do not exaggerate when I say that I represent everybody 
in the Territory on this particular question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JOHN M. BURKE HAS NOT WITHDRAWN—HE WILL BPE A CANDIDATE FOR CON- 
GRESS, 
Edilor Evening Inter-Idaho: 
In a recent issue of the Butte (Mont.) Inter-Mountain it was stated that Hon. 
John M. Burke had withdrawn from the Congressional canvass for the reason 


that he could not indorse certain party measures relating to tariff, hurtful to 
the interests of the Territory, This statement, which has been pretty generally 
copied and commented on by the Territorial press, and which showed up Mr. 
Burke in a most favorable light as a man to whom principle is dearer than per- 
sonal ambition, no doubt correctly embodied Mr. Burke’s views. From the fol- 
lowing letter, however, which explains itseif, it will be seen that Mr. Burke is 
still a candidate for the Delegateship, and itis to be hoped his many Democratic 
friends will not abate their efforts to secure so suitable and so strong a man for 
the head of the ticket. 
ORLANDO B. BATTEN. 


WARDNER, June 6, 1888, 
O. B. Barren, Ketchum, Idaho: 

Dear Sim: I have just returned from Chicago, where I have been ever since 
I saw you, with a very sick wife, whom I have had to leave there in the hos- 
oo. and I may have toreturn any day,and [ am trying to get my mining 

»usiness in shape so asto give as much of my time as possible to the campaign 
after the 22d of August. Before that time I shall not be able to give politicsany 
personal attention. Our court meets here on the iith instant, and I have sev- 
eral mining cases before it. Now, taking all of these things into consideration, 
I have concluded to take this course: I will attend the Territorial convention; 
I will do my best to get the following plank in the Democratic platform: 

1. Against the reduction of tariff on lead. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Isend to the desk now the following extract from 
the same paper, of the succeeding day, merely remarking that this is 
the leading Democratic paper of the Territory, a strong supporter of 
President Cleveland, and a rank free-trader when it does not interfere 
with the industry of its own people. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Inter-Idaho, Hailey, Idaho, June 18, 1883.] 
HON, JOWN M. BURKE'S LETTER. 

The letter of Hon. J. M. Burke, which we published yesterday, is a fair and 
frank expression of the general Democratic sentiment of this Territory. It is 
not merely the opinion of Mr. Burke as a Congressional candidate, on which he 
is desirous of taking his personal chances fer an election; but it is justly repre- 
sentative of the ideas and interests of the great mass of the people, who, if they 
nominate him, or any other man for Congress, they propose to elect. 

Mr. Burke is for the retention of the duty on foreign lead. We know of no 
Democrat who is not, Witha Congress likely soon to be Democratic, and a 
Democratic Executive, one who sympathizes with the predominant political 
organization, much more than a partisan opponent, would have the power to 
influence the legislation requisite to retain that duty. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Now, I would like to ask the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, or some member on that 
side of the House, if that is a correct statement with reference to the 
political question involved in this tariff legislation, and whether it 
would affect the action of the committee on this question if the polit- 
ical complexion of the Delegate was different. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

a ‘ Ty v s > . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Idaho be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. I say, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means if that isa cor- 
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rect statement, and whether the Democratic party is legislating upon 
this subject on principle, or whether, as I have said, it is a question of 
the political faith of the Delegate? 

Mr. MILLS. Iask that we have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the gentleman first to answer my question. 

Mr. MILLS. What has that got to do with the duty on lead? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It has gota great deal to do with it in that Terri 
tory; and I ask the gentleman if the statement of the Inter-Idaho is 
correct ? 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman and his associates on that side and 
myself can probably take occasion to talk this question of politics over 
after we get through with this bill. I want to pass the bill now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask if it is not a fair question, whether this is the 
Democratic idea which prevails in the enactment of this tariff legisla- 
tion? 

I ask the gentleman if he will answer it. 

Mr. MILLS. Make your own statement, and I will take my own 
time to answer it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Refusing to answer it, I am forced to assume that it 
is not a correct statement, for I would be loth to believe that the Dem- 
ocratic party is guided by merely personal and partisan motives in this 
legislation. Iam not surprised to know that the Inter-Idaho’s state- 
ment is not correct. 

Mr. Chairman, there were 144,000 tons of lead produced in the United 
States last year. Twenty thousand tons of this came from my Terri- 
tory. They are taking 3,000 tons a month now from the Coeur d’ Alene 
district alone. But while the lead industry is one of vast importance to 
the people of that Territory, it is well known that nobody will be bene- 
ited by the reduction of duty as proposed in this bill. Nota single 
individual in this country is interested in that redaction except in so 
fur as it injures him in his occupation; and, as I say, when you strike 
down the lead industry in my Territory and the others you also strike 
down the silver-mining industry. 

We took out twenty-nine millions of silver last year in Arizona, 
New Mexico, Montana, Utah, and Idaho alone, and there is not a 
mining superintendent in any Territory of this Union or in any one 
of the States who will not tell you if you make this reductien on 
lead that you close the silver mines. There is a long list of them to 
which I could call attention, and I am a little surprised that we do 
not have all of the silver men on that side of the House coming for- 
ward to support the amendment. The substitute I offer is in the in- 
terest of this industry in the United States. It is for the purpose of 
protecting that industry. ‘They bring the lead ores now from Mexico 
under a ruling of the Department which provides that if silver is a 
chief component of the importation, or rather if silver is the compo- 
nent of chief value, that the entry of the other ores combined with it 
shall be free. They down there in the custom-houses determine what 
is the component of chief value, and lead has no value at all in that 
country. 

The consequence is that all the lead ore comes in free and we are 
compelled to compete with the peons of Mexico under this ruling of the 
Department. This is so in regard to lead coming from European coun- 
tries also. If gold or silveris the component of chief value, the lead 
comes in free. You are making adouble attack, therefore, upon the 
industry of the Pacific coast, and I ask you in fairness and in candor— 
and challenge any Democratic Delegate on this floor to controvert any 
word of what I have said—I ask you in fairness and candor to adopt 
the substitute and strike out these two lines. 

Mr. MILLS. Now let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I had supposed—perhaps they intend to do so yet—I 
had supposed that some gentleman representing some of the mining in- 
terests of Missouri would have spoken in favor of the amendment just 
submitted, because it not only concerns the Territories of the West, but 
some of our great interior States. In Missouri andthe State of Kansas 
much lead is mined, and the amendment is not only important to the 
region spoken of by the gentleman from Idaho, but to theStates I have 
named. InSouthwest Missouri and in Southeast Kansas some 30,000, - 
000 pounds of lead are mined annually, of the aggregate value of $800, - 
000, giving employment to thousands of men. 

This, it may be suggested upon the other side, is a raw material, and 
hence should be put upon the free-list, or else the duty now imposed 
upon it should be greatly reduced. 

As raw material what is its value? As found in the ground it is 
comparatively worthless. It only becomes valuable after labor is ex- 
pended upon it and it isdug from the bowels of theearth. When dug 
from the ground itrepresents labor, and the honest, industrious toil en- 
gaged in mining it should commend it to the thoughtful consideration 
of this House, and by our votes, it seems to me, we should do what we 
can to protect it. 

As was suggested by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Duxnors], under 
the rulings of the Department lead is admitted to-day free of duty all 
along the Mexican border, and also all along the Canadian line. Where 
there is silver or gold found in the ore of predominating value the ore 
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is admitted free of duty notwithstanding the great quantity of lead in |! 
This is because gold and silver are upon the free-list, and | ““y; 


the ores. 
under the constraction given by the Treasury Department to the ex- 
isting law the ore is admitted as gold or silver ore and no duty is col- 
lected upon the lead it contains, 
competition with tree lead ore. 
Let us look a littie further. 
ported into this country 85,897,720 pounds of lead. 
was worth $6.30 per hundred pounds. Last year there were imported 
only 12,016,694 pounds of dutiable lead. Why? Because lead was 
of less value than in 1870. Lead was then worth only $4.50 per hun- 
dred pounds. Hence there was notas much imported as in 1570. But 
take the tariff off of lead or reduce it so that it can be profitably im- 
ported, and we will again find the figures that we found in 1570 repre- 
senting the importations. Is there, as has been suggested, any excuse 
for this? 
House or to its judgment? As has been suggested, it must be appar- 
ent to every intelligent man that the reduction of the import duty re- 
sults in increased imports. Reducing the import duty does not reduce 
the surplus realized from this metal, but instead of that would add to 
the surplus now accumulating inthe Treasury. It will necessarily add 
to the imports, as is shown by the imports of 1570 and other years that 
I could name. 


Now, if gentlemen are sincere in wanting to reduce this revenue, | 


this surplus in the Treasury of which they complain, why is it that 
by their proposed legislation they strive to increase imports and thus 
increase the amount received upon the importations? That must be 
the effect of this proposed legislation. No gentleman upon the other 
side of the House who has given this subject thoughtful consideration 
can deny the proposition I make. 

For the reasons suggested by the gentleman from Idaho, as well as 
for the reasons I have hastily given, I hope the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Idaho can be accepted, as it should be. Why 
should we permit the lead that is mined by the peons and by the cheap 
labor of Mexico to be introduced into our country free of duty under 
this construction given to the law by the Treasury Department? Let 
us exclude it or make it pay the duty that it would pay if brought 
through the port of New York as lead ore. Let us retain the duty as 
as it is now, and correct this unfortunate construction, because no one 
can say that the miners engaged in mining lead get better compensa- 
tion or realize more from their labor than they should realize. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two minutes | 


more, 
Mr. MILLS. Letus have avote. There has been no debate on 
this side. All the time has been taken on the other side. The gen- 


tleman can extend his remarks in the REcoRD if he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I renew it. I want to ask a ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Idaho. PerhapsI did not understand him. 
I understood his amendment to be so framed as to prevent the free im- 
portation of lead in a particular combination with precious metals. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes, sir; but also to retain the present duty on 
lead. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to ask him also whether in all the mining 
States and Territories a very large proportion of the silver ore is not 
what is called galena ore, containing a large proportion of lead ? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Thatisa fact. Thereis in my Territory an average 
of 70 per cent. of lead. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it not a fact, as has been repeatedly stated, that 
the price of lead has determined the question whether a silver mine 
could be run or could not be run? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Absolutely. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatavas what I was about to suggest if I had been 
given two minutes more. 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. Many mines in Colorado, Idaho, and elsewhere, 
are to-day worked for gold and silver because the lead realized from the 
mines pays the operating expenses or nearly so. Iftheduty onlead is 
stricken off, so that lead ceases to be valuable, those mines can not be 
worked, the laborers will be thrown out of employment,and the capital 
invested will be entirely lost, and the yield of silver greatly lessened, 
and thus great harm wrought tothe country. I have heresome reports 
from superintendents of mines in the West which I will have incorpor- 
ated as part of my remarks, and printed inthe Recorp. In the name 
of the miners of the West, I ask this House to stand by American labor 
and American interests, and to vote for the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Dusois]. 

The reports are as follows: 

REMARKS FROM SUPERINTENDENTS OF THE PRINCIPAL MINES OF UTAH WITH 


REFERENCE TO THE EFFECT A REDUCTION OF THE TARIFF WOULD HAVE UPON 
THE MINING INDUSTRY. 


R. OC, Chambers, a tentens of the Ontario mine, Park City, Utah: 
“If Congress should admit raw materials free of duty, or remove, or mate- 
rially reduce the present rariif on foreign lead, the effect upon the mine above 


and thus our lead-miners are put in | 
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Atthat time lead | 
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John J. Daly, su rintendent of the 
If Congress should remove the pre - 
duce the profits as to be totally insafti 
\. Hanauer, manager Lead mine 
“The removal or material reduction of present tariff on lead would shut 
+} 


down tt sand stop the concent ny works.’ 
W. F. James, superintendent Maxtield n i 
\ reduction of the tariff on lead would, in my oy 
until such time as the wages of employ(s were 
other operating expenses in the same proportion 
mine, $99,263 were paid for labor,a aa 


:wood Cafion 
iion, compel us to close 
reduced one-half, and the 
Of $165.58 taken from the 
nad $21,077 for freichts, ete.” 


ne, Big Cott 


L. U. Colbath,’ superintendent City of Rocks mi: Little Cottonwood Ca “4 
Utah: 

“If Congress should admit lead free, it would close our mine.” 

Charlies E. Mitchener, manager Honorine mine, Tooele County, Utah 

‘fo remove the present tariff on lead would close our mine and mill 

Alex. Niedringhaus, superintendent Calumet and Muscatine and Silver King 
mines, Tooele County, Utah: 

* The value of the lead in our ores nearly equals that of the silver and gu 
The profits are inthe lead. If the tariff be reduced, the mine will be « i i 


to lic idle unless wages and freights are greatly reduced.” 
harles W. Watson, superintendent of the Nast mine, Bingham Cafion, Utah 
rhe removal of the present tariff on lead would stop production. 
C. Lavajnino, superintendent Old Telegraph mine, Bing! 
* 4 reduction of the lead tariff would indefinitely suspend operations.”’ 
J. Q. Packard, superintendent Eureka mine, Tintic, Utah: 
“In my opinion the reduction of the tariff, especially upon kk 
disastrous to the mining industry.” 


im Caflien, Utal 


ul, would be 


Edward P. Ferry, vice-president and manager Anchor Mining Company 
“My judgment is clear that the reduction of the tariffon lead would be dis- 
| astrous to the mining interests of the United States and of incaleuable injury to 
that branch of industry.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. What is the amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The question was put, and the Chair was in doubt as to the r 

Mr. PERKINS.  L ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I offer the amendment which 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 289 the following: 

* Provided that the combination of lead with silver in ores shall not exempt 
the lead therein from the duty.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point that that is the amendment 
that we have just voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noitisnotthesame amendment, The amend- 
ment voted upon was a motion to strike out these lines. This is an 
amendment proposing to add to the paragraph the words just read by 
the Clerk. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
ment. 


Mr. WARNER. 


no objection, the formal amendment 


ult. 


ayes 62, noes 62. 


I send to 


I would like to hear an explanation of that amend- 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. If this amendment should be voted down, a sepa- 
rate motion to strike out these two lines would be inorder, I suppose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the present law fixes a 
duty of 14 cents per pound on lead ores, and 2 cents per pound on pi- 


lead. This bill reduces the duty on ores from 14 cents to three-quar- 
ters of 1 cent, and on pig-lead from 2 cents to 1} cents per pound. There 
aresix orseven smeiting establishments in thedistrict represent. They 


are important establishments, and a large capital is required to operate 
them. They buy and smelt a great many tons of lead ore—just how 
many I am not prepared to say. WhatI seek to do by the amendment 
I propose is to correct an inequality which exists under the present 
law, and which would exist under this bill if it should pass in its pres- 
ent form. 

I ask no advantage over anybody in this country engaged in smelt- 
ing, or engaged in anything else; I ask no advantaze over anybody on 
the globe; but I do insist that the people | represent, and the people 
of my State, who are largely interested in these enterprises shall be 
put upon terms of absolute equality under the law with the constitu- 
ents of every other gentleman upon this floor. I shall protest, as it is 
my right and duty to do, against the continuance of an inequality in 
the law which gives an advantage to enterprises in one section of the 
country over similar enterprises in another. Now, the fact is, that 
these smelting establishments in Missouri are buying and redacing 
lead ores which are covered and protected by a dnty. At present the 
duty is 1} cents per pound,and if this bill shall becomea law the duty 
would be three-quarters of 1 cent per pound. All I ask is thatsimilar 
establishments situated any whereelse within the limits of this country 
shall be put upon terms of absolute equality with us, and not be given 
an undue advantage by the letter of the law, or by a departmental con- 
struction of the law. There is now coming into the United States, im- 
ported from Mexico, a large quantity of lead ores. [I read from the 
Engineering and Mining Journal on this subject: 


Our correspondent calls attention on another page to the large imports of 
Mexican lead, which come in free of duty as silver ore and are smelted in this 
country. While this unquestionably benefits the smelters who can compete 
for this ore, who are so situated as to take advantage of it, it will presently af- 
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fect the market for the products of our own mines by adding to our supplies of 
the metal. 

The writer estimates the amount of lead that has come into the 
United States in this way during the past year at over 10,000 tons, and 
there are other estimates putting the amount at from ten to fifteen 
thousand tons. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is 15,000, according to the official figures. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. This lead ore is brought in across the Rio 
Grande, associated and combined with a low grade of silver ore, and, 
under the construction of the law by the Treasury Department, if the 
preponderance of value in the combination is with the precious metal 
the whole mass is admitted free as silver ore. If the preponderance of 
value is with the base metal, then the whole mass is subject to duty. 
But we all understand that it takes very little silver to exceed in value 
a great deal of Jead, and hence a great deal of lead can be brought in 
tree under the cover of very little silver. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. STONE, of Missouri, was permitted to 
continue his remarks for five minutes longer. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. ‘These low-grade silver ores are beiag 
brought in from Mexico in large quantities. ‘They contain a large 
amount of lead mixed with them, and, in fact, the ores are really pur- 
chased and imported for the lead they contain. Now, how does that 
work? 

Mr. REED. Does it not work for the benefit of the consumer ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes; Isupposeit does. I presume it does 
work for the benefit of the consumer. I am not discussing that view 
of the case. Lead ores are not put upon the free-list, but unless the 
present law is amended it would be more logical to do so. 

Mr. REED. Which are you for? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 1am not discussing that view of the case. 

Mr. REED. Evidently not. 

Iam in favor of reducing the burdens of taxation. I am for the 
Mills bill, but Iam also in favor of equality and fair play. I think 
here is a defect that ought to be cured. The proposition I make is that 
the smelting establishments in my State shallbe put upon terms ot 
equality with the smelting establishments elsewhere. That is what I 
am asking for. 

Now, how does it operate? The present duty is 15 cents per pound, 
or $30 per ton, upon lead ore. The smelting establishments in Mis- 
souri, Kansas, and Illinois are purchasing ores covered by that duty 
of $30 per ton. Under the construction of the law made by the Treas- 
ury Department; by which these low-grade ores from Mexico are ad- 
mitted free of duty, a large number of smelting works have been built 
up along the Rio Grande River at various points in Texas for the pur- 
pose of utilizing these Mexican ores; and they are doing it. They are 
enabled to use these ores brought in free of duty, whilst the smelters 
in my district must purchase ores which are covered by the duty; they 
ean not buy those ores which pay no duty, because of the difference in 
the cost of transportation. 

Mr. BLAND. If my colleague will allow me—— 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. My time is too limited to permit me to 
yield. Iam not seeking a controversy with anybody. Iam simply 
contending for what I believe to be right. 

Mr. BLAND. isimply wanted to call attention to the fact that these 
ores come from Mexico to Missouri, and are manufactured there, so that 
Missouri suffers no disadvantage. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I very much doubt the correctness of the 
statement of my colleague. I am not aware that a pound of these 
Mexican ores goes to Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. In St. Louis there are large reduction works where 
both the silver and the lead coming from Mexico are reduced. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The provision which I offer, to come inat 
this part of the bill, will simply have the effect of placing a duty upon 
leads of the character I have mentioned. I can see no reason why lead 
ores lwhich are not combined with other ores should pay a duty when 
imported, whilst lead ores mixed with silver should come in without 
paying a duty. Importa mass of ore, 51 per cent. of which in value is 
silver and 49 per cent. lead, and the whole is admitted free. When this 
ore is sold ip any market it is sold with reference to the relative value of 
every mineral init; it has a lead value and a silver value, and it is pur- 
chased as much for the lead as for the silver. On the same train 
with such ores as I have described there may be a car-load of ore in 
which the relative value of the two metals is reversed. There may 
be acar-load where 49 per cent. is silver and 51 per cent. is lead, and 
another car where 49 per cent. is lead and 51 per cent. is silver. In 
the one instance a duty is paid; in the other itis not. I can see no 
reason for anything of that sort. Besides, it is absolutely a fraud upon 
the revenue. Somewhere between ten thousand and fifteen thousand 
tons of these ores were imported last year. At $30 a ton the duty col- 
lected on those ores should have been $300,000 to $450,000. I think 
that the provision I have submitted ought to be adopted as a matter 
of simple justice to all sections of the country, and as a protection 
against fraud upon the revenue. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the proposition 
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involved in the pending amendment is to impose more tax than is now 
levied upon a raw material; for if anything be raw material, lead ore 
confessedly is. It may be well for us to consider the origin of this tax, 
as well as the need of it, when we are determining the merits of the 
pending proposition. The existing tax on lead ore was Jaid in 1861. 
‘There was no tax in 1846; there was no tax in 1857; there was no tax 
in the Morrill bill of 1861; but in a subsequent tax bill of that year— 
a bill which was introduced into this House as a ‘‘ temporary increase’’ 
of the tariff, and which was confessedly and professedly at that time in 
excess of all the needs of protection; in that bill, which in its very title 
stated its purpose to lay only temporary taxation, this tax on lead ore 
was imposed. It was not needed for the protection or the production 
of lead ore in this country, for this was then an old industry; and it is 
not needed now. If the Democratic party be justly subject to any crit- 
icism in regard to lead ore it is that they have not put it upon the free- 
list, the existing tax upon it being, as I stated, a war tax and a tem- 
porary measure; and now, after nearly thirty years, the tax is still con- 
tinued in part. 

Our imports of lead ore and dross in the last fiscal year—I mean the 
dutiable part—were less than $1,500, a mere incident in the trade. 
Our exports of lead and manufactures of lead were nearly three-quar- 
ters of a million dollars. It is perfectly obvious that we do not need 
any tax on this article. It is perfectly obvious that the only effect a 
tax can have is to put prices up beyond what is proper with reference 
to consumption, thus limiting the consumption of the product in this 
country, and thus lowering wages. We sent over $44,000 worth of lead 
and the manufactures of lead to England alone, and there is no item 
in the whole tax-list which in reality is better fitted for the free-list 
than lead ore. 

Gentlemen talk now of the slave or peon labor system of Mexico com- 
peting against the free labor of America. Mr. Chairman, it is late for 
anybody in this century, and especially in free America in this century, 
to contend that slave, peon, or any form of degraded or oppressed labor 
can compete economically and successfully with free labor anywhere. 
Is there a gentleman from Missouri or from any Southern State who 
does not know that we are more prosperous under free labor than we 
were with the same laborers when they worked for us for nothing but 
their victualsand clothes? You may call it paradoxical, if you please; 
but in the economy of God there is profit all around in liberty, and 
He conspires on the side of freedom. 

If freedom were not profitable slavery would never have ceased in this 
or in any othercountry. Yetgentlemensay, protect our freemen from 
slaves, from peons, and from paupers. But, sir, by proofs we have of 
the North compared with the South under the two systems of free 
labor upon the one hand and of even slave labor upon the other, by all 
the proofs we have of the prosperity of the South in excess of what she 
enjoyed under a system of even worse than peon or pauper labor—by 
all these proofs, backed by the statistical facts I have adduced, I con- 
fidently affirm that we have nothing to fear, and that the proposed in- 
crease of this tax ought not to be adopted. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. REED. I would like to be heard. 

Mr. MILLS. I will then withdraw my motion. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not propose to differ 
with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Sancxtwaxcant in his state- 
ment of the superiority of free labor over slave labor, but I should 
think while he was enunciating that principle some other ideas prop- 
erly connected with it would have occurred to his mind, that he would 
have remembered that he and his section battled as strenuously for 
slave labor and the products of it as he now stands for foreign labor 
and the products of it. [Laughter and applause.] Having been con- 
spicuously convicted before the community and before himself of hav- 
ing entertained totally wrong ideas on that subject, I should think he 
would hesitate somewhat in this persistent imposing on the American 
nation of mistaken ideas which were correlative to those ideas which 
he has just condemned. 

Now it is perfectly apparent there ought to be some system running 
through the legislation on this question, that they ought to take plain 
ground on the one side or the other, or else plainly admit they are pro- 
ceeding one step at a time in the direction of free trade. [Applause.] 

If all these arguments about our duty to the consumer are true, then 
the argument which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] has ad- 
dressed to his side of the House naturally falls upon deaf ears, and 
rightly, too, because if they can smuggle in one-half of the lead ore 
which is used in this country free of duty under Treasury decision or 
under the decision of his party in the House, they have accomplished 
one-half of their purpose. If they can not enjoy entire free trade they 
are going to get partial free trade and bide their time. 

I hope the gentlemen on the other side will in the remainder of the 
bill adopt some plain principle in regard to it, and if these things are 
burdens on the people—if they are really tariff taxes, as they are so 
anxious to have us understand—they will make us all as free of them 
as they can and declare the —— they entertain to make us free as 
to the rest. [Laughter and applause. ] 
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I hope they may make some declaration so plain here on the floor of 
the House they will not be able to go over to New York and proclaim | 
the contrary. [Laughter and applause. ] 

And I hope the chairman of the committee, when he was last in New 
York, plainly stated his views on the subject, and did not disguise | 
them. He has been reaping in certain Democratic papers a great deal | 
of praise for his manly boldness in resisting his constituents on the 
subject of wool, and I hope he was not afraid before strangers to declare 
what he believes to be the whole counsel of the Lord. [Laughter. ] 
Or if he did falter, overcome by a strange climate, I hope that on com- 
ing back here and touching his native earth again he may have got | 
strength enough to get up in his place now and frankly say what his | 
position is. [Laughter and applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, I will always have the courage | 
to stand by my own convictions and be true to my own sentiments, | 
and that when I believe a thing to be true I will not cowardly run | 
away from it whenever the enemy delivers his first shot. [Applause. ] | 

The gentleman has talked of what I said over at New York. I have | 
said at New York what I have said to the people of my State. I hope | 





my friends on the other side will have the same courage to stand by 
the whisky platform they made at the Chicago convention. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] I see some little intimation that the bill the gen- 
tlemen are preparing socautiously and have been so carefully nursing 
for several weeks is to make a flank movement on that whisky plat- 
form—l[laughter and applause]—that it is going to stop with alcohol 
in the arts and make the balance of the reduction by a cut on sugar of 
50 per cent. [Laughter. ] 

I speak of that provision in their platform which declared that they | 
intended to repeal the last particle of the internal-revenue taxes be- | 
fore they would reduce the taxation which afforded protection to any 
one article of domestic manufacture. Here is one of the favored ar- 
ticles which they have been standing by for years; and when it comes 
to the time that the Democratic battalions are getting on the march, 
and delivering their shots in the face of their advancing regiments they 
turn quickly about and say that they did not mean exactly so much | 
whisky as they thought they did, but that they meant to take some 
sugar in it, and a good deal of sugar at that. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

They say if we are to sacrifice some of our products, we are going to | 
sacrifice, not Carnegie’s steel-rails, but we are going to take some of | 
that little product of American labor down in Louisiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, they want some courage on that side of the House, as well as on | 
this side. Yes, sir; I said I would make wool free, and it is my inten- 
tion to stand by my word; and this lead ought to be free also. Iam 








not afraid of what the people of the country will do in connection with 
this matter. My people in State convention have indorsed me, and my 
constituents will send me back here again on that very platform. [ Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

Tam notafraid to stand by some of my Democratic friendsin Tammany 
Hall, as I would stand by the Democrats on the prairies of Texas. It 
is as good in one place for a Democrat to stand on as in the other; and 
it will be @ good enough platform to lay your side out in November, if 
you have the courage to stand by your whisky platform. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I am disappointed in the speech of the 
gentleman from Texas. [Laughter on the Democraticside. ] Ihad really 
expected, after the challenge I made him, that he would not have con- 
tented himself with simply commenting upon the Republican plat- | 
form, or comparing it with the Democratic platform, or at least, if he 
had done so, that he would have repeated the Republican platform 
aright, if he did not have the courage to repeat the Democratic one 
— I supposed he would have made some such declaration as 
this: 

God grant that the day may soon come when American ships, freighted with 


American commerce, shall again go to sea under the shield and protection of 
our own flag. 


He meant the American flag then. [Laughter. ] 
But if that day is to come it must be preceded bya reversal of the policy of com- 
mercial restriction. We must remove both by Legislation and diplomacy— 
Not merely the House of Representatives, but by the American min- 
ister to England also— 


every hindering cause that porente the free exchange of the products of our 
labor in all the markets of the world. 


We must unfetter every arm and let every muscle strike for the highest re- 
muneration for its toil. 


Mr. ROGERS. Thatis sound. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 
The gentleman ought to read it every day. 
Mr. REED: 


We must let wealth, the creation of labor, grow up in all the homes of our 
people. Then every industry will spring forward at a bound, and wealth, pros- 
pe y. are will bless the land that is dedicated to free men, free labor, 
and free e. [Loud applause.] 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now hear the ao on the Democratic side. I am glad to hear 
that [renewed laughter and applause on the Democratic side], because 
it shows that they recognize the courage which their leader had four 
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years ago, and which he seems to be deprived of to-day. That was the 
speech I expected him to make. Instead of that, however, he treats 
us to declarations of how brave he is, and then shows how brave he is 
not. [Lauglkter on the Republican side.] Why should he not have 
stood up here to-day and reiterated the sentiments which awakened so 
much applause on his side of the House on that occasion? Why, it is 
because of his recent visit to New York. I do not know what he said 
there, but if Ican judge by what other Democratic patriots are now 


| busy saying to the country he went there for the purpose of denying 
| that he is a free-trader. He went over there for the purpose of assur- 


ing the Democracy of that region that they need not be troubled with 
any idea of free trade from him. 

Is it not strange what effect climate has upon gentlemen's courage 
and upon their terms of expression? Under the sweltering sun of New 
York, surrounded by importers, he recollected that he was in the larg- 
est manufacturing city of the United States; not a word of this boid, 
brave talk with which he says he always treats people was heard on 
that occasion, I venture to say. And whenI challenge him here to re- 
peat it he does not seem to have exhibited that alacrity which would 
correspond to the proclamation of courage he has been kind enough to 
make. He therefore imposes upon me the duty of repeating the cour- 
age which he exhibited in the long-gone days of four years ago. 

Mr. MILLS. I will give my friend the last word. Let us havea 
vote upon this proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. One moment. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. I insist upona vote. That is my speech. I suppose 
the gentleman wants to put in the rest. 

Mr. REED. We had better have the whole of it, so that there will 
be no misunderstanding. I think it will come in well on whisky and 
sugar. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think, with the gentleman from Maine, that it is 
high time the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, as the 
leader of the Democratic majority, should plant himself and his party 
on the real ground they occupy. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] a few years ago so clearly outlined the policy of his party, and 
so clearly foreshadowed the bill that he now champions, that I desire 
to read a few words from a speech delivered by him in this House, 
showing that itis the purpose of the Democratic party to land this 
country ultimately upon free trade. The gentleman said: 

The committee could have imposed duties at 20 per cent., as a general rule, 
making a few exceptions above that standard and many below, and raised one 
bundred millions instead of one hundred and forty-one. The next year the 
same duties would bring one hundred and twenty millions, because the imports 
would be largely increased by the low duties. 

Just what we have charged will be the effect of this bill if it should 
become a law. 

Our policy should be to take the smallest amount of taxes that we can by 
customs— 

Now mark this language— 
and we should gradually decrease the amount until our customs taxes come 
alone from non-competing articles entering our custom-houses. 

There is the distinct declaration of free trade. First, by lowering 
the duties you will increase the importations, and year after year as 
the importations increase and the revenues grow, the policy is to strike 
the duties still lower, until, what? Until the time comes when there 
shall be no duty levied upon any article that comes in competition with 
an American product. That is the declaration of the gentleman from 
Texas, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. Itis upon 
that theory that this bill is framed, and the gentleman himself has 
confessed that the practical effect of the measure will be, first, to stimu- 
late importations, increase the revenue, and drive the country to free 
trade. 

Mr. REED. The definition shows the gentleman knew what free 
trade was when he saw it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Another thing. Speaking of whisky and tobacco, to which the gen- 
tleman has alluded to-day, falsely charging that the Republican party 
has committed itself to the doctrine of free whisky, the gentleman had 
something to say. It was this: 

We now have over a hundred millions from whisky and tobacco and other in- 
ternal taxes, but they are on the same principle as the tariff taxes on consump- 
tion, and fall on the poor, and should be largely decreased. 

[Applause on the Republican side. } 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I want to yield two minutes tothe gentleman to per- 
mit him to continue that reading a little further. 

Mr. BURROWS. That covers all you said on this point. 

Mr. MILLS. No; there are a few sentences following. 

Mr. BURROWS. The balance is in the same line. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARNER and Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to offer an amendment, but I will yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was called from the city on Tuesday by a case of 
extreme illness in my family, and had no idea that the iron schedule 
would be passed so quickly. I hastened back as soon as I could, 
and desire either now or at some time when more agreeable to the 
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committee in the course of the debate to make a statement in con- 
nection with one point in this schedule which I alone, as an indifferent 
witness, am able to make. Ishall not call for a vote nor attempt to 
proveke one. 1 ask not over ten minutes at the most. , 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’sdesk the speech 
delivered by my colleague from the Erie district, Mr. WILLIAM L. 
Scort, in this House on the 10th of May last, and ask that the Clerk 
read the marked passage. I hope that my colleague is in the House. 

Mr. MILLS. Thegentleman from Erie [Mr. Scorr] is not present. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘Then I shall be obliged to avail myself of the leave 
given me, and proceed in his absence. If I make a misstatement he 
can correct it when he returns. The Clerk will please read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


One of the members of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, Limited, admitted to 
me within the past month, within 200 feet of where I now stand, that a state- 
ment, made by myself in the fall of 1886, was correct, namely, that he drew out 
of the company as dividends in one year the sum of $1,500,000, the equivalent 
of $5,000 per day for three hundred days in the year, and this was but one mem- 
ber of the firm, with no statement of profits undivided. Nointelligent business 
man will put the profits of this company at less than $5,000,000 in prosperous 
years, and we will allow them to employ 7,500 wage-workers, 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I came to Washington a day earlier 
than I otherwise would have done in order to contradict that state- 
ment, and hoping to get here before the question of the rate of duty on 
rails should be reached. ‘The statement is not only not in accordance 
with the facts as they occurred in my presence and hearing, but abso- 
intely falsifies them. 

The truth is, the object of the interview was to contradict the very 
statements that my colleague renewed in the paragraph of his specch 
which I have caused to be read, though there was no allegation on his 
part in the course of the interview that they were not as false as Mr. 

tarnegie assured him they were. Thus my colleague represents Mr. 
Carnegie as affirming what he expressly denied, and todeny which, he, 
as I have already stated, sought the interview. Iwas the only official 
person presentattheinterview. Itoccurredinthis way: Mr. Carnegie, 
with Hon. David Dudley Field and Mr. Charles A. Peabody, represent- 
ing a committee appointed by the mayor of the city of New York, ap- 
peared before a subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Affairs on the 10th day of February last. 

These gentlemen came here in the morning and left for New York in 
the afternoon. Meanwhile Mr. Carnegie had an appointment with me 
in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means. Observing that 
Mr. Scortr and hedid not recognize each other, I said to Mr. Carnegie, 
sotto voce, ‘‘ There is Mr. WIrLLLaM L. Scorrt.’’ ‘‘ Indeed,’”’ said Mr. 
Carnegie; ‘‘introduce me to him, will you, that I may briefly correct 
some of his misrepresentations.’’ I hastened to introduce them, and 
alter the formal salutations consequent upon presentation, Mr. Carnegie 
said to Mr. Scorr, ‘* You made an address on such anoccasion in which 
you did me the injustice to say that I was a Scotchman who refused 
American citizenship, My father brought me to this country when I 
was but a young child. He was naturalized as soon as he could be, 
and, the child following the citizenship of the father, I was naturalized 
by his act, and have ever since [came to manhood religiously exercised 
my political rights.”’ 

Mr, Scorr having expressed regret that he should have misrepre- 
sented the facts, Mr. Carnegie proceeded tosay, ‘‘And you represented 
me as having taken profits from our rail-mills to the amount of a mill- 
ion and a half dollars in a single year. I have never received any such 
profit as that from my investments in rail-mills. Most of my money 
has been made by fortunateinvestments. Our rail business, including 
that of all the concerns in which I am interested, has never yielded a 
million and a half of profits in a year.’’ Mr. Carnegie then spoke of 
other sources of income, and added: ‘‘ We make a great variety of 
work; we own our own ore mines and coal beds, but we have never de- 
rived in any year a profit of a million and a half from all our concerns 
together.’’ He then proceeded to say, as if contrasting his conduct 
with that of a man who manages more miles of railroad than any other 
American citizen ever had done, and publishes himself as having been 

largely interested in the manufacture of iron and the mining of coal, 
but of whose liberal gifts he had not heard, ‘‘ Youshould have remem- 
bered when thus exaggerating my profits to state that I gave in one 
year for the benefit of the peopleof Pittsburgh, the city in which I grew 
up, half a million dollars, and to its little sister of Allegheny nearly 
$300,000; and I reiterate the assertion that our concerns never made a 
million and a half on rails in any year, and that if we had done so it 
would have been less than 7 per cent. on the capital invested by the 
firms of which I am a member.’ 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to offer an amendment to line 288. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ three-fourths of 1 cent per pound,” in lines 288and 289, and insert 
in lieu thereof “one and a half cents per pound.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment, if 
adopted, would be to leave the present duty upon this article. Iam 
not here, sir, to say that lead is entitled to protection over and above 
all other articles, but I am here to say a word for this lead industry, 
because it is one of the important industries of my State and of the 
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Western Territories, and because, also, I was somewhat at a loss to un- 
derstand, when my colleague from Missouri [Mr. STONE] was making 
his able argument upon this question a while ago, whether or not he 
tended to free trade or to protection. I recognize fully the great in- 
justice done to the lead miners of Missouri and of the Territories by the 
unjust ruling of the Treasury Department. 

But, sir, I think it will not remedy that injustice, but will only im- 
pose additional burdens upon them, burdens too grievous to be borne, 
should the proposition contained in this bill be carried out, striking 
off one-half of the existing duty upon lead ore. It is a fact well known 
to every man who is familiar with lead mines—and I happen to have 
been reared in their midst, in the State of Wisconsin; it is, I say, a fact 
well known to every man familiar with the lead-mining business that 
there are no men anywhere who work harder than these miners; there 
are no men who earn every cent they receive better than do those men 
who go down into the bowels of the earth and bring up the lead ore to 
the surface and to the market. And taking the position cited by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], as taken by the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means only a few 
years since, namely, that to decrease the duty is to increase the impor- 
tation, this change simply means that while this purports to be a bill 
to reduce the surplus, it is, in fact, in this respect, a bill to increase 
the revenue. Upon the articles mentioned the duties collected in the 
last year for which we have figures amounted to only $12,000. 

The estimate given by the Committee on Ways and Means of the ef- 
fect of the passage of this part of their bill is that if it becomes law it 
will decrease the revenue by the almost infinitesimal amount of $6,000; 
and I submit to every gentleman upon the other sideof the House that 
should they reduce this duty three-fourths of a cent per pound they 
will throw down the barrier now set upagainst the importation of Span- 
ish lead into this country; they will break down a great leading in- 
dustry of Missouri; they will cripple the mines of Missouri and Kansas; 
they will close many of the silver mines of New Mexico and of the 
other Territories, and they will do all this for what purpose? Simply 
for the purpose of giving free entrance to a foreign material. Now, let 
me say to my Democratic friends from Missouri that I stand here as 
the distinguished Senator from their State stood in 1884, when he said 
that he was not here to help Massachusetts, Connecticut, or Pennsyl- 
vania, but that there was an infant industry in his State—the lead in- 
dustry and zinc industry—and that if in the line of a tariff for revenue 
he could protect those interests he proposed to do so. 

In the district represented by my colleague [Mr. Sronr] there are 
cities whose prosperity, whose existence almost, depends upon this in- 
dustry. Strikeitdown and youstrike them down. Not one pound of 
this article is produced in my district; but, sir, the prosperity of every 
other district in that great State is inseparably interwoven with the 
prosperity of the great commercial city which I in part represent upon 
this floor, and our people simply demand fair treatment. Why strike 
down this industry when, even by your own figures, you save only 
$6,000? Why do it? Let me say further, that if you close the lead 
mines of the West and admit your foreign ore free of duty you will 
transfer the lead-pipe manufacture, the sheet-lead manufacture, the 
white-lead manufacture, the shot manufacture, all from the Mississippi 
Valley to the Atlantic seaboard, and I do trust that gentlemen repre- 
senting this Western country willstand up here for its interests. While 
other industries are being protected why should we not stand up for 
the laboring man of Southwestern Missouri? Why should we not de- 
mand that the laborer there shall be protected, and that his industry 
shall not be stricken down ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gentle- 
man to complete his remarks. 

Mr. WARNER. Ido not care to take further time of the committee, 
but I wish to have read for the information of members a letter ad- 
dressed to me in regard to this lead industry. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be printed in the Rrcorp, and let us go on. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, Mr. Chairman, my objection to that is that 
Iam simple enough, coming as I do from a rural community, to be- 
lieve that evidence will change even the prejudices of some members of 
this body, and I wish to have the letter read for the sake of the infor- 
mation it conveys, and not merely for the purpose of getting it into the 
RECORD. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Kansas Ciry, Mo., February 4, 1888. 


DEAR Sim: I sent you by mail yesterday a chart showing the price of pig-lead 
in England for the last century, and also prices for American pig. The tariff on 
lead, as you know, is 2 cents. : 

My observations during the time that I have been engaged in the lead busi- 
ness have convinced me that a ion is an absolute necessity. The price 
of pig-lead in the United States is not at the present time governed entirely by 
the E price, nor has that been the case, as a rule, since the United States 
prod about as much as our home consumption. Foreign lead, duty paid, 
can not as a rule be laid down in New York within } a cent per poun 
domestic its I have sent you show the lead im- 
ing the years 1884, 1885, 1886, and 1837, 
on of the total consum , and hence it is clear that 

price of pig- is at least influenced by the relation between demand and 
supply athome. You will also have noticed avery decided decline in the price 
of lead since 1877, which decline has been of course in proportion to the decline 
of the world's price of pig-lead. 
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So far as manufacturers are concerned who use lead, they will not be affected 
of course by any reduction in the present duty,and the sufferers will be th: 
men who dig the lead out ofthe ground, andI think I am stating the exact truth 
when I say that the Western States and Territories can not produce lead pretit 
ably at prices very much below those ruling at the present time. The only ad- 
vantage to be gained by a reduction in the tariff on lead, in my opinion, would 
be in removing the lead-manufacturing establishments, which at the present 
time are located almost entirely in the West, tothe East. Atthe present time 
the entire supply of lead consumed in the United States is produced in the State 
of Missouri and west of the Missouri River, and the manufacturers of the various 
products of lead, such as white lead, lead pipe, shot, etc., must buy their lead 
paying, forinstance, the St. Louis price plus freight to New York. The conse- 


quence is that the Western users of lead are enabled, after supplying at profita- | 


bie rates their home market, to dump their surplus goods in the East. A re 
duction of the tariff would probably change this in such a way as to give the 


Eastern users of lead the advantage which the Western users have now; thatis | 


to say, the imported foreign lead would fix the Eastern price an i the price in 
the West would probably be New York plus the freight to St. Louis. The larg- 
est lead users, i. e., manufacturers of white lead, lead pipe, and shot, are located 
at St. Louis, Cinciunati, and Chicago. 

The mining of lead gives employment toa great many people, and I wish to 
say in this connection thata very large percentage of or 
able on account of their contents of both lead and 
either the silver or the lead was to be made unprofitable the ores could not be 
mined, so that a reduction in the duty on 
more serious effect than merely a reduction in the production of lead ores. 

There is one more feature which I think it would be well to mention, and that 


3 mined are only profit- 





silver at the same time. 


is, that the Spanish lead mines, which are the most extensive in the world, can } &T 


be worked very cheaply on account of cheap labor and large bodies of ore, and 
in addition to this these mines are located so close to the coast that the cost of 
transportation to the United States would be atrifle as compared to the trans- 
portation charges which lead in our country pays from the Rocky Mountains 
to the Atlantic coast. This business of mining ores and carrying them has, 
within the last few years, assumed very large proportions, and is the basis of 
the prosperity of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Idaho, and any change in 
the tariff affecting this industry, it seems to me, should be avoided. 

Il ask that the matter of the linseed-oil trust, and what I have said with 1 
ence to the Collier White » considered ¢ 
dential. 

Yours, very truly, 











A. R. MEYER, Pre t 
Hon. WILLIAM WARN 
Vash ton, D. ¢ 


The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Missouri 

The question was 
seemed to have it. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
plause on the Republican side and laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. REED. Oh, do not delay the passage of the bill. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed 
Mr. WARNER to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and there were 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on the amendment of the gen 
[Mr. WARNER 


taken; and the Ch: 





tirman declared that the ayes 


67, noes 64. [ 2 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mirry 1 


LS and 


Als 
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—ayes 78, noes 81. 


Lead,in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks 
and old serap lead, fit only to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound. 
sheet, pipes, or shot, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out, in line 
words ‘‘one and one-quarter cent’’ and inserting ‘‘2 cents;’’ so 
to leave the duty on lead in pigs and bars, ete., as it now is—2 cents 
per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move toamend by striking out, in line 293, ‘‘ two 
and one-quarter’’ and inserting ‘‘three;’’ so as to make the duty on 
lead in sheets, pipes, or shot 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, and bars 
Lead in 


>t 90< 
aie 999 


tha 
Lic 





Zine, spelter, or tutenegue,in blocks or pigs, and old worn-out zine, fit only 


to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound; zinc, spelter, or tutepegue in sheets, 
2 cents per pound. 


Mr. WARNER. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 301 and 
302, the words ‘‘one and one-quarter’’ and inserting ‘‘one and one- 
half;’’ so as to make the duty 14 cents per pound on zinc, spelter, or 
tutenegue in blocks or pigs, etc. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not 
wish to enter into an argument on this question. I apprehend that 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means will accept this 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. The.reduction proposed in the bill makes so small 
adecrease in the revenue as hardly to be perceptible; indeed, it will virtu- 
ally make an increase; but according to the estimate of the committee 
there will be collected under the rate of duty proposed by them $92,- 
906.13, while at present the amount of annual revenueis $111,000. This 
is an industry which has just sprung up within the last ten or eleven 
years. It is now prospering. Men have expended fortunes in the pur- 
chase of machinery and mechanical appliances for the development of 
this industry. It does seem to me, therefore, that in common fairness 
the duty should not be reduced as here proposed. It is not in fact a 
reduction of the revenue; it is simply striking down an industry. It 
is perhaps unfortunate for my State that we are too reliable on one side 
politically. If Missouri were among the doubtful States her industries 
would not thus be trampled under foot in this House, presumably the 
house of her friends. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
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lead might possibly have a much | 


TT 
U 


RECORD—HO 


SE. 


ISK Lhe Chalirnm 














| asi i. i re tog ian of the Commit on Ways 

Means what is the object of the reduction here proposed. 

ir. MILLS. st a reduction of the surplus 

| Mr. PERKINS. Its uggested by the gentleman from 

|} Missouri [Mr. WARNE! only effect must be to encourage 

| ir portation. The revenu vnd existing law is $111,000 a 

| year. Che estimate of the committee is that if the duty proposed in 
this bill should be adopted the revenue would be $92,906. That esti- 

| mate does not take into consideration, however, the rease of impor- 
tations; that is ignored entirely int put i t, there- 

| fore, of making this reduction, it st : encourage 

| importation. 

| Inmy own State there are more than 9,000 tons of spelter manu 

factured each year. This is with us a ree Capital has 

| Zone into my State from the East and has constructed extensive zinc 

| works, in which many operatives are being employed at i 

| They are engaged in reducing this ore and manufactur Ss} 

In t vay employm: given to thousands of men. 

It is not even sugges » chairman of the Comm Way 

,an i Means that the present duty is too high, or that the m wcturet 

e making too much upen the capital invested, or that the laborer 

| are receiving too high wages, too much compensation for their toil. ‘Th 
only reason suggested for the reduction is that we may reduce the rev- 
enue. Inother words, the position of the chairmanof the C ttee on 


Ways and Means appears to be that this industry should 1 
































if by prestrating it the revenue can be reduced. That is the logic of 
the gentleman’s position, and against such a position I prot 
his bill should be entitled an ‘*An act to courage for 1 i 
portations and to pauperize American |: is no dk nd 
anywhere for the reduction proposed in t] f the bill, and 
| in the name of the new enterprises now | n St as well 
! asin the name of the old ones engaged in manulacturing spelter 
and in the name of the laboring men they give employ it to, Lask 
| that this reduction shall not occur. I withdraw the verbal amend- 
} ment and hope that the ndment of the gentleman } i 
[Mr. WARNER] will pre 
The question being taken on theamendment of Mr. ¥ 
rejected; there b aves 68, noes 7 
| Mr.WARNER. I move to amen ing after the word “‘t 
| 
| in line 303, the words ‘‘and one-ha oas to et 25 et 
| per pound on zinc, spelter, or tute n sl 
The amendment was rejected. 
| rr . “+7 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
| Needles for knitting and sey 2 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to amend the paragraph just read |} 
| . es y ’ ? ; . yt » st 
| striking out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and inserting ‘‘ thirty-tive »asto 
| ' , 
duty 35 per cent. ad valorem. I present to the committee the a1 
| ments of a well-known New England Democrat, who, so 1 3s I 
| concerned, will do all the talking for this amendment. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
} YY ASHI ~ 
| George H., Bleloch, of Springfield, Mass., well known as one of I tpr x 
{ inent Democrats in the State, has written a letterto Chairman MILLS, givingthat 
worthy some information on the subject of t tariff on needles, w h the com- 
mittee does not seem to have had in iis possession in preparing the tariff b 
He says: 
‘I beg leave to communicate some of the reasons why t! t sewing 
| machine needles should not be reduced from the present one of 35 per ce , 
} 20 per cent. ad valorem, as proposed in your bill, while it | es th i 
| el wire, the needle-makers’ raw material, at the present 
| Fifteen years ago the average wholesale price of machine needles was $4 
thousand and the retail price was from 10 cents to 1 itseach. To-day,t 
wholesale price of the same kind of needles, but gr ly improved in qua 
verages $10 a thousand,and the retail price is f l toScentseach. ‘1 
great reduction in the price of American-made machine needles h 
brought about by the invention and application of automatic machinery 
“4 finished machine needle, when ready for the market, represents i st 
| 80 per cent. in skilled labor and 20 per cent. in materials and supplies. 1 - 
| fair means, such as undervaluation, some hine needies are at the present 
time imported to this country from Gern y and England, and unless the 
present duty on machine needles is maintained, or ourraw materials are allowed 
to enter on a large reduction from present duties, Germanand English needic- 
makers will capture the American market and cripple American needle manu- 
facturers to such an extent that they will be compelled to retire from the fle!d. 
“ There are thirteen manufacturers of machine needles in the country, with 
about $800,000 invested capital, employing about 1,500 operatives, and the ear 
ings will not exceed 7 per cent. on the investment. A reduction of the duty to 
the extent proposed will be a serious blow to the manufacturer at 
who are engaged in the industry, and the duties realized from tio ) 





foreign machine needles, which will follow the reductix 
present congested condition of the Treasury by incre 





sing 
the users of machine needles wil! receive no benefit whatever in r 
retail prices;’’ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. I IUHAR, it 


was rejected, there being—ayes 53, noes 70. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


lL 
x 


Pen-knives, pocket-knives of all kinds, and razors, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike ont the lines just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pens, metallic, 35 per cent. ad valorem 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the line just read by striking out 
**35 per cent. ad valorem’’ and inserting ‘‘10 cents per gross.’?’ The 
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duty under the existing law is 12 cents per gross. The committee seem 
to think it necessary to make a reduction. I do not know why it is 
necessary, but I suppose a reduction will be insisted upon. If a re- 
duction is to be made, it is more scientific tariff reform to substitute a 
lower specific duty rather than resort to the vicious and infamous ad 
valorem system without the slightest necessity therefor. I find the 
committee has estimated that the existing duty of 12 cents per grossis 
equivalent to 43.1 per cent. The committee want a 35 percent. duty, 
which will be found to be about 9.8 cents per gross. The amendment 
which I have proposed accedes to the demand of the committee that 
there should be a reduction, but simply puts it in the form of a lower 
specific duty. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr, Chairman, the pending paragraph of this bill, 
if it should prevail, will simply destroy this industry. There are in 
the United States only three establishments making metallic pens, and 
there are not over a dozen such establish nents inthe world. Thecost 
of making these pens in Birmingham is only 8 cents per gross, that 
being the aggregate of the material and labor. 

It costs in the United States to make the same pen, by reason of the 
increased cost of labor, 20 cents a gross. By taking off the duty of 12 
cents a gross upon the foreign pen the foreign pen comes into this 
country on an exact level with the domestic product. If we take the 
duty off, of 12 cents a gross, the foreign producer of the pen can put the 
product in this market at so low a figure, as it costs 20 cents here to pro- 
duce it, as actually to destroy this industry. 

Then the proposed duty of 35 per cent. is a little over 2.8, making 
under this bill the cost of the pen to the foreigner in this market only 
10.8 cents, 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me suggest that the duty of 35 per cent. ad 
valorem, because of the inevitable undervaluations which occur, will 
be equal to a duty, say, of 7 or 8 cents per gross. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, but it is proposed to admit the foreign pen, 
which can be put in this market at 10 cents a gross, when it can not 
be produced in this country at less than 20 cents a gross, and are sold 
at 25 cents a gross, being a margin of 5 cents. Itsimply closes the in- 
dustry. 

I desire to have the Clerk read a communication I received from gen- 
tlemen familiar with this matter, and I hope the majority will listen 
to it, because it contains some information on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





CAMDEN, N. J., February 15, 1888. 

EsTeEEMED FRIEND: Replying to thy inquiry of the 10th instant, the manu- 
facture of metallic pens in this country was started in 1853, at which time there 
was no protective duty. This effort was unsuccessful. Between the years 1853 
and 1860 several attempts were made to establish this trade, but all were aban- 
doned, it being impossible to compete with the cheap labor of Europe, without 
a duty to equalize the difference in wages. 

The average price in 1860 to 1870, to the dealer, of pens known in the trade as 
“imprint pens,” that is, pens with stationer’s or dealer's names, as, for instance, 
“ Eaton and Lyon’s Owl Falcon,” or ‘*‘ Richmond, Backus & Co.’s Falcon,’’ was 
about 40 cents per gross; the price for same goods now would not average more 
than 25 cen's per gross, showing that through the instrumentality of American 
manufacturers the price has been reduced on an average at least 30 per cent. 

The wages paid our operatives here are from 100 to 150 per cent. higher than 
are paid for the same work in Birmingham, England, 

Labor constitutes fully three-fifths of the cost of producing the pens. 

1t is a noticeable fact that upon every occasion when the subject of reducing 
the duty on pens has arisen the demand forit has come not from consumers, but 
from foreign manufacturers represented 7 their agentsin this country. This 
is the whole secret of it, however presented, 

For some time previous to 1883 the duty on metallic pens was 23 per cent. ad 
valorem and 10 cents per gross specific. 

When the change was made in 1883 we urged that a specific duty should be 
retained, and it was fixed at 12 cents per gross specific,and the ad valorem por- 
tion removed, This change caused a reduction of duty of about 31 per cent. at 
that time. ' 

What we need and earnestly urge is that the duty shall be continued specific 
(for obvious reasons), and at the same rate, namely, 12 cents per gross. 

The pen trade is peculiar and may be classed under two heads es pene 
bearing the name of the manufacturer, and those having the imprint of the 
dealer stamped upon them. 

The cost of the average styles of pens does not vary more than about 10 cents per 
gross, while the selling price may differ 50 centsor more per gross. Thisis gov- 
erned by the degree ot popularity they may have attained through advertising 
or other means, Some foreign makersand their agents in this country have for 
years held the market of high-priced goods, and have succeeded in obtaining the 
trade of the schools through various means, at prices twice ashigh as the Amer- 
ican-made pens, of equal quality, could be supplied at, the manufacturers here 
in the mean time having to struggle along with the lower priced “ imprint” 
trade while making a name for their own stam 8. 

Now, the foreign interests having, as they think, the most profitable part of 
the trade of the country, they are endeavoring to get the duty removed, or re- 
duced, hoping then to carry off the “ imprint’’ trade, and thus destroy our in- 
dustry here, when they could control the market and obtain their own prices. 

The foreign interests argue that it is unfair to have a specific duty, so that 
‘low-priced "’ pens shall pay the same duty as “ high-priced.” 

This is a delusion, as shown by our statement as to the cost of the pens. We 
are quite satisfied to take all the risk of lack of proportionate duty on “ high- 

»riced ”’ pens. 
, There en several metallic pen manufacturers in this country, and, as we have 
shown, they have been instrumental in reducing the cost of pens to the con- 
sumer at least 30 per cent. And while we are inconspicuous, we are, neverthe- 
less, an important branch of American industry, and do not want that our pro- 
tection shall be regulated by those whose interests are entirely on the other 
side of the ocean, and the country can not afford to turn us over to their tender 
mercies. 
Very respectfully, 
EsTERBROOK STEEL PEN MANUFACTURING Co., 
ALEX. C. WOOD, Treasurer. 
Hon. J. C. Burrows, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C, 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 
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The question recurred on Mr. ADAMS'S amendment, and it was re- 
jected. 


Mr. BURROWS. I move to strike out the paragraph, and ask atten- 


tion to the following statement: 
STEEL PENS, 
In considering the question of the duty on steel pens particular attention is 
called to the fact that no demand for a reduction of duty on these goods comes 
from consumers, and if there is any such demand it emanates from the agents of 
foreign manufacturers, and also that the bulk of the business of both foreign 
and American manufacturers is with large jobbing houses; thus makers in 
either case have nothing to do with the prices paid by the consumer, Large 
users of pens have no difficulty in making purchases at a very low price, while 
parties who buy a dozen pens at a time must pay not only for the pens, but 
also for the time consumed in making the sale, as differently estimated by each 
retailer throughout the country. While the protection of 12 cents per gross is 
of the greatest importance to American manufacturers, its entire removal 
would probably make no difference whatever in the prices charged by the 
thousands of retailers who deal them out in 5 and 10 cent quantities. There 
are a few numbers of widely-advertised pens which, as the result of such no- 
toriety, command and must sell for a high price to cover the cost of such ad- 
vertising, but the great volume of business in pens is based upon the figures 
given in the accompanying statement. 
Steel-pen manufacturing is a ese 
r 


small industry in this country. 
Nine-tenths of the labor is performed by g¢ 


sand women. 

It is a light, pleasant employment, and while the total average wages of fe- 
males is $4.50 per week, many, expert in the business, earn much more, and the 
slower and less experienced ones earn correspondingly less. 

This statement is carefully compiled from the results of all the American 
makers, and they earnestly request that some method will be found of reducing 
the revenue in some other way than by insisting upon a reduction of 60 per cent. 
in the wages of industrious girls who are employed in this clean and healthful 
occupation, and that the duty on steel and metallic pens be continued at 12 cents 
per gross, specific. 

Respectfully, 
Tne EsTersrook STEEL PEN Company, Camden, N. J. 
MILLER BROS,, Meriden, Conn. 
TURNER & HARRISON, Philadelphia, Pa. 


The average cost of pens in Europe is 8 cents per gross, of which— 


Cents. 
per om... 





Nine-tenths of the Jabor is done by females at an average of $1.75 per week; 











one-tenth by maies at an average of $8 per week. 
The average cost of American pens is 20 cents per gross, of which— o 
ents. 
OG i on datiexasiniostvcycadeans tinkindmnahaeniaipiestersaaianeveeesiehintiedsial per gross... 15 
BGR IID B05 5.<dcencocessvenssre absvcovecnacnarares cqseosesaressneononsstconsecentdbiniest | 03 
RRB IONOE GOTIOUE oes ncccasencensecevssseressnnvisvonsaucnssotaneisvencssncasienens do... 2 
TR wisi cosecess Cares ionctiivvisesneninnabiti tancbiden esate tas eeerions eocees 20 
There are 500 persons employed by the three American steel-pen manufact- 
urers— 
450 of whom are females at an average of.... .per week... $4.50 
50 of whom are males at an average Of. .............00ccceessecesereneeeses ne 15. 00 


The average price at which the great bulk of pens is 
is 25 cents per gross. 

This allows the manufacturer a margin of 5cents a gross for advertising, sell- 
ing expenses, and profit. 
Present duty and effect of proposed change: 


sold to the jobbing trade 





Average cost of pens in Europe............cccsccsseereereesseeseesseseees per gross... s 
PRS BA ND 0s ices estee vioces sscnsscses sdocenensnensetionsnssinseons a 12 
Present cost laid down here .............. cousil ctorstens 20 


They can now be sold in fair competition with American pens at 25 cents per 
gross. 








Average cost of pens in Europe...............sccssscseeeseaseeeee 
The proposed duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem added..... 
Making cost laid down here ............c::sscsecocnseeeceeenerereeeeseenseae ene 
The present duty is specific............ gctivesngspsva bankcechbapeseanemieitiatwabenenvasiseed BB.) 32.0 
The proposed duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem amounts to.......... ..... do...... 2.8 
Making a reduction of 763 per cent. from present duty............ BP siiavs 9.2 


To meet the reduction proposed, besides sacrificing the manufacturers’ margin 
of 5 cents a gross, as shown above, it would be necessary for American makers 
to reduce female wages 60 per cent. per week, from $4.50 to $1.80; male wages 
60 per cent. per week, from $15 to $6. 

In connection with that I desire to state.the difference of wages here 
and in Birmingham, England: 





| Prices paid in| Prices paid in 
Birmingham. | Camden, N. J. 


Occupation. 








I oa cai cnssicapetdebubebemamisvecntcbbieciaaposoesistenben $0. 20 $0.50 
Piercing .82| $0.95 to 1.00 
Marking... . 30 -7to .90 
Raising........ 58 1.20to 1.40 
S griating Sa dhadebneaivasedeteensainaabiignelnogmpennssbiand -40 .% to 1.00 
Cross UID sunscccevisinccabensetinaieiwesssess beucins ' $0.80 to 1.00 2.00to 2.50 
PIE ckccminnecnndddens sinter enviiiencepibegenie mnecses neta . 36 -%to 1.10 
on ae ier sentenesasnngtnbaaiipeacniuadnnal sbovanbeeene itera 48 -85to 1.00 





It will be readily observed that a reduction from 12 cents a gross to 
2 cents a gross will utterly destroy this industry, in view of the differ- 
ence of wages between the two countries. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 72. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


JULY 6,. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Type metal, 15 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the following amendment, to come in after line 
311. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 311, insert: 

** New type for printing, 15 per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to amend by making it 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard for a moment on the amendment. 

Whether the provision inserted here by the committee is to be adopted 
as a part of the law, or whether some other provision shall be incorpo- 
rated in relation to this subject, there is one thing certain, that the 
United States stands confessedly at the head of the type founders of 
the world. 

This pre-eminence, Mr. Chairman, has been reached, to my own per- 
sonal knowledge, at a very large expense of time and money on the 
part of the manufacturers of this country who are engaged in this in- 
dustry. Our foundries are equipped with the very finest machines and 
materials of all kinds and the best and most expert workmen to be 
found anywhere in the world. I simply submit, therefore, as a part 
of a patriotic sentiment which I should hope would prevail in the Con- 
gress of the United States, that the committee will take into consider- 
ation this condition of things, and, with some degree of pride in this 
manufacture, endeavor by suitable legislation to keep it upon its pres- 
ent prosperous basis, and not by a provision upon a tariff bill jeopard- 
ize if not entirely destroy it. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of Mr. MILLs, it was 
adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President, in writing, 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
Ties. 

The message also announced the approval of House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; 

An act (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

An act (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 

An act (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 

An act (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree. 

An act (H. R, 215) granting a pension to James McCafirey; 

An act (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 

An act (H. R. 891) grantinga pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 

An act (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; 

An act (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; 

An act (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 

An act (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

An act (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

An act (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 

An act (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 

An act (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 

An act (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

An act (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff; 

An act (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

An act (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 

An act (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension te Elias Shafer; 

An act (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension toThomas Ben- 
son; 

An act (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Cleveland; 

An act (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

An act (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 

An act (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

An act (H. R. 4743) granting a pension to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, 
and Jessie Piatt; and 

An act (H. R. 4653) granting a pension to Joanna Barry. 

‘ THE TARIFF. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for, 
composed wholly or in part of copper, 35 per cent. ad valorem; manufactures, 
articles, or wares not specially enumerated or provided for, composed of iron, 
steel, lead, nickel, pewter, tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, or 
of which any of the foregoing metals may be the component material of chief 
value, and whether partly or wholly manufactured, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word, and I do this 
for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee to what I 
conceive must be the necessary effect of this provision if it be adopted; 
and I would like to have the attention of the gentleman in charge of 
this bill particularly for a few moments, while I state what I believe 
will be its effect, an effect which I do not believe the committee in- 
tend or expect it to have. 

This clause says that all manufactures, articles, or wares, notspecially 
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enumerated or provided for, composed of iron, steel, ete., shall paya duty 
of 40 per cent. ad valorem. ‘‘Not specially enumerated or provided 
for,’’ are the words to which I wish to call attention. These words, of 
course, refer to the bill under consideration—not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this bill. That is to say, that manufactured articles 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this bill are to pay 40 per 
cent. ad valorem. As the bill now stands I have no doubt that 
would be the construction placed uponit by any court. Now, it is true 
that these words are taken largely from the old law; but, as I remarked 
the other day, the schedules of the old law are much fuller than are 
the schedules in this bill. For instance, in the schedules of the old 
law provision is made for ‘‘ cast-iron vessels, plates, stove-plates, and- 
irons, sad-irons, tailors’ irons, hatters’ irons,’’ ete., all of which are 
specially enumerated and at particular rates, whereas in the schedules 
of the present bill these are not specifically named. 

I find, further, that circular-saws are enumerated in the schedules of 
the old law and not in the present. 

I find, further, that wood-screws are enumerated; and in connection 
with that I desire the attention of the gentleman from Connecticut, who 
is interested in this article. I find that wood-screws, I repeat, are enu- 
| merated in the schedules of the old law, whereas in the present bill as it 
stands after the adoption of his amendment wood-screws are not enu- 
merated, and the result isthat these words ‘‘ not specially enumerated or 
provided for’’ wouldinclude these articles in the general provision at 40 
per cent.ad valorem. True we have been told thatthe committee pro- 
pose to add a proviso or limitation to their bill. I have considered the 
| words of the provision as they have been printed in the RECORD very 
carefully, and it does seem to me that the words are not sufficient to 
| cover the contingency that I have spoken of, and that the words here 
in this provision would necessarily put these articles of which I have 
spoken, notwithstanding the qualifying clause, on the dutiable list at 
| the rate of 40 per cent. ad valorem, instead of at the old rates under 
the old law. I call attention to it in the hope that the committee will 
be enabled in some way to draught some provision which will prevent 
the consequences of which I have spoken, especially if they desire to 
protect the wood-screws of Connecticut. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 


Mr. WEBER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEBER. I desire tosubmit an amendment to the sugar sched- 
ule in the nature of a reclassification of the schedule, and wish to ask 
the Chair if it would be in order to offer it here or after the conclusion 
of the reading of the lines from 329 to 340, inclusive? 

Mr. CANNON. [rose for the same purpose; and for the further pur- 
pose of stating that it would be manifestly proper, either by a ruling 
of the Chair, in my opinion, or by unanimous consent, that all of these 
provisions from line 329 to 361, inclusive, should be considered together, 
because they are necessarily interwoven one with the other, and I think 
perhaps treated as a single paragraph all could be discussed together, 
and the amendments which are to be offered can be presented to any 
part of the provision. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, if that be read in that way, of course we can 

| recur to the paragraphs for amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. 

Mr. WEBER. Will the Chair indicate what time it will be proper 
| for me to offer the amendment I have suggested ? 
| The CHAIRMAN. When the paragraph is read the Chair will rec- 
ognize gentlemen to offer amendments in proper order. The Clerk will 
read the paragraphs referred to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely : 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, shall 
pay a duty of 1.15 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or fraction 
of a degree shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay thirty-two thousandths 
of a cent per pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely : 

All sugars above No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard, 2.20 cents per 

»ound. 

, All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.40 cents per 
ound, 

. All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.80 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, shall pay a 
duty of 4cents per gallon; molasses testing above fifty-six degrees shall pay 
a duty of 6 cents per gallon: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be 
imported, such sugar or molasses 30 imported shall be subject to duty as pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act. 

Sugar candy, not colored, 5 cents per pound. 

All other confectionery, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CANNON, 
the desk. 


| Mr. CANNON addressed the Chair. 
| 








I desire to offer an amendment, which I send to 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 329 to 361, inclusive, of section 2 and insert as follows: 

All sugars not above No, 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sir- 
ups sien juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, and all mols isses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the 
»0lariscope, not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for in the act shal! 
ye exempt from duty: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid 
upon sugar or molasses by any c ountry from whence the same may be imported, 
such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty at the rates pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act.” 

All sugars above No. i6 Dutch standard in color, thre 
pound, 
gallo: i. 

Maple sugar, 2 cents per pound of erystallizabic sugar contained therein as as- 
certained by polariscope. 

Maple sirup or molasses, 

Glucose or grape sug 


e-tenths of 1 cent per 
Molasses, te sting above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 1} cents per 


4 cents per gallon, 
il cent per pound, Sugar c andy, not colored, 5 cents 
per pound; ali other cx nk clionery, not specially enume rated or prov ided for, 
made wholly or in part of sugar, and on sugars after being refined when tine t- 
ured, colored, or in any other way adulterated, and on ‘all chocolate confec- 
tionery, 10 ce: nts per pound: Provided, That ifan export duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be im- 
yorted, suc hs sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided 
. law at the date of the passage of this act: Provided further, That for the en- 
couragement of the produc tion ofsugarand molasses there shall be paid a bounty 
tothe producers thereof in the United States, when made from beets, sorghum, 
imphee, or othe r sugar-cane raised in the U nited States, as follows: 

On sugar, 2 cents per each pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by the pol: iriscope. 

On molasses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 6 cents per 
gallon; testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 4 cents per gallon. 

And the bounties provided for in this act “shall be paid out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr. CANNON. M 
state the different propositions in connection with levying a duty upon 
sugar. Ido not know whether the request would be received with 
favor by the House that a little more than five minutes be granted. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘This is a very important matter, and I have no objec- 
tion tothe extension. I would suggest that on thissugar schedule the 
debate be closed at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think that would be just to the House. 
For instance, I can not myself begin to state the different propositions 
touching this matter, dealing in facts all the while, in less than thirty 
minutes. A number of gentlemen on this side of the House I know 
are desirous of offering amendments and of being heard touching the 
matter. However, I will state there is no disposition to do anything 
else than talk to the merits of the question. 1 would rather not have 
the time limited just now. We will hurry along as fast as possible. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman suggest a time he will be willing 
to agree to, 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the debate will be allowed to run along to- 
day without limit. I should be glad to have thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. My friend very well knows the difficulty of allowing 
a debate to run along. I have no desire to cut off the debate. I am 
willing to be liberal; but I think there ought to be a limit fixed and 
that it ought to be fixed now. 

Mr, KELLEY. I wasabout to suggest that inasmuch as we run from 
line 329 to line 351, a good deal of time would be consumed if each para- 
graph were discussed. I do not want to speak at all that I know of. 
I am not therefore pleading for time for myself. But this is a very 
complicated question, coming up as it does now, and it would be very 
hard to say in advance how much time will be required. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think if the gentleman from Texas will consent 
that the debate run along it will not occupy so much time as he im- 
agines. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] willexplain fully 
the position of our friends on this side of the House, and then there 
will be some short speeches from others. I think the debate will not 
be so long as the gentleman anticipates. 

Mr. MILLS. Some of our friends want to be absent attending to 
business elsewhere. It is hard to keep Representatives here all the 
time. I suggest that we agree not to vote on the matter this evening, 
but go on with the debate until the time of adjournment and take it 
up to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the statement of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Mruus], if there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest that gentlemen control their own time on 
the other side of the House, without reference to the five-minute rule. 
If they wish to take that course I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr.CANNON, Mr. Chairman, even in thirty minutes I can not hope 
to do more than present in the briefest manner a small number of facts 
touching the production of sugar, its importation, refining, and con- 
sumption in connection with the present law, the amendment proposed 
in the Mills bill, and the amendment which I havesubmitted. Without 
further introduction I will say that there are two waysor tests fixed by 
law and by the Mills bill in levying and collecting the tariff upon sugar 
imported into the United States. Oneis by the Dutch standard and the 
ather by the polariscope. The Dutch standard is a color test alone, 
hnd pays no attention te the amount of saccharine matter on the one 
cand or adulteration on the other hand in the sugar, while the polari- 


r. Chairman, it is impossible in five minutes to | 
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scope pays no attention to the color of the sugar, but ascertains the 
amount of saccharine matter contained in the sugar imported. 

i hold in my hand four small glass bottles filled with sugar of differ- 
erent colors prepared in Holland, and hence called the Dutchstandard. 
The bottle containing the darkest colored sugar is labeled No. 13; the 
next is labeled No, 16; the next No. 18; the next No. 20. The law 
prior to 1883 provided that sugar of the color of No. 13 Dutch standard 
and below should pay a certain duty above No. 13, and below 16 a 

higher duty. Thatabove No. 16 and below No. 20 a still higher duty, 
a that above No. 20 a still higher duty. The sugar when importe d 
was to be compared in color with that contained in the bottles, and a 
duty levied upon it according toits coloras tested by the Dutch stand- 
ard. 

This law worked very well as long as the sugar-planter and the im- 
porter were honest, for if no artificial means were used the color of the 
sugar fairly indicated the amount of saccharine matter in it; that is to 
say, the more saccharine matter and the less dirt there was in it the 
whiter it would be, so the color fairly indicated the saccharine strength 
of thesugar. DButas the darkest sugar had the least saccharine strength 
in itand paid the lowest duty, dishonest men resorted to artificially col- 
oring the sugar on the plantation so as to make asugar with avery high 
per cent, of saccharine matter in it of the color of No. 13 or below, and 
it then paid the lowest duty; when, in fact, if they had not evaded 
the law they would have hs id to pay a higher rate of duty upon it. 

They called it business; I call it fraud ‘and deceit. After it was im- 
ported they would take it and put it through the cheap process of re- 
fining and have for a profit the difference between the duty on No. 13 
and No, 20 and above, which profit amounted to largely over a cent a 
pound. This fraud led to the enactment of the present law, in 1883, by 
which it was enacted that all sugar imported not above No. 13 Dutch 
standard in color, testing by the ‘polariscope not above seventy-five de- 
grees—that is, 75 per cent. of saccharine strength—should pay a duty 
of 1.4 cents a pound, and for each degree or fraction thereof in addition, 
as shown by the polariscope, four one-hundredths of a cent per pound. 
That would make a pound of sugar that was all saccharine matter— 
one hundred degrees—pay 2.4 cents a pound duty. Buton sugars from 
No. 13 to No. 16 the duty was fixed at 2} cents a pound; from No, 16 
to No. 20, 3 cents a pound, and all sugars above No. 20, at 34 cents a 
pound; but the polariscope is not applied to any of these sugars above 
No. 13; so the law of 1883, which is the present law, does not correct 
the evil it was intended to correct. 

Let me illustrate. Ihave herea pound of sugar knownas *‘ Cuba cen- 
trifugal,’’? imported by one of the assistant secretaries of State. | 
ask members to look at it. In color you will observe itis No. 13 Dutch 
standard, but it is 96 percent. saccharine strength. Now, by ordinary 
treatment on the plantation it would have been at least as high as No. 
l6incolor. Itiscalled ‘‘centrifugal sugar,’’ andwas made by the vacuum- 
pan process and then whirled about the pan with great velocity, so as 
to throw off all sirup. See itiscomposed of pure sugarcrystals. Great 
care was taken in making it, by the use of an extra amount of lime to 
get it as low as No. 13 in color, for with that color and strength it only 
had to pay a duty of 2.24 cents a pound; whereas if it had been above 
No. 13 it would have had to pay a duty of 2? cents a pound, and if over 
No. 20, 35 cents a pound. What is the result? The result is that 
practically no sugar is imported into this country except sugar No. 13 
Dutch standard and below. 

A MEMBER. Not 1 per cent is above that. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not a tenth of 1 per cent. The gentleman will 
permit me to state that of sugars below No. 13 there was imported last 
year $67,868,320 worth; of sugars above No. 13 there was imported 
$13,101 worth. Those are the proportions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not that simply show 
that all the refined sugars, which are the only sugars used in America, 
except for manufacturing purposes, are refined in this country ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So that all the labor which is 
performed in making these unrefined sugars fit for use is performed in 
American establishments and by American workingmen. Is not that 
the fact? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; so that the advantage accrues to the benefit 
of the ‘‘sugar trust not of the sugar consumers of the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then there is a ‘‘ trust?’ 

Mr. KELLEY. So it is said on the other side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then in making that state- 
ment we are not telling a lie to the people? 

Mr. KELLEY. Notso far as sugar or whisky are concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad the gentleman from Kentucky has asked 
this question. 1 have no hesitation in answering that all the sugar im- 
ported into the country passes through ourrefineries. I will go a step 
further in answering the gentleman’s question. Under the law as it 
stands upon the statute-book and under the Mills bill a pfemium or 
bribe of 1 cent a pound is given to the sugar refiner in the United States 
and the producer abroad to make the sugar with much greater care than 
he otherwise would togive it this color, No. 13 Dutch standard (illus- 
trating), so that it may come in at the low duty and be compelled ta 
pass through our refineries before it is ready for market. 
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Mr. WILKINSON. 


The gentleman from Illinois says a premium is 


paid under the Mills bill to the refinersof about 1 cent a pound. Most 
of the sugar the refiners get is at a test of ninety-five degrees. That 
sugar at ninety-five degrees under the Mills bill is dutiable at 1.79 of a 
cent per pound. The ‘highest duty under the Mills bill is 2.80. The 


total margin between these two grades is 1 cent and one-hundredth 
per pound. That is the total margin. Out of this margin of one and 
one-hundredth cents per pound between the grades named, that the 
tariff affords, how is he to pay all the expenses of refining and still de- 
rive a profit of 1 cent a pound from the tariff. 

Mr. CANNON. If gentlemen will allow me to make my statement 
step by step, I think they will be answered touching the facts sur- 
rounding the law and the consumption of sugar. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Answer my question. 

Mr. CANNON. I will tell the gentleman exactly how it operates. 
Under the present law a cargo of sugar, ‘‘ Cuba centrifugals’’ like this 
imported by the Assistant Secrets ry of State, 96 per cent. saccharine 





matter, costs when landed in N¢ 3.13 cents a pound; duty 
is 2.24 cents a pound; .40 cent is more than it costs to refine it. Total, 
5.77 cents, then, is we cost to the American refiner of a pound of white 
granulated sugar, which he sells to the merchant at the present price 
of 6.9 cents a pound, leaving a clean profit after all expenses of refining 
and handling are paid of 1.13 cents a pound. The American refiner 
handle the whole amount imported, 3,000,000,000 pounds annually, 
which if you will ti ake your pencils and figureit, you will find the prolit 
amounts to over $33,000,000 annually. 


Now let us inquire what it costs to import a pound of this same re- 
fined granulated sugar into the United States. This sugar, called 


‘Cuba centrifugals,’’ No. 13 in color, 96 per cent. saccharine matter, 
costs the foreign refiner the same as it costs the American refiner, 





Cents a pound. 
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In other words, by the ariful arrangement of the tariff on sugars, 
the pound of white granulated sugar that costs the American retiner 
5.77 cents a pound costs the American merchant or consumer 6.98 cents 
a pound to import. 
1.13 cents a pound to his sugar and then sell it in the American mar- 
ket eight one-hundredths of a cent a pound lower than it can be im- 
ported for. Of course he nionopolizes the market, makes his enormous 
protits, and 68,000,000 of people pay not only the duties upon the raw 
sugar of $60,000,000 a @ year, but the annual profit of over $30,000,000 
to the refiners. 

This unjust monopoly is intrenched in the law; foreign competition 
can not break it down, and to prevent home competition the few sugar 
refiners in the United States meet, form their trust, and agree what the 
amount of their production and price shall be. 

Mr. WILKINSON rose. 

Mr. CANNON, Icannot yield. Gentlemen will have time to say 
what they desire to on this subject when they get the floor. 

Now, take the Mills bill. On this point what does it do? 
petuates this outrage, injustice, and fraud. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Answer this question. 
that it is admitted at so low a duty? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The law provides for that. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Explain it. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will get acopy of the Mills bill he 
can study it out for himself. I have already explained it. 

Mr. McKENNA. Is the sole test the color ? 

Mr. CANNON. Both the color and the polariscope up to No. 13 
Dutch standard, but beyond No. 13 the only tesf is the color. 

Mr. WILKINSON. 
tion. 

Mr. McKENNA. 

Mr. CANNON. I must decline to yield any further. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Is it not that the defect is in the machinery pro- 
vided by the law, instead of in the law itself? 

Mr.CANNON. Bynomeans. Thedefectis in'the law, written cither 
by accident or else without suflicient knowledge of the effect ofthe law. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Mills bill; let us see what it does in this con- 
nection. Take a pound of the same sugar, No. 13, costing 3.13 cents 
per pound to import; the duty under the Mills bill for 96 per cent. of 
saccharine matter is 1.82 cents instead of 2.40, as under the present 
law, refining forty one-hundredths of a cent, so that a pound of refined 
granulated sugar would cost the refiner 5.35 cents Now, take the 
foreign refiner, the same cost of sugar, 3.13 cents a pound, raw sugar, 
refining 3} mills a pound, duty 2 80 cents, so that the foreign producer 
or the domestic importer would have to pay 6.28 cents a pound for each 
pound of refined granulated sugar imported into the United States. 

This leaves a margin of ninety-three one-hundredths of a cent per 
pound profit for the American refiner, which on the total product of 


It per- 


How is itin testing sugar 


Let me ask——— 


3,000,000,000 pounds annually amounts to over $27,000,000. 

So you see that the Mills bill instead of breaking up the monopoly 
perpetuates it. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point I will call attention to a strange circum- 
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| reported to the House that that provi 1 out. 

I want to ask, with all respect and 1 tness and 
the chairman of the Commi nd th 
shij that committee, what change came ov the rit or you dreal 
that you struck these provis out of your bill What revelation 
came to you to warrant you in making se chang changes ¥ 
lrive ; ‘s through the refineries, increase their cost to 

le ta pound, and do not i se the revenues to 
Gover! one cent? That tfair question. It ought to der 
fair, frank answer. Your bill was right in that respect so 
went. I hope it will be the pleasure of this House, if they do 
adopt my ent, to see to it that the low duty on sugar is id 
under No her than under No. 15. 

Now, one further query. Why did that com nittee strike from this 
bill the provision prohibiting the payment of drawbacks upon sugat 
exported? Whatis the fact about it? Why, sugar which has 100 per 
cent. of saccharine matter, instead of 96, brings a duty of 2 cents and 4 
mills a pound; the law says that upon being exported they shall ha 
thedrawback of the dutis paid les 33 1 per e nt. Now, whatis the draw 
back fixed at? Twocentsand six mil Two cents and four mills pet 
pound pay the duty on 100 per cent. of ‘aacch: irvine matter when it com: 
ii Yet when it passes through the refinery and is exp rt d they geta 
drawback of the duty paid and2 mills a pound more. ‘* Well, says 

mebody, ‘‘ what is that for?’’ As I said before, I give it up. Ido 
not know. I tell you what the Treasury experts say. They say that 
there is no loss of saccharine matter in the refining of this suga 
They reported that they were informed and so believe, and I have th 
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report here. 
Why is it that 


after you deduct the 1 per cent. of the money-duty 
sad 6 mills out of the Treasury, but they 
paid 2 cents and 4 mills when it came into the country under the law ‘ 

Mr. WEBER. Isimply want to suggest that the gentleman may 
make it clear by stating that 


it comes in originally fraudulently unde 


? 
only 


th 7 olariscope test and goes out under the color test. 
‘ANNON. I will say as to that, if gentlemen will allow me 
tT do not desire to stand in my place in public or private and ¢ harge 
p nblic officials with fraud. But I do say from the Treasury reports 


transmitted to Congress by Hon. Daniel Manning, I have a right to be- 

and state my ‘belief that in the mutter of the imports of sugar 

hen 1 the time that they get to the dock in New York up to the time 

at they are re- amered there is, to say the least of it, a good chance 
for fraud at every step. 


Why, gentlemen, let me read just one line from the testimony of one 
of the inspectors whose duty it was to inspect the refined sugar that 


was € xported. He states that he has no knowledge of the contents of 








| the packages at the time of lading, whether they are sugar or sand. 
Then if you will run through these reports you will find when sugars 


I think the gentleman ought to answer my ques- | 


are imported that formerly and, as I understand it, now, low-priced 
wstoms officials at low salaries alone test them; that the lighter is run 


up to the dock of the sugar company and the sugar is dumped off with- 
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out any sufficient knowledge on the part of anybody that it is properly 
tested. I am not charging the officials with fraud, except to state what 
this report states and to state my belief that in the manner of the im- 
port and the export of sugar for a great many years past fraud has e 
isted at every step from the time it landed to the time it left our shore 

I have not time to go into that matter further, and will close th 
branch of the case with the statement I have made. 


Now, gentlemen, who is damaged by my amendment? I think the 


propriety of some legislation isapparent. My amendment is to let all 
sugar under No. 16 Dutch standard—not No. 13—come in free. This 


would let the people take it as it is turned out from the sugar planta- 
tions and let it go into consumpticn without first paying a toll o f 
cent a pound and over in addition to the cost of refining by passing 
through the refineries. My proposition is to stop this fraudulent a: 
expensive coloring of the sugar and let it come in as it come fro n tl 
factory. Free sugar under No. 16 standard would do that exac 
But I fancy I hearsomebody saying, ‘‘Are you not going to take care 
of the refineries?’’ Yes; I will take care properly ef every indu 
in this country so far as I can by legislation. But I 
care of them. I will not go further than that, 
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money in their pockets arbitrarily. So when I come to sugar above 
No. 16 in color, to the sugars that have to pass, either at home or 
abroad, through the refineries, my amendment provides that there 
shall be a tariffof 3 mills a pound. The Mills bill says 2 cents and 8 
mills. My amendment says3millsapound. ‘‘A dollara barrel,’’ says 
my friend from Iowa, ‘‘is that enough for protection?’? Yes; more than 
enough. I have gone to the line and over the line in my desire to af- 
ford adequate protection to the refining interests of this country, for fear, 
amongst other things, that my prejudice against that interest might 
make me do an injustice to it. 

What will3 millsdo? There are 6,000laborersin the refineries of this 
country, most of them unskilled. Five hundred dollars a year isasmuch 
as they receive. That would amount to $3,000,000. How much pro- 
tection does 3 mills a pound give? One milla pound on the total prod- 
uct of 3,000,000,000 pounds would give $3,000,000. That would pay 
for all the labor, and I think more too. Under the amendment which 
I propose at least half of the sugar would come in and not go through 
the refineries. That would cut off half the labor. If halt the sugar 
did not go through the refineries that would save $16,000,000 a year 
to the consumer, instead of letting the refiner have it. If the other half 
went through the refineries, 3 mills a pound duty would give protec- 
tion to the refining interest of $4,500,000 per annum. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
there be no objection he will be allowed to continue. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state my proposition again, as there is in- 
quiry around me. According to my amendment all sugar under No. 
16 comes in free, so that the refiner gets the raw product without any 
tariff at all, and at the same time the people thus get a sugar that does 
not have to pass through the refinery, at 1 cent a pound less than they 
now buy it for, and of better quality, with more saccharine matter in it 
than there is in the sugar they now buy. 

It is far better sugar than they get now from the refiners; not quite 
80 pretty, but with greater saccharine strength. Then, as to the sugar 
above 16, from 16 to 20, and above, to protect the refining interests, I 
would levy a duty upon the refined article above No. 16 that is im- 
ported of 3 mills per pound. That would amount to about four mill- 
ions and a half dollars, on the supposition that one-half the sugar 
that was consumed would go through the refineries. That is protec- 
tion enough. The true test in these matters is to levy enough duty to 
protect our labor, to protect for the difference in the cost of capital here 
and abroad, and if the industry is a new one to leave a little margin 
to protect it from powerful competition while it is being established 
and built up. Now, you may measure this by any scale you please, 
and the 3 mills a pound duty proposed by my amendment upen re- 
fined sugar is enough to give ample protection. It is true there will 
not be any $30,000,000 a year made by the refiners, but there will bea 
fair living profit to the refiner and good wages to the laborer, and that 
is as far as we ought to go. 

Mr. FUNSTON. While you are protecting labor, why not protect 
the farmer who is producing sugar from sorghum? ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad my friend asked me that question. 
coming to that point. 

Mr. FUNSTON. That is all under 16, is it not; the kind of sugar 
that you propose to bring in free? 

Mr. CANNON. For the sake of the argument let us say that it is 
all under No. 16. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 
any protection? 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will bear with me, I will answer him 
on that point. Let us consider the case of the farmer. The total pro- 
duction of sugar in the United States is, in round numbers, 300,000,000 
pounds. Nearly all of that is made in Louisiana, and for five years 
past the production in the United States has been far less than it was 
for the five years before 1860. So that the production of sugar in this 
country is decreasing instead of increasing. Now has it been properly 
protected? Listen to one statement, and then decide. The value of 
the sugar imported into the United States in seventeen years was 
twelve hundred million dollars. Keep that factin mind, that in seven- 
teen years the value of the sugar imported into this country amounted 
to twelve hundred million dollars. In that same seventeen years the 
duty paid upon that sugar was over $700,000,000. Protection! Never 
‘rom the foundation of this Government to the present time did any 
article, or articles, receive as much continuous protection as sugar has 
received during the last one hundred years. It receives an equiva- 
lent of 82 per cent. ad valorem of protection under the present law. 

Does that increase the production? No. Doesit enhance the price of 
sugar? Yes; and for this reason: Less than one-tenth of the sugar we 
consume is produced in this country. The greatercontrols the less. The 
earth controls the moon, the sun controls the earth. The greater al- 
ways controls the less, and as over nine-tenths of the sugar we con- 
sume are made abroad and less than one-tenth is produced at home, in- 
stead of that one-tenth pulling the price down the nine-tenths pull it 
up. That is the fact as to sugar. It has not been so with iron and 
steel and the textiles. 
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Those industries have been developed by the tariff, and now those 
products, the great bulk of what we consume, are produced in this 
country at a far less rate than they could have been bought for when 
the tariff was first levied. In those instances protection has protected, 
but in the case of sugar it has not. Let me give you another illustra- 
tion. Under the treaty with the Sandwich Islands sugar comes in 
free. The importation of sugar in 1887 from the Sandwich Islands was 
$9,000,000 worth. How many pounds was that? Just enough at 
four cents and a half a pound to make the amount I have named. In 
other words, you could take the sugar that we imported from Cuba and 
from Germany and add to it the duty, and you would have the value 
of the sugar imported from the Sandwich Islands as set down in the 
commerce and navigation reports, That was the small quantity, and 
the large quantity controlled it and raised the price, and under the 
terms of the treaty the Sandwich Islands sugar-men (who, I am in- 
formed, are California capitalists) have a profit every year of over 
$4,000,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. Why do not we abrogate that treaty? 

Mr. CANNON. Why did the Senate and the President renew it? 
I wish I could get a lick at it, I would help to abrogate it. If I was 
in the Senate I would kick pretty lively on that. [Laughter.] 

Now, let me goa step further and answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Funston]. Is it politic, is it right to levy a 
tax upon every man, woman, and child in the United States, rich and 
poor, and pretty evenly upon rich and poor because the poor use as 
much sugar as the rich—is it politic or proper, I ask, to levy tax on 
every man, woman, and child, richand poor, on an average to the amount 
not only of the duty, $60,000,000 a year, but also toadd to that the 
$30,000,000 of refiners’ profit, making ninety millionsinall? And what 
for? First, to protect the refiners and enable them to keep up the 
price, and, second, todo what? To protect the Louisiana sugar-planter 
and the man who grows beets andsorghum. I do not think itis right. 

I do not mean to forsake the Louisiana planter; nor do I mean to 
forsake the farmer in my own State who raises sorghum or the farmers 
in different parts of the United States who raise the beet. What is 
your protection now? ‘Taking the average rate upon sugar it is about 
2centsa pound. That is the duty that produces this enormous rev- 
enue, if you please, because it is almost strictly a revenue tax. You 
get $6,000,000 of protection; it costs the country $90,000,000 to pay it. 
Rather expensive protection! What is the sensible business proposi- 
tion? Let sugar come in free; then pursue a policy which will give 
the Louisiana planter and the California beet grower, the Kansas and 
Illinois sorghum grower as much protection as they now have. My 
amendment does this. It provides that for each pound of crystallizable 
sugar produced in the United States from cane or sorghum or beets 
there shall be paid from the Treasury 2 cents a pound. Will that 
break us up? It will cost just $6,000,000 a year, in round numbers, 
and will save the people $90,000,000 a year; and you know we do not 
need the money in the Treasury, as we are told constantly ov each 
side of the House. 

But, says some one, ‘‘ We do not want to pay a bounty. Why not 
pay the man who raises corn, or oats, or wheat a bounty?’’ Because 
those industries are established and do not need a bounty. Gentlemen, 
while I would throw off ‘‘ this old man of the sea’’ that is about our 
necks—this sugar duty and sugar ‘‘trust’’—yet I would not forget 
that Germany, which less than a generation ago did not produce a 
pound of sugar, produces now from the beet alone, by reason of a judic- 
ious system of bounties, over one-half of all the sugar that is used in 
the world. 

Mr. GEAR. And raised on land worth $600 an acre. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, as the gentleman suggests, raised on land 
worth $600 an acre. , 

I am willing by this proposed legislation to save this money to the 
people, to break up this sugar ‘‘trust,’’ to encourage and protect the 
Louisiana planter, the Kansas and Illinois sorghum grower, and the 
grower of the beet, wherever he is disposed to try to make sugar from 
it. My proposition gives just as high a grade of protection as this 
other system; and when gentlemen say that they do not want to vote 
for such a proposition it shows, in my judgment, one of two things: 
either they do not understand the proposition and are not willing to 
do the fair thing, or they have in fact more interest in the refiner than 
they have in the producer. I do not mean improperly so, for I think 
it proper and right for gentlemen to represent their constituents here; 
and they must do it as long as we have a republican form of Govern- 
ment. But I am stating how the matter appears to me. 

Imperfectly and hurriedly I have now explained this matter. No 
doubt I have omitted to speak of many things which I should and would 
have mentioned if I had had time under the ordinary rules of debate. 
My colleague [Mr. Hirr] asks me to state how the sugar ‘‘ trust’’ is 
formed. I attempted to explain that before; if I did not make it suf- 
ficiently plain, I will go over it briefly again, and then I will take my 


seat. 

What does the Mills bill say on this subject? The Mills bill says 
that a pound of sugar like that which I hold in my hand, No. 13 Dutch 
standard, having 96 per cent. of saccharine matter, shall pay aduty of 
1,82 cents per pound. It costs 3.13 before the duty is paid; it costa 
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the refiner 5.35 cents per pound. What does it cost to import it now ? 
The raw sugar costs the foreign refiner 3.13 cents a pound; the refining 
costs him 3) mills. When he ships the sugar to the United States it 
can not Jand and enter into consumption here until he pays 2.8 cents 
a pound duty on the refined product. That runs the price up to 6.28 
cents. So that white sugar refined abroad and landed here costs 6.28 
cents a pound, while to produce the white sugar in the United States 
costs 5,35 cents a pound, the difference arising from the low duty upon 
that sugar [illustrating] and the high duty upon the refined sugar. 
The difference is .93 of a cent a pound, amounting to nearly $30,000,- 
000 a year on the amount handled. Do you not see that the American 
refiners can add that cent a pound to the cost of the sugar before the 
foreign refiner can bring in his sugar and sell it to our people? 

That explains the ‘‘trust.’’ The only thing to be looked after among 
those who constitute the ‘‘trust’’ is to control each other so as to pro- 
hibit any man who refines sugar in the United States from refining 
enough to glut the market. They get together and agree about that; 
and then (though the Committee on Manufactures, no doubt, can tell 
better about this matter than I can) they break down those people 
who will not come into the ‘‘trust.’’ And there, ever present under 
the Mills bill, is that cent a pound, nearly $30,000,000 premium upon 
the formation and enforcement of that trust. 

I thank the committee for its attention. [Applause. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat I wish to ask him a question for information. I read his amend- 
ment, or substitute for the lines mentioned, and I find that in it you 
have put molasses not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope test upon 
the free-list. You then state in a line afterwards that there shall be a 
bounty of 4 cents a gallon upon the molasses. I donot know why the 
gentleman proposes to put molasses upon the free-list and afterwards 
proposes to allow a bounty of 4 cents, or whether that will about equal- 
ize the matter when compared with the operation of the other features 
of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend had listened to my remarks I think 

rhaps he would have found the question answered. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have listened to the remarks—— 

Mr. CANNON. For I have made the suggestion in reference to that 
amendment that is to put sugar and molasses upon the free-list of that 
grade, because if one comes both come. You can makesugar from the 
molasses, and I put them upon the free-list for the reason that I can 
save to the people of this country in sugar and molasses over $30,000,- 
000 a year tax they now pay. Oh, yes, $60,000,000 tax they pay, and 
$30,000,000 of profit to the refiners, making $90,000,000 in all, and can 
pay a bounty on all the sugar and molasses that is produced in this 
country at the rate my amendment fixes, which is equal to all the pro- 
tection they now get, for an expenditure of $6,000,000. That can be 
done, and yet save to the people of this country in round numbers the 
sum of $84,000,000 a year. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The objectof my inquiry isthis: I 
am seeking with reference toall ofthe clauses and lines in this bill relating 
to molasses, that there shall be a proper differential rate as compared 
with theduty on sugar proposed to be imposed in the Mills bill, or with 
the decreased duty that that bill now proposes over the present law. 

Mr. CANNON. As far as I am concerned I do not want any differ- 
ential rate touching sugar or molasses. I want to make sugar free be- 
low No. 16, which will allow everybody to get the sugar they want at 
the very smallest rate, unless their stomachs are particularly nice and 
they want perfectly white sugar, in which case, ofcourse, they would 
have to pay the difference. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I am only asking this information 
with a view to looking afterwards to a proper differential duty in case 
the amendment should not be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Of courseif my amendment is not adopted, then we 
must do the next best thing we can. 

Mr. GAY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has occupied fifty- 
five minutes. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. GAy]. 

Mr. GAY. I want to ask my friend from Illinois, for whose good 
judgment and kindly feelings I havea very great appreciation—I want 
to ask him, in carrying out this idea of securing the extended produc- 
tion of sugar in the United States, whether in foreign countries they 
have not built up that industry by legislation, and whether it has not 
always been connected with the idea of a very large import tax upon 
the article? For instance, Germany has recently built up a most tre- 
mendous production of sugar. Now, the beginning of that idea, I 
think, was founded upon a tax or import duty of 3} cents on the sugar. 

Mr. LONG. On foreign sugar. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman and state it is true 
that in relation to both Germany and France large import taxes have 
been placed upon sugar; but it is also true that the real protection and 
encouragement in Germany and in other countries for the production 
of sugar arose out of a bounty paid by the government for the sugar 
produced from the beet. She gave a bounty on the production and 
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then accompanied it with a consumption tax to raise money to pay it. 
That bounty in Germany, after the consumption tax was paid,amounted 
in the palmiest days of the industry to less than a half a cent a pound 
to the producers. 

Mr. GAY. I would like to ask whether Germany pays any bounty 
whatever? 

Mr. CANNON. She pays a bounty now, and it is quite a small 
bounty, much smaller than that which was formerly paid. But in a 
convention held in London some time ago it was agreed between the 
treaty-making powers that this bounty should be abolished, and that 
treaty as soon as it has been ratified, tor I presume it will be ratified, 
leaves the industry practically without any bounty at all. 

Mr. GAY. What I ask is whether the production of sugar in Ger- 
many is not a matter of great revenue to the government by a tax upon 
the sugar raised of not less than 4 cents per pound? And when you 
speak of bounty, is it not only upon the exports? That all sugar ex- 
ported (for they now make more than double the consumption of that 
country) shall have remitted the tax paid upon the manufacture; and 
in the estimate of the rebate allowed the manufacturer, is it not a 
liberal estimate based upon the estimated product from a ton of beets? 

Now, owing to the great improvement in the manufacture of sugar 
by means of the science cultivated and built up in Germany, say that 
1 ton of beets would make 150 pounds of sugar. Now, when science 
makes 200 pounds they get on every 150 pounds exported the price of 
a ton of beets. That is a tax that has been collected, but they export 
more sugar, and therefore get a bounty that way. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, he is not quite correct, 
as I understand the subject. I have taken great care to inquire, and 
believe my information is correct. The bounty on exports, as it is 
called, now paid by Germany is less than one-fifth of a cent a pound, 
and, everything considered, is less than the bounty the United States 
pays to the refiner on exports of refined sugar. 

Mr. GAY. They do refund on all exports the taxes, therefore, col- 
lected on the beets. 

Mr. CANNON. The matter is quite complicated. In connection 
with Mr. Adee, the most intelligent gentleman I have found anywhere 
touching this subject, I have run the matter down, and from official 
data have given substantially the conclusion of the investigation. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like my friend to yield to me for one mo- 
ment. I think I can simplify this matter of the payment of bounties. 
Originally, bounties were paid for the production of sugar from the 
beet; two classes of bounty, a bounty to the farmer who produced the 
most sugar to the acre and a bounty to the chemist who produced the 
most available saccharine matter from the beet. It was only forashort 
period in the history of beet sugar that either France or Germany paid 
a bounty for the production of beets or of sugar. 

In a few years after the industry was established came the system 
which prevails now, and to which my friend from Illinois referred, of 
paying bounty on sugar exported. In order to understand the argu- 
ment properly the distinction should be borne in mind that bounty on 
the production of sugar has ceased long ago. Itis now a bounty on 
the export of sugar. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I am no apologists for trusts. 
interestin them, nor have I everhad. But I now wish to make astate- 
ment. This sugar trust we understand went into operation in New York 
probably during the month of September last. I have a list of the 
wholesale prices of sugar froma reliable source, certified to by Mr. 
Spofford, the Librarian of Congress, showing the actual value of 
ninety-six tests of refining sugar in New York during every month of 
1887, and also the actual value of granulated sugar, which is the highest 
grade of refined sugar common now in this country. I would like to 
read the table for the information of the House. 

In January, 1887, in New York, the wholesale price for 96 tests cen- 
trifugal foreign sugar was 5,°, cents. 

Mr. CANNON. That was duty-paid. 

Mr. GAY. Duty-paid. Iam not taking any position with regard 
to the duty. Asan American citizen I take the law as it exists. It 
is under the present law. Whether the law is to be changed and there 
is to be a change of operation I do not say; but taking the actual state 
of things, the wholesale price of that sugar was 5,"; cents. Now, the 
price of granulated sugar during the same time ranged from 5? to 5), 
leaving a margin of nine-sixteenths, one-half a cent and one-sixteenth 
over. 

Mr. CANNON. To what month does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. GAY. The month of January, 1887. In February, 1887, the 
price of this imported sugar was 5} and the price of granulated sugar 
from 5% to 5}3, leaving a margin on an average of three-fourths of a 
cent. 


I have no 


In March the wholesale price was 5} for imported sugar and from 
5, to 5} for granulated, leaving a margin on an averageof five-eighths 
of a cent between the actual cost of refining sugar and the selling 
price of the granulated sugar in the same market. In April the former 
was 5,5, and the. granulated from 5}} to 5}, leaving a margin of five- 
eighths of a cent a pound. In May the imported was 5,°, and the 
granulated from 5}} to 55, leaving an average margin of nine-sixteenths, 
one-sixteenth over half a cent. In June the price of imported sugar 
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was 5,’;; the price of granulated sugar was from 5} to 5}%, leaving a 
margin of three-fourths of a cent. In July there was a margin of three- 
fourths of acent. In August there was a margin of five-eighths of a 
cent. In September, the month in which I have heard it stated here 
the price of granulated sugar was advanced 14 cents per pound, mak- 
ing fabulous fortunes taken from the consumers of the country, the 
entire margin was three-fourths of a cent between the actual cost of re- 
fining sugar of that grade and the cost of granulated sugar. 

Now, the price of refining sugar is fixed antagonistically to the re- 
finer who buys. The refiner is anxious to get it as lowashecan. The 
price is fixed on the cost in Cuba with the duty added. In October 
the price of the imported sugar was from 5} to 6, and the price of the 
granulated from 6to6}}. In November there was a margin of three- 
fourths of a cent between the actual price of refining sugar and the 
selling price of granulated sugar. In December the price of refining 
sugar was 5j and the price of granulated sugar from 6} to 7, giving an 
average margin of a cent a pound. 

There has been an impression in this country and in this House that 
these refiners take advantage of the situation and advance the price ot 
sugar. But I wish to say for the truth of history that it was discov- 


of a tax upon the sugar they consume for the purpose of protecting 
the production of 300,000,000 pounds of sugar at home is absolutely 
inconsistent with the whole theory of protection, and is almost as bad 
as it would be to put a tax upon tea and coffee, not one ounce of which 
we produce or can produce, 

Mr. FUNSTON. Why do youignore entirely the production of sor- 
ghum sugar? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ithink Idonot. I do not want to. 

Mr. FUNSTON. You havedone it throughout your remarks. Now 
let me call your attention to some facts. I hold in my hand a report 
of the secretary of the agricultural department of the State of Kansas, 
setting forth the results of sugar production in Kansas, especially at Fort 
Scott, in which he shows that there are 750 pounds of good sugar pro- 
duced from every acre of ground cultivated in sorghum. Now, if you 
multiply that by 640 acres, and multiply that by 200 miles north and 
south, and 400 miles east and west, the size of the State of Kansas, 
you get a product of 38,000,000,000 pounds of sugar. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BAYNE. All the better for the United States, if that industry 
can be developed in Kansas or on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It is developed. 


ED 


ered in the early full of 1587 from statistics carefully gathered that the Mr. BAYNE. If it can be developed to an extent to supply the 
beet-root crop showed a falling off to an estimated amount of 350,000 | wants of the consumers of this country, as I have already said, nobody 
tons. will rejoice more over that fact than I will. 

Now, London is the great central sensitive point where they watch But will not a bounty of 2 cents a pound to the producers of sugar 


these things, and immediately the price of sugar was advanced in Lon- | in Kansas and on the Pacific coast be better than even the present 
don from one-half to five-cighths of acent., and that advance continued | duty, because it would be a direct sum going into the pocket of the 
until December. Leinginterested in the price of sugarasasugar-planter | sugar producer, and he would have no fear of losing it by failure of his 
I watched the course of the market, and I can say that the advance | enterprise or anything of that kind. 


which took place during last fall grew out of a supposed and actual Mr. FUNSTON. Would you be satisfied with a bounty on pig-iron ? 
shortage of the beet crop of Europe in 1887. Mr. BAYNE. If the pig-iron industry of this country were in the 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment pro- | same position that the sugar industry of this country is now in, I for 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. It commends | one should not advocate for a moment a protective tariff on pig-iron. 
itself all the more strongly to me because a bounty of 2 cents a pound Mr. RYAN. It was in such a condition at one time. 
is proposed by it for home production, and I feel that the sugar-plant- Mr. BAYNE. Itwasatone time; yet the difference is this: the pig- 
ers of Louisiana and the sorghum and sugar-beet growers of Kansas | iron industry began building up and growing stronger and stronger 
and of the Pacific coast will all meet with a protection equal to that | until now we can produce suflicient pig-iron to supply the needs of all 
now afforded by the existing tariff, in the event of the proposition of | the people of this country, while the sugar industry of the United States 
the gentleman from Illinois becoming a part of the law of the land. It | has been running in a contrary direction. 
is very evident to anybody who has given attention to the question Mr. PETERS. But it is now starting in the other direction. 
that the sugar industry in this country does not fall legitimately within Mr. BAYNE. The amount of sugar now produced in this country 
the theory of protection. It has been announced all along, ever since | is less than it was in 1860, 
we began the protection of industries in the country, that protection Mr. RYAN. But according to all the evidences we shall soon be able 
would result in the development of those industries to such an extent | to produce enough sugar in this country for our own consumption. 
that they would be able in time to supply, or nearly to supply, the Mr. BAYNE. I hope we shall. 
wants of the people of this country, and if the protection afforded to Mr. RYAN. Then why strike down the tariff at this particular 
the sugar industry had brought about that result nobody would have | time? 
rejoiced more than myself at that consummation; but years and years Mr. BAYNE. Ido not propose to strike down the tariff. I want 
of high protection have failed to develop that industry into anything | to give a bounty of 2 cents a pound to the sugar producer. If that is 
like proportions commensurate with the wants of our people, and it | not enough make it2} or3 centsa pound; I will jom in making it that. 
must now be quite evident to everybody that there is little or no hope Mr. PETERS. If you had treated other industries, when they were 
of securing that result, however high the duty may be made. We pro- | infant industries, in the same way that you now propose to treat the 


duce I believe about one-eleventh of the sugar that we consume. sugar industry, they would not show the development which they do 
Before the war we produced about one-half of what we consumed. | to-day. : ; 
The production is running in inverse proportion to the consumption, Mr. BAYNE. It must be borne in mind that the sugar industry in 


and when on the other side of the House they speak of these tariff | this country is not an ‘‘infant industry,’’ except so far as concerns beet 
duties as a tax they make no misapplication of the term ‘‘ tax’? when | sugar and sorghum sugar. 

they apply it to the duty upon sugar, because the duty upon sugar is Mr. KELLEY. Will my colleague allow me to saya word? The 
certainly a tax upon all the consumers of the country to almost its | agricultural interests of this country at the present time are undergo- 
entire extent. Of course I believe that the duties put upon sugar have | ing an almost unparalleled depression. To raise a bushel of wheat 
encouraged to a certain extent the production of sugar in this country. | costs more to day in the average wheat-growing States than it ever did; 
I believe that more sugar is produced in Louisiana than there would | so, too, with corn; and the market price the world over runs down 
be if there were no duty, and I believe that the effort to produce sugar | each year. Now there is a chance to relieve agriculture. There are 
from sorghum and from the beet in Kansas and on the Pacific coast | around the Gulf States jute and ramie Jands from which vast quanti- 
would not have been made at all if it had not been for the duty on | ties of fiber may be grown, giving material for an industry amounting to 


sugar. millions. Sorghum and beets are being planted throughout the whole 
I do not wish to strike down this industry either in Louisiana or in| country. The sugar lands of Florida are being planted by the thou- 
Kansas or on the Pacific coast. sands of acres, and just when by the introduction of these new indus- 


On the contrary, | wish to encourage them; but I do not wish to en- | tries the agriculture of our country is to be diversified, gentlemen say, 
courage them at so great a cost to the people of the country. If we | ‘‘Let us try a new experiment, and tempt the American people into 
paid a bounty of 2 cents a pound, as proposed by the amendment of | giving bounties to our manufactures.’’ I do not believe in it. [Ap- 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], it would amount to an | plause. ] 
outlay of probably five or six million dollars a year upon the sugar Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. KELLEY] shall 
production of this country. not outdo me in consideration toward the farmer. He can not show a 

Mr. KELLEY. What would it amount to if we should develop cane | disposition to do more for the farmer than I would do. When my col- 
and sorghum and beet and corn so that we could produce our own sugar | league voted a bounty to the ship industries and big corporations of 
supply? The five or six millions would be for what we now produce. | this country that were running ships, I voted against it—— 

Mr. BAYNE. For what we now produce. As the amount increases| Mr. KELLEY. When was that? 
of course the amount of the bounty increases. If wedouble the amount Mr. BAYNE. And I was willing to bestow a bounty upon the farm- 
of our product we double the amount of the bounty. Now, to give to | ers of this country, instead of subsidizing those big ship industries. 
every producer of sugar in this country 2 cents a pound is to treat him Mr. KELLEY. When was it I voted for bounties to any industry? 
fairly and encourage «un infant industry, at least an industry which is Mr. BAYNE. It has been my province while in public life, so far 
‘“‘infant’’ so far as sorghum and beet sugar production Gre concerned. | as I had the ability and wisdom to do so, to Jook well to the interests 

Mr. WEBER, And it would cost no more than we pay now. of the poor and struggling as against the rich. That is my position 

Mr. BAYNE. And it would cost us no more than we pay now. But | to-day, and there I shall stand so long as I may remain in public life. 
to make the consumers of this country pay $58,000,000 a year by way Mr. KELLEY. When did I vote for bounties? 
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Mr. BAYNE. Iam opposed to giving bounties to wealthy corpora- 
tions. 
country, and if there be any farming industries which are languishing 
and suffering, and if a bounty can rescue them from that condition, 
none would vote for such a proposition more cheerfully than myself. 

Mr. FUNSTON. They do not want your bounty. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is the trouble. 

Mr. FUNSTON. We want to be protected just as you are protected. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that feeling to a certain extent, and I 
admire that independent spirit which would declare itself reluctant to 
receive a bounty. 

Mr. McKENNA. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
has been tried in France; it has been tried in the State of New Jersey. 
There is no reason in the world why the Government of the United 
States should not resort to it, and these industries, by means of such 
a system, be placed upon their feet and made stronger and stronger 
As I have said, Iam willing that the bounty in this case shall be 2 
cents a pound, or 2} cents a pound, or 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] will 
allow me, I will ask the gentleman from Kansas whether it is not true 
that the State of Kansas itself has voted a bounty on the production of 
sugar? 

*Mr. FUNSTON. I will answer that question; and I will say tha 
the General Government undertakes to pay a bounty the result will 
be just what it has been in Kansas, a dissatisfied people. The peop! 
will rise up and say, ‘‘ We do not want any moreof it.’’? You can not 
point to a single instance where a bounty has stood for five years, and 
the people who paid the bounty have approved of it, whether it was a 
bounty for wolf scalps or rabbit scalps or anything else. L Laugh ter. | 


Why do you want to force a bounty upon them? 


Mr. HITT. Our Government paid a fishing bot inty for a long series 
of years. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘That was a measure looking to the fostering of 
Nav We 


Mr. HITT. Still, it was a bounty. 
KELLEY. It looked to establishing a school for American sea 
men. 

Mr. BAYNE. Inow take eum gran 
from Kansas { Mr. F'uNstTon] that the people of his State do not want 
a bounty. I find that the sugar-producers there havealready accepted 
one. I did not know that fact before. Their objection to a bounty 
from the National Government does not arise from a feeling of pride o1 
independence, as I had imagined, but from the fact that there is a lin- 
gering fear in the minds of the people of Kansas that they might not 
get their bounty for any continued period of time. 

Mr. PETERS. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I can not. The people of Kansas will not feel the 
bounty paid by the Federal Government. Nobody has felt the tarifi 
duties in this country. Even the sugar duty paid by the consumers to 
the extent of $58,000,000 is not felt by the mass of the consumers 
They hardly know they are paying it. Those who make the calcula- 
tion and look into the matter know they are paying it, of course. The 
duty placed on sugar to foster that industry has not resulted in its de 
velopment to the extent of supplying the wants of the consumers of 
the country. If there be a chance for the development of that indus- 
try so as to enable the producers of sugar to supply the wants of the 
people of the United States, you can reach that end only by paying a 
bounty. 

Mr. PETERS. 
Kansas, for instat 
protective duty ? 

Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. PETERS. But will it? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why not? If this proposition becomes a law it will 
be as much a law of the United States as the present law or the Mil! 
bill if it becomes a law. 

Mr. PETERS. You do not regard it as stable as the tariff? 

Mr. BAYNE. I should regard myself placed in this position, | 
should regard the party placed in this position, I should regard the 
Government as committed to this position, that if the daty be taken 
off of sugar and a bounty be given to the producers of sugar, one would 
be the consideration for the other; and if the bounty were ever re- 
pealed, it would be the bounden duty of the Government to restore 
the duty. 

Mr. PETERS. Is it not a fact the moment your production reached 
within one-half of what was necessary to supply the consumption in 
this country there would be a ery raised for its repeal? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, I think not. When that time comes that the 
sugar joheaen produce one-half of the sugar consumed in the country, 
I am in favor of restoring the duty, because it would look then asif we 


Will the capital « 


ice, to make 


f the country furnish plants in 


sugar under a bounty as well as under a 


Why not? 


were going to produce the amount necessary to supply the wants of the | 


consumers. 

Mr. PETERS. Actuated by that fear capital will not furnish the 
plants necessary for sugar production. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not think capital will be apprehensive if we make 


1888. 
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I am willing to give a bounty to the sugar producers of this | 


This bounty system has been tried in Germany; it | 


) salis the statement of my friend | 
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a law and put it upon the statute-book. The credit of the Govern- 
ment is committed to it and capital will know that all they have t 
is to go to the Treasury and get their pay. 


o do 


Mr. PETERS. I know this to be the fact, that instead of ten plants 
we expected in Kansas this year we will — have three, and the main 
reason is the fear that the tariff on suzar will be reduced. They have 


will do. 


put them off until next year to see what the ‘Mills bill 
I bill on all the 


Mr. bz AYNE. 
industries of the 
Mr. 


That has been the effect of the Mills 
country 
ANDERSON, 


of Kansas {re youable to put iron an 











precisely the same footing you propose to place sugar; that is, to take 
them off the free-list and give a bounty tot ‘ » produce them 

Mr. BAYNE. I have already stated that I ar vor of prot 
ing every industry in this country where the bh p er can sup 
ply the wants of the country or nearly supply them. As to iron and 
glass, the home manufacture can su] pply the wants of the countr 
As to the sugar consumption and production, they have been running 
n inverse ratio to each other; that is to say, the consumption has be 
constantly increasing while the prod ion has been as constantly run 
ning down. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does 1 my friend from Pennsylva- 
nia know that the sorghum process has not only been established and 
leveloped, but it has been established and developed tosuch an exten 
that the result in Kansas and elsewhere has been to show we ha HOW 
obtained a process by whit ry large amount, and perhaps all, of tl 
ugar required in the Unit te be produced by our ow 
ple? Does not the gentleman know in reference to the production 
sugar we have reached within the last twelve months an en n 
era in that regard ? 

Ir. BAYNE. Ido not know those facts. They may be cor t J 
h they are correct; but what I want to do is to relic h : 

: : this country of $58,000 ba os 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the gentleman to yield to permit a motion t 

comn aaa now rise. It is near 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to finish this sentence. 

I repeat, I wish to relieve the tax-payers of $58,000,000 a year, and ] 
waut to pay the home producer of sugar 2 or 3 cents a pound to enab! 
as tO 0 G0, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas Would the nt in apply tl 

me principle to manufacturers of glass 

Mr. RYAN. Why not apply it also to tin-plate? Would the gen- 
tlemanagree to p ay a be unty upon the: facture of tin-plate? None 
of it is xiuced here. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had und: 
consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. <A 

n (th e hour of 5 o’clock having arri the House, in obedience 

r us order, took ! kp. m 
EVENING SESSION 
re having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. 1 was call 
to order by Mr. McMILLIN, who ected the rea r e folle 
co nication 
SPEA R { or REPRESENTATI 
1 . a j 

¢ He BENTON MCMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker prot 

t the session of the House this « 

IQ ( IST} S 

Ifon. Joun B. CLARK, 

Clerk House of Represen 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move that the Houser f into ¢ 
mittee ol the Whole under the spe« il orde1 

The motion was agreed to 

The House according! ved itself into Co ittee of t W he 
Mr. DocKERY in the cha 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent th 
order of business be pursued to-night that was adopted on last Fri 
night, each member present being permitted to call up one bill 
the Calendar. 

rhe ¢ IRMAN. Is there objection to the re 
man from Rhode Island? 

There was no objection, and it was so o ! 

\ LLIA ( Le D 

Mr. REED. I eall up the bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension t 
William C. Lord. 

The ill was read. as follows: ” 

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the I oO d is hereby, d 
to place on the pension-rolls the name of W un C. Lord, of Port 1,M 
the rate of $12 per month 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read follo 

The essential facts in this case are set furth in claimant 
appended 

“JT, William C. Lot tiort i I ( ‘ t 
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aged sceventy-eight years, certify on oath that I enlisted in the United States 
Navy in the month of March, 1540, and served on the sloop of war Concord 
about three years and two months, Said sloop was wrecked in the Mozam- 
bique Channel 1512, Atthattime we lost our captain, purser, and thirty men. I 
remained on said wreck about two months; was then taken off by a Spanish 
brig named Union, I have made diligent inquiry to ascertain the whereabouts 
of any survivors of that wreck, and from the information I have been able to 
obtain I have reason to believe that I am the only survivor of that wreck. 

“Again, in 1858, I enlisted in the United States Navy and served on board the 
following vessels, namely: On the Delaware, about three months; on the Hart- 
ford, some over two years; again on the Niagara, about eighteen months; was 
finally discharged from the service in April, 1862, The dates above given are 
as nearly correct as I can now remember. I refer Congress to the records of 
the Navy Department for a verification of my service in the Navy. 

“WM. C. LORD. 


“*PorTLAND, March 3, 1888. 
“Subscribed and sworn before me. The affiant is reputable. I have no in- 


terest in this claim, 
“WILLIAM H. MOTLEY, 
** Justice of the Peace.”’ 

The following affidavits set forth the necessities of the claimant: 

“1, Jacob McLellan, of Portiand, in the county of Cumberland and State of 
Maine, aged eighty years, certify on oath that I have been acquainted with Will- 
iam ©. Lord for the past seventy years. In or about the year 1840 he enlisted in 
the United States Navy,and served therein for a number of years (off and on). 
Mr. Lord is now about seventy-eight years old; he lost his wife in the early 
partof this winter, and is now left alone in the world; he has no property what- 
ever, and is now wholly dependent upon his daily labor for self-support; he has 
no children or relative to look to for aid in his declining years; therefore, by 
reason of his long and faithful service in the Navy and by reason of his age and 
dependent condition, it would be an act of mercy, as weil as justice, on the part 
of Congress to grant him a naval pension. 

“JACOB McLELLAN. 


“ 


STATE or MAINE, Cumberland, ss: 


“STraTe or Marne, County of Cumberland, ss: 


“Subscribed and sworn to before me. The affiant is reputable and credible. 
“WILLIAM H. MOTLEY, 
** Justice of the Peace. 
**PorTLAND, March 3, 1888. 


‘Certificate of justice on file in Pension Office.” 


“TI, Charles B. Varney, of Portland, Me., merchant, aged sixty-three years, 
certify on oath that Il have been acquainted with William C. Lord for about 
forty-five years. In about 1840 he enlisted in the United States Navy,and served 
therein, off and on, until about 1862. Mr. Lordis now about seventy-eight years 
old. He has no wife, children, or relative to aid him in his declining years; 
neither has he any property from which he derives any income, but is wholly 
dependent upon his daily labor forsupport. I have personal knowledge of the 
facts herein stated, and that knowledge was acquired by reason of my long ac- 
quaintance with him. I have no interest in this claim whatever. 

“CHARLES B. VARNEY. 
“STATE OF MAINE, Cumberland, ss: 


“Subseribed and sworn to before me. The affiant is reputable and entitled 


to full credit, 
“WILLIAM H. MOTLEY, 
“Justice of the Peace. 

**PonTLAND, March 3, 1888. 

‘Certificate of justice on file in Pension Department.” 

Claimant does not allege that he incurred any pensionable disability in the 
service; but in view of his long service, commencing in 1840, the hardships in- 
curred, and his old age and necessitous circumstances, your committee feel 
justified in reporting the bill back favorably and recommending its passage. 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. MATILDA WILKINS EMORY. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to call up the bill (8S, 2547) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tiat the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ised and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Wilkins Emory, widow of the 
late Brig.Gen, William H,. Emory, United States Army,and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $90 per month from the passage of this act,in lieu of the pension she 
now receives, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the same order be made 
in this case as in the others heretofore reported to the House by the 
Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that their consider- 
ation be postponed until the 12th day of July, the previous question 
being ordered with the privilege of debate for a limited time upon them, 
and also in some cases the right of amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that order being made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. That ought to be done 
in order to show that even a recommendation of that kind on the part 
of the committee is proper. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. Before the completion 
of it, 

Mr. CONGER said: I think the committee have heard enough of this 
report, without proceeding further with that part of it relating to the 
military service. 

Mr. RANDALL. I owe the committee an apology. I did not write 
the report. IfI had donago, it would not be so lengthy. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As this seems to be quite a lengthy report, and 
as a considerable portion of it has already been read, I shall not insist 
upon the further reading, but ask that the entire report be printed in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be printed in the RecorD, and go over, at 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana, to be voted upon in a 
full House. 

Mr. CHEADLE, That is the suggestion. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Thegentleman from Indiana and myself have con- 
ferred together, and I ask unanimous consent, in consequence of that 
conference, that this bill may be reported to the House on the same 
day with those bills that have heretofore been made a special order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. On the 12th of July. 

Mr. RANDALL. And under the same conditions with the other 
bills. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I hope that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. Lyncn), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 


General Emory was graduated at the United States Military Academy and 
appointed brevet second lieutenant, Fourth Artillery, July J, 1531, and from 
that time was in continual active service until his death, on the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1887. He had been promoted step by step for gallant and meritorious 
services in the field, and was at the time of his death brevet major-general. 

Mrs. Emory, the widow, is now nearly seventy years of age. She has no one 
to assist her in earning a living. She now supports two daughters and herself 
from the small pension of $30 which she is now receiving from the Government. 

Your committee believe the bill a meritorious one and within the line of 
ane cases passed by this committee. We therefore recommend that the 

ill do pass. 

The committee beg leave to aitach to and make part of this report the state- 
ment of the military service of William H. Emory, compiled from the records 
of the office of the Adjutant-General, and also the letter of the surgeon of the 
United States Army showing the cause of General Emory’s death, 


OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING SURGEON, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
No. 1814 G strerrt NORTHWEST, 
+ Washington, D. C., January 30, 1888, 


Sir: At the suggestion of General Augur, I have the honortoinform youthat 
the death of General W, H. Emory was attributed to renal cirrhosis, a form of 
Bright's disease. It was in my opinion an expression of a general degeneration 
induced by premature senility caused by hard work and exposure endured by 
General Emory in the military service. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
kh. M. O’REILLY, 
Surgeon U. 8. Army. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March, 1888. 


Statement of the military service of William H. Emory, late of the United 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

He was graduated at the United States Military Academy and appointed bre- 
vet second lieutenant Fourth Artillery July 1, 1831; promoted second lieuten- 
ant July 1, 1831; resigned September 30, 1836; appointed first lieutenant Topo- 
graphical Engineers July 7, 1838 ; and promoted captain April 24, 1851 ; appointed 
major Second Cavalry March 3, 1855; transferred to First Cavalry May 26, 1855; 
promoted lieutenant-colonel First Cavalry January 31,1861; resigned May 9, 
1861; appointed lieutenant-colonel Sixth Cavalry May 14, 1861; promoted colonel 
Fifth Cavalry October 27, 1863; retired with the rank of brigadier-general July 
1, 1876, under act of Congress approved June 26, 1876. 

He was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers March 17, 1862, and major- 
general of volunteers September 25, 1865. He was honorably mustered out of 
the volunteer service July 15,1866. He received the brevets of captain United 
States Army December 6, 1846, *‘ for gallant and meritorious conduct in the bat- 
tle of San Pasqual;”’ of major United States Army January 9, 1847, ‘‘ for gallant 
and meritorious conduct in the battle of San Gabriel and the Plains of Mesa;”’ 
of lieutenant-colonel United States Army October 19, 1857, ‘for meritorious and 
distinguished services as commissioner for running the boundary line between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico;"’ of colonel United States Army 
May 27, 1862, “fer gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Hanover 
Court-House, Va.;"’ of brigadier-general United States Army March 13, 1865, 
“for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Fisher’s Hill and in the 
campaign of the Shenandoah Valley, Virginia;’’ and of major-general United 
States Army March 13, 1865, *‘ for gallant and meritorious services in the battle 
of Cedar Creek, Virginia.” 

He was on graduating leave from July 1, 1831,to November 4, 1831; with regi- 
ment at Forts McHenry and Severn, Md., to December 14, 1832; at Fort Moul- 
trie, S. C., to April 25, 1833; at Forts Hamilton and La Fayette, New York 
Harbor, from May 7, 1833 (on leave October 12, 1834, to January 18, 1835), to May 
21, 1836, and in the Creek Nation, Alabama, from June 14 to September 30, 1836. 

Upon re-entering the service he served as assistant topographical engineer on 
improvements of harbors in the Delaware River from some time in February, 
1839 (on leave September, 1842, to January, 1843), to some time in March, 1843; 
in the Topographical Bureau at Washington, D. C., to some time in May, 1844; 
as assistant in the Northeastern boundary survey to some time in June, 1846; 
with General Kearny’s expedition (in the war with Mexico) as chief topograph- 
ical engineer and acting assistant adjutant-general to some time in February, 
1847, and at Washington, D. C., preparing his report of the expedition to some 
time in December, 1847 ; in the war with Mexico as lieutenant-colonel of Hughes’s 
Regiment of Maryland and District of Columbia Volunteers to some time in 
July, 1848; awaiting orders at Washington, D. C., to some time in December, 
1848; astronomer for the demarcation of the boundary line between California 
and New Mexico to November, 1851; in charge of the Mexican boundary survey 
and commissioner for running the boundary line between the United States and 
Mexico to some time in October, 1857; with regiment at Fort Riley, Kans., from 
November 23, 1857, to April 29, 1858; in the Utah expedition to July 12, 1858; en 
route to and at Fort Arbuckle, Ind. T., to July 4, 1859; on scout against hostile 
Indians to September 23, 1859, and at Fort Cobb, Ind. T,, to December 20, 1859; on 
leave to January 12, 1860; member of a board to revise the programme of instruc- 
tions atthe United States Military Academy to April 24, 1860; on a tour of inspec- 
tion in the Departmentof the Pacific to some time in March, 1861; en roufe to and 
commanding regiment and engaged in concentrating troops at Forts Smith,Ark., 
and Cobb, Arbuckle, and Washita, Ind. T., and retreating with them to Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., where he arrived May 31, 1861, when he ascertained that 
his resignation had been accepted May 9,1861. He proceeded to Washington, D. 
C.,and was appointed lieutenant-colonel Sixth Cayairy, to date May 14, 1861; 
recruiting and organizing his regiment to October, 1861, which he commanded 
in the defenses of Washington, D, C.,and in the Army of the Potomac to March 
27, 1862; commanding a brigade of cavalry in the Army of the Potomac to July 
5, 1862, and the First Brigade, Second Division, Fourth Army Corps to Septem- 
ber 28, 1862; commanding United States troops, also engaged in the organiza- 
tion of a division of infantry at Baltimore, Md., to November 10, 1862; command- 
ing United States troops en route to and in the Department of the Gulf to Jan- 
uary 8, 1863; the Third Division, Nineteenth Army Corps to May 20, 1863; the 
defenses of New Orleans, La., to August 31, 1863, and the Third Division, Nine- 
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teenth Army Corps, to September 20, 1863; on sick leave te November 5, 1863; 
commanding First Division, Nineteenth Army Corps, to May 2, 1864; the Nine- 
teenth Army Corps to July 6, 1864; and a detachment of the Nineteenth Army 
Corps en route to Washington, D. C., in the Army of the Shenandoah, and in 
the Middle Military Division, to March 20, 1865; commanding United States 
troops in the Middle Military Division to April 22,1865; the Department of West 
Virginia to August 5, 1865, and the District of West Virginia to January 15, 1866, 
when mustered out of the volunteer service. 

He was on leave from January 16 to February 15, 1866; commanding regiment 
(and in addition the garrison of Washington from October 11, 1866, to August 
3), 1867, and the Department of Washington from August 31, 1867, to August 14, 
1868, and from Mareh 12 to 16, 1869), at Washington, D. C., to July 10, 1869, and 
at Fort McPherson, Nebr. (on leave May 25 to July 19, 1870), to November 22, 
187L; commanding the Department of the Gulf November 28, 1871, to March 27, 
1875: awaiting orders to October 11, 1875; president of a retiring board at Wash- 
ington, D. C., to July 1, 1876, when he was retired as a brigadier-general by act 
of Congress approved June 26, 1876. By direction of the President he was as- 
signed to duty according to his brevet rank of major-general while exercising 
the sani of the Department of Washington, by paragraph 25, Special Or- 
ders No, 426, Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-General’s Office, August 27, 
1867. 

He was again, by direction of the President, assigned to the command of the 
same department according to his brevet rank of major-general, by General 
Orders No.10, Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-General’s Office, March 5, 
1869. By General Orders No. 66, November 1, 1871, from War Department, Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office, he was assigned to the command of the Department of 
the Gulf, and by paragraph 3, Special Orders No, 429, War Department, Adjutant- 
General’s Office, November 3,1871,he was,by direction of the President, as- 
signed to duty according to his commission of brevet major-general. 

He died December 1, 1887, at Washington, D. C. 

R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 


WILLIAM A, HUMES. 


Mr. HUNTER. I call up the bill (H. R. 
to William A. Humes. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William A. Humes, late a private 
of Company —, Thirteenth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and make the following report: 

It is shown by the proof on file in this case that claimant was enrolled and 
duly mustered into the United States service for three yearsat Lexington, Ky., 
as a private in Company I, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, on the 3d day of October, 1861. That while serving in that command at 
Columbia, Ky.,in January, 1862, he contracted typhoid fever which resulted in 
rheumatism of back, or lumbago, on account of which he obtained a furlough 
and went to his home. Thatafter he recovered sufficiently for military duty he 
enlisted as a private in Company I, Thirteenth Regiment of Kentucky Volun- 
teer a and was honorably discharged therefrom on the 10th day of Jan- 
uary, 5, 

He filed an application for pension on the 26th day of April, 1883, and alleged 
in his declaration disease of back, as a result of typhoid fever, but the claim was 
rejected on the 2d day of December, 1885, onthe ground of desertion and the re- 
fusal of the Adjutant-General of the Army to remove that charge from his mil- 
itary record, 

‘The proof is conclusive as to the origin of the disease, its continuance since 
discharge, and existence at the present time, and it is quite manifest that claim- 
ant joined the most convenient command when able for military duty with no 
other than a high patriotic motive, and with no intention whatever of violating 
any military or other law in so doing. 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee feel that this is a meritorious 
claim, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 
Add the letter “I” after ‘‘Company,” in the sixth line. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


731) granting a pension 


BELLE R. CLEMENTS, 


Mr. HUTTON. I call up the bill (S. 2549) for the relief ot Belle R. 


Clements. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Belle R, Clements, widow of the 
late Bennett A. Clements, surgeon United States Army,and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HuttTon) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2549) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Isabella R. Clements, have considered the same, 
and report the bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The report of the Senate committee fully sets forth the facts in the case. They 
are as follows: 


‘(Senate Report 1424, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2549) for the 
relief of Belle R. Clements, have re-examined the same and report: 

“This claim was reported adversely May 8, 1888, on the ground that ‘there is 
no testimony on file showing that the pension she is now receiving is not ade- 
quate for the present support of claimant, and her own statement that she is en- 
titled to $50 per month, on account of her late husband’s Jong and faithful serv- 
ice, is not deemed suflicient to warrant favorable action.’ 

“The bill was recommitted May 25, 1888, additional testimony having been 
filed as follows: In affidavit executed May 22, 1888, claimant states that she was 
married under the name of May Isabelle Clements, but that, her maiden name 
being Rutherford, the initlal R. has since been habitually inserted in her cor- 
respondence and so used as a part of her name, and that the name Belle is 
simply a contraction of Isabelle; that at the time of her late husband’s death he 
was the senior major in the Medical ane of the Army, and had been for three 
months eligible and entitled to promotion to the grade of lieutenant-colonel, 
which vacancy was caused by the retirement of Surg. Gen. Robert Murray, 
and that he failed to receive his promotion for the reason that the vacancy in 
the grade of Surgeon-General remained unfilled for several months; that the 
late surgeon’s service was exceptional, owing to his long marches on the front- 
ier, in the Seminole war, and the war of the rebellion; that he was principal 
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operator in the field hospitals of the Army of the Potomac, and was constantly 
engaged in most difficult and trying surgical operations; that the constant strain 
to which he was subjected undermined his health and made him less able to re- 
sist the attacks of disease than he otherwise would have been; that his death 
was due primarily to pneumonia, which resulted in the rupture of a blood ves- 
sel; that she has no other source of income than that now allowed by the Gov- 
ernment; and that she has two minor children receiving each a pension of $2 
per month; that her necessities are pressing and hard to endure. 

“In a letter dated May 23, 1888, John Moore, Surgeon-General United States 
Army, states that he knew the late officer from the first year of his service in 
the swamps of Florida to the time of his death; that there was not another 
medical officer inthe Army who was so continuously on duty, or so frequently 
on kinds of duty where great hardships were undergone or great responsibility 
incurred; that during his thirty years of service, with the exception of three or 
four months at the close of the war, when broken down by sickness, he never 
had but three months’ leave of absence ; in this respect a record unequaled in 
the service; that as there is no similar example of devotion to duty in the medi- 
cal service in the Army there can be no good reason to fear that this increase of 
pension would become a precedent for other claimants; that the widow is 
greatly in need of the increase asked for, and that the writer sincerely hopes 
the claim may receive favorable consideration. 

‘**Claimant’s explanation of her change of signature, referred to in the former 
report, a copy of which is hereto appended, seems to be satisfactory, as all ofthe 
papers signed by her are in the same handwriting; and her statement that her 
necessities are pressing and hard to endure is corroborated by Surgeon-General 
Moore, General George Crook, and Surg. Gen. John B. Hamilton, of Marine- 
Hospital Service. 

‘The facts in the claim seem to warrant favorable action, and your commit- 
tee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.”’ 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, this is another of the increase bills, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the same order be made in this case 
as in the preceding one; that is, that it be made a special order for July 
12 under the same conditions as the other bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 








MRS. CATHARINE SINNOTT. 

Mr. SPOONER. Task to call up the bill 5490, granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine Sinnott. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catharine 
Sinnott, widow of Patrick Sinnott, otherwise known as Edward Clark, late a 
member of Company F, Fortieth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
54%) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott, respectfully report : 

Mrs. Catharine Sinnott is the widow of Patrick Sinnott, who enlisted and 
served as a private, under the name of Edward Clark, in Company F, Fortieth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The evidence on file in the Pension Office seems to satisfactorily show that the 
soldier, prior to his enlistment, was a healthy, able-bodied man. From the re- 
cords of the Surgeon-General’s Office it appears that during the last month of 
his military service he was sick in hospital at Richmond, Va., with intermittent 
fever, until the time of his final discharge May 24, 1865. 

It also appears in evidence that from the time of his discharge the soldier was 
an enfeebled, broken man, incapacitated in body and mind. 

He died November 4, 1867, less than two and one-half years after the termina- 
tion of his army service. 

There is a discrepancy concerning the immediate cause of his death—the pub- 
lie record stating it as ‘* consumption,” and the attending physician as *' inflam- 
mation of the brain.’ There is also other testimony on file, of acquaintances 
and neighbors, that after his discharge from the service the soldier labored un- 
der apparent brain difficulties as well as physical infirmities. 

The case, in brief, is this: 

A healthy, able-bodied young man, twenty-three years of age, enlisted in the 
Army; he was in hospital sick with intermittent fever from April 24, 1855, to 
May 24, (865,when he was discharged the service; he returned home broken 
and disabled in body and mind, and, after lingering in that condition through 
less than two and one-half years, died either of consumption or inflammation 
ofthe brain, and in the circumstances disclosed your committee think it of slight 
importance to determine which was the immediate cause of death. He leaves 
surviving him his widow, poor and dependent upon her own manual! labor for 
her support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. DELILAH WHIPPS. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I call up the bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief 
of Mrs. Delilah Whipps. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di 
rected to place the name of Mrs. Delilah Whipps, widow of Lloyd Whipps, late 
a private in Capt. Joseph J. Jones’s company, in the war of 1512, on the pen 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3764) grant- 
ing a pension to Delilah Whipps, have considered the same, and report as fol- 
lows: 

The husband of the claimant, Lloyd Whipps, was a member of Capt. Joseph 
T. Jones’s Company, of Colonel Bowie's Thirty-fourth Regiment of Maryland 
Militia, from July 22 toJuly 25, 1814, and in Captains Veich’s and Jackson’s com- 
panies from July 25to July 31, 18M. He was granted a land warrant, No. 88729. 
His widow’s claim for pension under the general laws was rejected on the 
ground of insufficient service. 

It appears by a report from the Third Auditor, United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, that four days’ pay was allowed to privates in Captain Jones’s company 
for going to rendezvous and returning home. By counting the days of enlist- 
ment and of discharge we have ten days of actual service with the companies, 
which, with four days’ travel, make the requisite period of fourteen days re- 
quired in this class of cases under the general law. 

The claimant is seventy-eight years of age, and in poor financial circum- 
stances, 
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Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier’s service was sufficient to 
warrant the allowance of a pension to his aged widow. 
They recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HIRAM R, ELLIS, 


Mr. FORD. I call up the bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to 
Hiram R. Ellis. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram R. Ellis, formerly first licu- 
tenant and adjutant of the Twenty-cighth Michigan Infantry,and pay him a 
pension as of the rank of first lieutenant,in lieu of the pension allowed him 
under the general pension law of the rank of sergeant of Company I, Fifth 
Michigan Cavalry, from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. Cu1pMAN) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 881) 
having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 

The claimant was a sergeant in Company I of the Fifth Regiment Michigan 
Cavalry during the war of the rebellion. In September, 1864, he was promoted 
to be first lieutenant and adjutant of the Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan 
Infantry, in which capacity he served until the close of the war. 

Hie afterwards applied for a pension upon the ground of a disability from 
hemorrhoids contracted in the line of duty. A pension was granted him by 
the Bureau of Pensions as of the rank of sergeant. He now seeks to be pen- 
sioned as of the rank of first lieutenant. 

From the papers on file in the Pension Office and from numerous affidavits 
submitted to the committee, they find the following facts: 

That Ellis was first annoyed with hemorrhoids in July, 1863, while he was 
serving in the capacity of sergeant, but that he speedily recovered from said 
ailment and continued in the performance of his duties without intermission or 
recurrence of said disability until after he was promoted to the rank of first 
lieutenant, That at the time of his said promotion he was in good health and 
performed the duties of his position without physical hindrance until he went 
on a march with his command from a point 20 miles north of Gallatin, Ky., to 
Nashville, Tenn., on or about the 4th and 5th of December, 1864. Said march 
was a continuous one and oceupied about thirty hours’ continuoustime. After 
said march and upon his arrival at Nashville, the claimant discovered he had 
contracted a serious case of hemorrhoids, caused by the exertion and exhaus- 
tion consequent upon said march, That thereupon and thereafter said disa- 
bility became permanent and firmly established. 

The above facts have been substantiated by affidavits submitted to this com- 
mittee, two of which affidavits are hereto annexed. Your committee believe 
that the disability from hemorrhoids which Ellis contracted while he was 
serving as a sergeant had been entirely cured a long time before he was pro- 
moted to be first lieutenant, and that the disability from which he now sutfers 
was incurred originally while acting as first lieutenant as aforesaid, and they 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


SraTr or MicrIGAn, County of Allegan, ss: 


In the matter of petition of Hiram R. Ellis, late first lieutenant and adjutant 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 


Personally appeared before me, a notary public duly authorized to adminis- 
ter oaths in said county and State, William b. Williams, who, being duly sworn, 
deposes and says: That affiant was camp commandant of the said regiment of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., during the months of August, September, and October, 1864; 
that during that time and on and after some time in August the petitioner was 
first lieutenant and adjutant of said regiment, and was almost constantly in my 
presence at headquarters while on duty; that I had good opportunities to be- 
come informed as to his physical condition; that I have every reason to believe, 
and do believe, it was good—at least he performed the duties of his office in a 
very satisfactory manner; that had he been affected with any ailment or dis- 
ease to a noticeable degree during the period above named, I should probably 
have observed it; that his apparent good health continued until the regiment 
left Kalamazoo for Louisville, Ky., on the last of October, 1864. I saw peti- 
tioner subsequently at Louisville, Ky., early in the following November, and 
he was then in the enjoyment of his usual good health, and was as active and 
interested in the performance of his duties as usual. 

Affiant further states that he bas no interest, either direct or indirect, in the 
presentation of this petition,and that he makes this affidavit solely for the pur- 
pose of aiding in doing justice to a good soldier and worthy citizen. 

W. B. WILLIAMS. 
STATE OF MicHIGAN, County of Allegan, ss: 

Sworn to and subseribed before me this 4th day of January, A. D. 1888; and I 
further certify that [| read said affidavit to said affiant before he signed the 
samc, and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the matter of this peti- 


tion. 
F. E. FISH, 
Notary Public in and for Allegan County, Michigan. 


STATE OF MicHIGAN, County of Calhoun, ss: 


In the matter of petition of Hiram R. Ellis, late first lieutenant and adjutant 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Infantry, for change of rank. 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
Norris J. Frink, whose residence and post-office address is Marshall, Mich., 
and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid petitioner as 
follows: 

At the organization of the aforesaid regiment I was captain of Company A, 
and my official duties with the adjutant were necessarily frequent, to such an 
extent that I saw and conversed with him during the months of September, 
October, and November, 1864,several times each and every day. Aside from 
that, we were together socially much of the time, and I am confident that if the 
petitioner had at that time been in ill health or suffering from disease of any 
kind to an appreciabie extent I should have known it. What I wish to say is 
that if he was in any way afflicted with disease it did not prevent him from per- 
forming his duties in an active and energetic manner, 

He continued to be as active and energetic as almost any officer in the com- 
mand, until while the regiment was engaged in conducting a wagon train from 
Camp Nelson, Ky., to Nashville, Tenn.. in the month of November and early 
part of December, 1564, the petitioner was subjected toa severe and exhaustive 
strain upon his body by continuous saddle riding, and particularly the day and 
night before reaching Nashville, Tenn., he was continuously in the saddie,and 
after that complained of severe suffering from piles, asthe result of the exhaust- 
ive nature of his duties on the occasion referred to. I was constantly associated 
with him from that time on until the regiment was mustered out in June, 18 66, 
and know that he at times complained of suffering from piles while the com- 
mand was in the service. 

1 believe that his permanent disability from piles was the result of the arduous 





minaret clack Nel Re 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 6, 





duties he performed on or about the 4th or 5th days of December, 1864, and that 
his disability, if he had any, prior to that time, would not be considered as affect- 
ing him to a pensionable degree. 

1 know the petitioner to be a man of good reputation, and one whose state- 
ments can be relied upon, and make this affidavit solely that justice may be done 
a worthy ex-soldier and a worthy man. 

I further declare that I have no interest in his petition, except as above stated, 


and am not concerned in its prosecution. 
NORRIS J. FRINK, 
Late Major Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that Lread said affidavit to said affiant and acquainted him with its con- 
tents before he executed the same. I further certify that 1 am in no wise inter- 
ested in said claim, nor am I concerned in its prosecution. 
Witness my hand and seal this 13th day of January, 1888. 
[SPRAL.] JAMES M. PARSONS, 
Nolary Public, Calhoun County, Michigan. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARSHALL BURTRAM. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. I call up the hill (H. R. 9029) for the 
relief of Marshall Burtram. 
The bill is as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marshall Burtram, of Lewis 
County, Kentucky, late first sergeant in Company K, Fortieth Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtram, have had the same under consideration 
and make the following report: 

Marshall Burtram, Company K, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, 
was enrolled on the 19th day of August, 1863, at Grayson, Ky., and was honor- 
ably mustered out with company December 30, 1864, as first sergeant. 

While at Camp Lebanon, Ky., October 15, 1864, from lying on the ground and 
other exposure he contracted a severe cold, which resuited in lung disease. He 
was treated in the hospitalat Lexington, Ky. He has taken medicine since his 
discharge from the Army, but has not improved in health. From the affidavits 
of his comrades his statements are sustained as to his exposure and cold and 
lung disease. 

Jarrett and John Zurusstate that they were intimately acquainted with claim- 
ant for anumber of years prior to his enlistment, and to the best of their knowl- 
edge he was a stout, healthy man. 

John Patten, a comrade, was on guerd some time with claimant, and says: 

“The night being damp and cold, claimant contracted asevere cold. He was 
very hoarse and complained of his lungs during the remainder of his term of 
service; affiant was with him during the time above referred to.” 

This was in October, 1864. The said Patten further stated that “ claimant was 
ordered to a certain cross-road on the road leading from Lebanon to Salt River, 
in command of a guard of ten men; they remained on guard some time,” and 
while so on guard and in line of duty he contracted the cold complained of and 
disease of lungs. 

Lieut. H. E. Evans, of Lexington, Ky., states that— 

“At Lebanon, Ky., October 15, 1864, claimant contracted a severe cold, which 
afiant believes affected his lungs. Prior to this time claimant was a stout, 
healthy young man, and after October 15, 1864, he complained more or less of 
his lungs until he was discharged.” 

Jarrett and John Zornes say that they believe that claimant is notable to earn 
enough to support his family, and they are well acquainted with him and have 
been for many years. 

Dr. Lewis A. Grimes, the examining surgeon, certifies: 

“In this applicant I find pain (slight) at base of chest and beneath the sternum ; 
frequent cough, attended with Fa ge mcmeracar of pear!-colored sputa, not readily 
mixing with water; deep and full inspiration, provoking severe cough, moist 
bronchial rales, resonance percussion, and the vocal resonance not materially 
affected, respiratory member somewhat weakened over upper portion on both 
sides, fast walking for fifteen minutes in front of my office provoking cough 
attended with sputa; a little or very small streak of blood. Should say appli- 
eant had chronic bronchitis.” 

The claimant applied for a pension—No. 349068, His claim was rejected be- 
cause the Commissioner decided that his disease was not contracted in the sery- 
ice. 

Your committee therefore make this favorable report, and recommend the 
passage of the bill with the following amendment: 4 ; 

Strike out “‘Burtram” wherever that name occurs in the bill and insert 
“Burtrum,”’ 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
MRS. CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I call up the bill (S. 2274) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Catharine K. Whittlesey, 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Catharine K. Whittlesey, 
widow of the late Maj. J. H. Whittlesey, United States Army, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BLIss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6289) intro- 
duced by Mr. Voornesrs, have considered the same in connection with bill 8. 
2274,and report back the Jatter bill (S.2274) with the recommendation that it 
pass as a substitute for the House bill referred to. : 

They adopt as their report the statement of facts correctly set forth in the re- 
port of the Senate Committee on Pensions, as follows: 

“(Senate Report No. 966, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2274) granting 
an inerease of pension to Catharine K. Whittlesey, have carefully examined the 
same, and report: ; 

“The claimant, Catharine K. Whittlesey, widow of Maj. James H. Whittlesey, 
filed her declaration for a pension, by reason of the death of her husband of dis- 
ease contracted in the service of the Government, September 2, 1886, A pension 
was granted January 28, 1887, “for malarial poison and resulting disease of the 
liver,” rating the pension to which she was entilled at $17 per month, commence 
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ing August 2,1886. The bill asks that the widow be pensioned by special act of 
Congress at the rate of $10 per month. ; 
“The husband of the claimant graduated in 1844; promoted a second lieu- 
tenant September 18, 1845, first lieutenant October, 1817, captain October 22, 
and major of the Fifth Cavalry November 12,1861; retired as major November 
30, 1863. He was in active service of the Government in Louisiana in 1845; In 
the military occupation of Texas to January 29, 1846; in Kansas June, 1846; 
served in the Mexican war, 1848; on field service in New Mexico to November 
13,1851; stationed in Kansas in 1854; New Mexico in 1855; in Oregon in 1861; 
with the Fifth Cavalry in the Army of the Potomac to May, 1862; on special 
duty at Harrisburg to February, 1863; mustering and disbursing officer at Con- 
cord, N. H.,to February, 1865; commanding Camp Randolph, Madison, Wis., to 
July 3, 1865; recruiting service to February 4, 1867; on special service at Win- 
chester, Va.,to June, 1868; professor of military science, etc., at Cornell | ni- 
versitv, New York, to February 21, 1870; secretary and treasurer of the Soldiers 
Home near Washington, D. C., to July 5, 1881. ; 
“The above record shows that Major Whittlesey was continuously in active 
service from 1844 to May 21, 1867; that he was on frontier duty; that he served 
in the Mexican war, and was especially noticed for gallantry at the battle of 
Buena Vista. 
ous Indian engagements, and exposed tosevere hardships during these expedi- 
tions; that after he had been retired by reason of physical disability he was 
assigned to special duty for nineteen years, in all of which positions he gave 
satisfaction to his superior officers, There are but few that can showa prouder 
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through various parts of the body, as the abdomen, legs, arms, shoulders, and 
chest ;’ that as stated by the affiant in former aftidavit, three orfour days be- 
fore soldier's death he had a conversation with him in which he described his 
feelings as follows: That he had “ sharp, cutting pains in right inguinal region, 








| darting and shooting pains affecting the right and left thoracic region, especially 


The evidence in the papers further shows that he was in numer- | 


or more honorable record in the service of his Government than Major Whit- | 


tlesey. 

“The Commissioner of Pensions, under what he construes to have been the 
cause of the death of Major Whittlesey, as shown by certificate of disability 
dated in 1852 and under the strict letter of the law, has given the widow the 
pension only of the widow of a first lieutenant, while the record shows that he 
held the rank of captain in active service for nine years and of major for two 
years before he was retired,and that he was in active service or assigned to 
special duty with the rank of major from 1861 to 1881, a period of twenty years. 
The cause of death, as certified, was malarial fever, and the record shows that 
after his service in the Army of the Potomac in the Peninsula he was granted 
sick leave for malarial trouble. At that time and for a year anterior to it he 
held the rank of major. D. L. Huntington, surgeon, United States Army, cer- 
tifies, under date of August 23, 1586, as follows: 

** This is to certify that 1 was the medical attendant of Maj. J. H. Whittlesey, 
United States Army (retired), during the years from 1876 to 1880, both inclusive, 
while he was an oflicer of the Soldiers’ Home, near this city. During this 
period he suffered more or less continuously and severely from chronic in- 
flammation of the liver, and with attacks of acute inflammation of the deode- 
num. Iam inclined to believe from his condition and history that this trouble 
orignated in the line of his duty while an officer of the Army in active service, 
and was due to exposures incurred in the early part of the civil war.’ 

“Tf this certificate is to be taken as true, the widow of Major Whittlesey, 
under the law and as a matter of right would be entitled to a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month, the rate allowed the widow of a major. 

“Your committee would recommend that Senate bill 2274 be amended, in 
line 8, by striking out the word * forty’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
‘twenty-five,’ and as amended the bill is reported favorably, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. CATHARINE PETERSON. 

Mr. WICKHAM. 
to Mrs. Catharine Peterson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


I call up the bill (H.R. 3913) grantinga pension | 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Catharine Peterson, widow of 
. 


Anthony Peterson, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirty-seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers, to date from the ist day of July, A. D.d$s0, the date of the 
death of said Anthony. 

The report (by Mr. Tnompson, of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 3913, 
beg leave to submit the following report : 

Anton Peterson, the husband of the applicant, who is a widow, was a first 
lieutenant in Company F, Thirty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and also a captain of Company G, One hundred and seventh Regiment Ohio 


Volunteer Infantry. At the time of his death he was receiving pension for hernia | 


incurred while such lieutenant, 

The application for a pension by the widow has been rejected by the Pension 
Bureau, on the ground that the disease, angina pectoris, of which her husband 
is said to have died, had no pathological connection with the hernia for which 
he had been pensioned. 
medical referee, to whom the case had been referred, 
used the following language: 

** | consider it best to adhere to the rejection of this claim. In the first place, 
hernia is not one of the causes that of itself is likely to produce the effect on the 
nervous system which is herein described, and it has not so far been recognized 
as a cause of angina pectoris by any authority in medicine. * * * In my 
opinion, no pathological sequence can be established between hernia and an- 
gina pectoris.”’ 

Much evidence of medical gentlemen acquainted with the deceased, and his 
condition for a long period prior to death, was taken. 

Dr. Charles H. Rockwood testified, November 4, 1880, that he had practiced 
medicine fourteen years; that he had been well acquainted with the deceased 
for eight years prior to that date, and knew that he had suffered a long time 
with hernia; had been unable to work on account of it, and that he had died 
on the Ist day of July, 1880, from angina pectoris, superinduced by his physical 
condition and hernia, 

In another affidavit filed in August, 1881, he says that three or four days be- 
fore his death the soldier deseribed to him his syniptoms, as follows: F 

“Sharp, cutting pains in right inguinal region, and darting and shootiug 
pains affecting the richt and left thoracic region, especially the left, in the re- 
gion of the heart; severe pain in the left shoulder and extending down thearm. 
Did not see the soldier again till called to his death bed. Held a post mortem 
and found heart in a healthy condition, but somewhat atrophied; hernia not 
strangulated ; stomachand intestinesin healthy condition. From all symptoms 
gathered from friends and personal observation, affiant pronounces it a case of 
angina pectoris,superinduced by an excessively nervous condition ofthe system, 
originating primarily from the hernia and its surroundings.” 

The same gentieman, in another affidavit dated March 14, 1883, says that he 
lived ‘next neighbor” to the soldier two or three years,and “ presumesthat he 
saw him every day” during that time; that he “had many talks with the 
soldier about his complaints ;’’ was aware that he suffered a great share of the 
time on account of hernia and effects upon a naturally nervous temperament; 
that the soldier told him, affiant, that he * often suffered from severe pains from 
the hernia and surrounding parts, such as severe darting and cutting pains 


In his report the referee 
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This determination was based upon a report made by | 
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the left, in region of the heart, and that taking everything into consideration, af- 
fiant sincerely believes that soldier's nervous prostration was occasioned by her- 
nia; that he died from the effects of the hernia upon an exceedingly nervous 
temperament in the form of neuralgia of the hea or angina pectoris.”’ 

rhe same witness further testifies, in an affidavit filed January 2, 1854, substan- 
tially as in former affidavits, adding that frorf all the symptoms as described to 
him, the soldier’s pains from the hernia, together with an exceedingly nervous 
condition of the system, originating directiv from the hernia, he pronounced 
it a case of angina pectoris. ‘T hernia, ting pains, 
produced and was the cause of the same 

Dr. Allen Cross also testified, in an aflid 


et 








with the shooting and dar 


ivit filed September 


3, IS81, that he 



















had been practicing medicine for thirty-nine years; that he knew the soldier 
well and intimately; knew that he was suffering f 1 rnia inguinal re- 
gion, and compelled to wear a truss; that! I had been consu L im the 
; and that be had ‘“‘ no doubt that the rupt was t cause of t s i 
8 it ofttimes prostrated him, causing exha ng} sands pte 


vectoris,”’ 

































Dr. N. 8S. 8. Cromwell testified, in an affidavit file ry 2, 1884, that 
had eticed medicine for five year that he had 1 uainted with the 
soldier four or five years; that he agrees with Dr. R < Ww sstatement that 
t *r existing circumstances and the condition of the soldier when accom- 
Pp ed with the pains, as stated by Dr. Rockwood, and in affiant’s opinion, 
death would ensue from the cause named (hernia), which would produce angina 
pectoris, as in the case of the soldier 

Dr. R. Bb. Collier testifies, in an affidavit filed January 2, 1354, that he is a 
regularly educated physician in actual practice; that he is acquainted with Dr. 
Rockwood, and concurs with him in regard to the soldier's case 

Your committee are led irresistibly to the conclusion that the death of the 
husband of the applicant was caused by the hernia which originated in ti 
service, and for which he was at his death receiving a pension. 

The medical referee in his decision proceeds on the theory that sold 
died of angina pectoris, which he says could not y gicallv proceed fro 
hernia. It will be observed that the physicians in charge and acquainted with 
the soldier's case do not say without qualification that he died of angina pec- 
toris. Dr. Cross says that the ri ire “ caused exhausting painsand symptoms 
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na pectoris.”’ Dr. Rox 
pr yunces it a case of angina pectoris 
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sively that for years he suffered in the inguinal region severe and continued 
pains; that they extended to the other parts of the body, including the left 
thoracic region; that he consta y grew weaker, the painscontinuing until his 


No other cause of his death appears, 
the evidence in the case, nor in the medical 
If there could be any reasonable doubt 


prostrating pains from th 


nor is iteven hinted at in any of 
referee's report. 

that the continued, excessive, and 
hernia, having their legitimate effect upon a natu- 
rally nervous temperamer i the death of the soldierthroughtheir effect 
upon his heart, such doubt, you ymmittee feel, should be solved in favor of 
the applicant, and they do therefore recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing bill, 






The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. FANNIE A. BOYD. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I call up the bill (IT. R. 9963 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, widow of Capt. O. B. 
Boyd. 

The bill is as follows: 
¢ it enacted, efc., That the iry of the Interior be,and he is her 
horized and directed to incre the ion of Fannie A, Boyd, 
‘apt. O. B. Boyd, Eighth United States Cavalry, to $50 per month, in lie 
-nsion she is now receiving, to date from the ps 

The report (by Mr. Buiss) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, have 
and report as follows: 

Capt. Orsemus B. Boyd entered the military service of the United States as a 
corporal in Company I, Eighty-ninth New York Volunteer Infantry, on the 1st! 
day of September, 1861. He was then but seventeen years of ag Iie was 
active service and was mentioned for gallantry at Roanoke Island, N. ¢ 
battle. For his bravery he was promoted to the rank of second lieutenant 
Company D, One hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteers, on Sey 
ber 5, 1862. It is stated that in this company he commanded his fi 
brother, who were private soldiers therein. 

On February 4, 1863, he was honorably discharged from the One : 
forty-fourth New York Volunt , having accepted a cadetship at the Mi 
Academy at West Point, N. Y. He was graduated therefrom and appointed 
second lieutenant, Eighth Cavalry, June 17, 1867; promoted first lieut« 
tober 13, 1868, and captain June 26, 1882. He died in camp, near G 
Mex., July 23, 1885, of “‘ acute dysentery incurred in line of duty.’’ Ne 
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of his period of service wasspent with his regiment in Arizona, Texas, and New 
Mexico, where he assisted in developing our great inland resources. He died 
at the early age of forty-one, after twenty-four yearsof faithful and gallant sery 
ices in the interest of his country. 

The claimant, Mrs. Boyd, is now a pensioner as the wi 
atthe rate of $20 per month. Herlate husband left herr 
and she has none of her own. She is herself in ill health, brought on, as s 
claims, by the exposure which she endured while with her husband in the 
Southern Territories. Her family physician, Dr. J. 8. McLain, ce 
‘she is suffering from a physical disability which would prevent he zm 
livelihood by her own endeavor.” Her children are not old enough to render 
her a support, but rather to demand a mother’s attention and care, 

Your committee report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “ fifty,” in line 6, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ forty.” 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be sent ove: 
to the full House under the same conditions as in the other cas« 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CATHARINE PETERSON, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the bill (H. R. 3913) has 
been acted upon by the committee, but I ask unani 
cur to it in order to move an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 
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permission asked by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
18 granted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend the bill by striking out all of 
the bill after the words ‘‘Ohio Volunteers,’’ in the eighth line. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I do not object to the amendment of the bill so 
as to climinate the provision for arrears. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: | 

! 


After “Ohio Volunteers,’ in line 8, strike out ‘‘to date from the Ist day of 
July, A.D, 1880, the date of the death of said Anthony.” ’ 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It has been the custom of Congress for ten years 
to grant no arrears in these cases. 

‘The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

ALEXANDER J. COLLINGE. 

Mr.CONGER. Teall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2176) grant- 
ing a pension to Alexander J. Collinge. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander J. Collinge, late a mem- 
ber of Company A, Thirty-ninth Regiment Hlinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2176) 
granting a pension to Alexander J. Collinge, respectfully report: 

That Alexander J. Collinge was a sergeant in Company A, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ilinois Volunteers. He enlisted in September, 1861; re-enlisted as a vet- 
eran in 1864, and was finally discharged December 16, 1865. 

Upon re-enlisting, he was granted the usual furlough promised and given to 
veterans pen their re-enlistment, and furnished Government transportation to 

Jhicago, Ill.; and, while traveling to his home upon said furlough, in April, 
1864, he was injured by an accident to the railroad train upon which he was. 
The soldier, in his affidavit, states the circumstances of said accident as follows: 

‘*When passing through the State of Ohio, near Crestline, the train on which 
he was met with an accident, which he understood was caused by cattle on the 
track, He knows he was thrown from his seat in a coach, and the next circum- 
stance he has any remembrance of was he was in a hotel in Crestline in a bed, 
cared for by some parties not known to him. He was told that he was pinned 
in between two seats when found.” 

» — permanent injury to the soldier by said accident was a serious double 
ernia. 

Dr. Charles M. Clark, late surgeon of the soldier’s regiment, testifies: 

** He (said Collinge) reported to me the 26th day of May, 1864, with a double 
inguinal hernia (oblique) while I was at Bermuda Hundred, Va., the said hernia 
being caused by railway accident while on his way home on veteran furlough. 
He was a sound man at date of enlistment. The circumstances of his case I 
remember by reason of having applied truss, etc.”’ 

Hiis claim for pension has been rejected upon the ground that the soldier was 
not in the line of duty at the time of receiving said injury, because section 
4700 of the Revised Statutes provides that soldiers on veteran furlough, while 
‘with the organization to which they belong, shall be regarded in the admin- 
nee of the pension laws in the same manner as if they were in the field or 

iospital.”’ 

The ground upon which rejection in this case was founded seems to your com- 
mittee extremely technical and inequitable. The facts are that veteran fur- 
loughs were offered as inducements to re-enlistment; that Collinge was upon 
detached service at the time the members of his regimental organization re-en- 
listed and departed upon their veteran furlough; that he also re-enlisted, but 
started upon his furlough at a little later date than his comrades, because they 
had already gone when he rejoined his regiment from said detached service; 
that he received the same veteran furlough as his comrades and was furnished 
Government transportation in the same manner; that his injury, which has 
most seriously disabled him (as appears by the report of the examining board 
of surgeons, on file), was received through no fauit or negligence upon his part. 

Your committee think that,in view of the circumstances above mentioned, 
the soldier's claim for pension is equitably entitled to the same consideration 
as if,at the time of receiving said injury, he had been *‘ with the organization”’ 
to which he belonged. They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARIA HULSE, 


Mr. CARUTH. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9911) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Maria Hulse, dependent mother 
of Silas Hulse, who was a soldier in the Mexican war,and subsequently joined 
the regular Army of the United States, and was killed in the service of his 
country. 


The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9911) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs, Maria Hulse, have considered the same, and report as fol- 
lows: 

The claimant is the mother of Silas Hulse, who was a private in the Mexican 
war under Major Churchill, and subsequently enlisted in Company D, Third 
United States Infantry (February 27, 1849), and was killed accidentally by a 
wound at Sante Fé, N. Mex., August 23, 1849. The records are incomplete as to 
full circumstances of death, but it is accepted at the War Department as being 
accidental and in line of duty. : 

The claimant, Mrs. Hulse, is now in her eightieth year, in destitute circum- 
stances, almost blind, and dependent upon the charity of her friends and neigh- 
bors, and she has been dependent upon her own manual labor for support ever 
since the death of the soldier, her only son. She had two daughters, but they 
are now dead. 

Many prominent citizens of Lou'sville, Ky., unite ina petition for her relief. 

Her claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because there is no general 
law allowing a pension to mothers or widows of soldiers who died prior to 
March 4,1861. In asimilar case the honorable Commissioner of Pensions has 
recommended the passage of a special act to meet the deficiency of the general 
law. 

Your committee believe that a pension should be granted to this old and des- 
titute mother, whose son’s death in the military service of his country has de- 
prived her of his assistance in her time of need. 

Your committee recommend the bill do pass. 


ete 


FOogtge OONCREHSQTONAT. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Cc. T. MAPHET. 

Mr. PETERS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 217) grant- 
ing a pension to C. T. Maphet. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penion-rolls C. T. Maphet, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, he having been a private in Com- 


pany D, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, and now living at Olcott, in Reno 
County, Kansas. 


The report (by Mr. MorriLi) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 217) 
granting a pension to C. T. Maphet, submit the following report : 

Charles T, Maphet enlisted August 12, 1863, asa private in Company D, Fifteenth 
Kansas Cavalry, and was discharged for disability January 27, 1865, on account 
of sore eyes. The evidence of the disability of eyes in service and since dis- 
charge is complete. Dr, W. D. Hoover, who had charge of the hospital at Paola, 
Kans., in 1864, says that his eyes were badly inflamed and that he treated them. 
First Lieut, Abraham Ellis, of the same company, says that in the latter part of 
November or fore part of December, 1863, the soldier took some inflammatory 
disease, which resulted in sore eyes. 

The case at the Pension Office was rejected because it was claimed that the 
disease existed prior to enlistment; but Dr. J.B. Davis, his family physician, 
says he knew him from 1861 and he was sound at enlistment, and that he was 
entirely free from any ailment of the eyes at or prior to that time. The only 
evidence of weak eyesis the opinion of the surgeon recommending his dis- 
charge. We think, however, the evidence of the family physician, who knew 
him at the date of his enlistment and who says he was sound, should be taken 
in preference to the opinion of the surgeon,who did not know him at enlist- 
ment, and who can only express an opinion at the time of his discharge. But 
admitting that the soldier's eyes were weak at the time of enlistment, the fact 
remains that the Government accepted his service in the condition he then was, 
and for eighteen months he discharged all the duties imposed upon him. 

It is not a violent assumption thatif the soldier had remained at home receiv- 
ing proper care he would have soon entirely recovered from the disability, even 
if it existed. The Government accepted his services, and it resulted in a very 
seriousinjury to his eyes, for it is abundantly shown that the disability was 
— ee serious when he was discharged than it was claimed to be when he 
enlisted. 

Your committee insist that eighteen months’ faithful service ought to act as 
an estoppel on the Government from setting up a claim of prior disability. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
ilouse with a recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTIN N. KELLOGG. 


Mr. RICE. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1556) granting a 
pension to Martin N. Kellogg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin N. Kellogg,a Mexican war 
veteran, who served in Company H,Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $72 a month,in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 

On motion of Mr. CHEADLE, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the report was dispensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. Butss) is as follows: : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1556) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin N. Kellogg, have considered the same, and re- 
port, adopting the statement of facts as presented in the report of the Senate 
Committee on Pensions, as follows: 


‘(Senate Report No. 346, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


‘Martin N. Kellogg, late of the Sixth regular United States Infantry, has 
been in receipt of a Mexican war survivor's service pension since the 29th Janu- 
ary, 1887, under the act of that date, at $8 per month, His disability is that of 
total blindness, with which he has been afflicted many years; and his condition, 
aside from such pension, is that of helplessness and entire dependence on his 
wife and minor daughters. 

‘‘ His character and conduct during over thirty years’ residence in Minnesota 
have been without reproach, and are favorably certified to from personal knowl- 
edge by Messrs. Ramsey, Sibley, and Marshall, three ex-governors of that State, 
with whose testimony the member of the committee making this report would, 
if permissible, most cordially concur, The act in question makes no provision 
for allowances based upou degrees of disability, and the rate is limited to that 
he now receives. The pensioner is sixty-six years of age, and in his disabled 
condition can not long bea recipient of the public bounty. 

* During his closing years the country can better afford to make him comfort- 
able than to permit him to remain in want; and to that end the committee re- 
port favorably upon the bill and recommend its passage.”’ 

Your committee also deem it proper to present the statements of ex-Governor 


Marshall in full, as follows: 
“Sr. Pau, January 10,1888. 

“Tcertify,on honor, that I have known Martin N. Kellogg,who has made the 
within affidavit, for about thirty-seven years. I believe him to bea man of 
truth and veracity. He is aman of strictly temperate habits and of good moral 
character. From his general physical appearance in allthe years I have known 
him, I believe he has been a man of impaired health, and think it quite credible 
that his affliction of blindness has come indirectly from the exposure and sick- 
noss which he had in the Army, as he states, I know the truth of what he says 


about his indigent circumstances. 
“WM. R. MARSHALL, 


“ Ex-Governor of Minnesota.”’ 


This statement is concurred in by ex-Governors Alexander Ramsey and Henry 
H. Sibley and ex-United States Senator Henry M. Rice. 

Your committee report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE E. WELLS. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. [I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 965) 
granting a pension to George E. Wells. 





RPWMNORT TDOgTI In 





1888. 





The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the name of George FE. Wells, late a member of the 
Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, be placed on the pension-roll of the United 
States, by the Secretary of the Interior; and that he be allowed and paid here- 
after the sum of $24 per month, as in the case of other pensioners, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
adding at the end of the bill the words, ‘‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.’ 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 
not agreed to, and that there be inserted in lien of the words recom- 
mended by the committee the following: ‘‘ And that he be paid a pen- 
sion of $8 per month from the date of the passage and approval of this 
bill.’ The report in this case is quite long and I think | can make a 
statement which will present the facts more briefly. The whole ques- 
tion in the case is as to whether or not at the present time the claim- 
ant is disabled in a pensionable degree. 
until July 5, 1882, at the rate of $4 per month. Itwas proven by the 
evidence that when discharged in 1865 he was discharged because of 
paralysis incurred in the service. The proof was strong upon that 


point; there was no question about it; and the pension was granted in | ; 


1882 at the rate of $4 per month, carrying arrears up to July 5, 1882, 
when it was to cease because of a so-called lapse in the evidence at that 
time. He applied to be reinstated. 

I should say, by the way, that within a couple of years after he came 
home from the Army, having served in the artillery branch of the 
service, he participated in a celebration which took place in his town, 
and was so unfortunate as to have his right arm blown off above the 
elbow. Of course, he does not claim a pension on account of the loss 
of his arm, but his case is one which justifies at least reasonable lati- 
tude in passing upon the merits of the claim and the evidence by 
which it is supported. As I said before, the whole question is whether 
the disability exists now in a pensionable degree. The committee in 


~ 


Y 


, 


He was granted a pension | 
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Mr. Chairman, I move that the amendment be 


their report find from the testimony in the case that he is totally dis- | 


abled for the performance of manual labor. It is proper to say, too, 
that there was certain evidence before the committee which was not 
before the Pension Department. The committee propose to amend the 
bill by inserting the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws.’’ That would place the claimant in this position: 
He must go back to the Department and fight over again the old ques- 
tion as to whether there is a pensionable degree of disability. I would 
rather have the bill thrown aside entirely than passed in that form, 
because the controversy on that point has already been carried on for 
several years between the claimant and the Department. Therefore, I 
propose that the amendment of the committee be rejected, and that in 
lieu thereof there be inserted a provision granting a pension at $8 per 
month. 

The amendment of-Mr. BooruMAN was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY KELLEY. 

Mr. HIRES. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 945) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Kelley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of tiie Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary Kelley, widow of Daniel Kel- 
ley, late private of Company B, of the Eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll, and pay to her a pension, subject to the rules 
and regulations of the Pension Office. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 945) 
granting a pension to Mary Kelley, have had the same under consideration, and 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mary Kelley is the widow of Daniel Kelley, who served as a private in Com- 
pany B, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, from July 23, 1861, to July 26, 
1364. Her claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau, on the 
ground that the fatal disease, inflammation of stomach, of which he died Sep- 
tember 16, 1876, was not chargeable to the military service. 

is is alleged that the disease was a sequence of chronic rheumatism contracted 
in the service. This claim is not admitted by the medical referee. 

It is of record that the soldier contracted anasarca and rheumatism, and was 


treated therefor in the service ; and that he was a great sufferer from the latter | 


until death, is conceded. It is also shown that for some weeks prior to death 
he was hardly able to move without assistance, and while in this condition re- 
ceived a severe fall, after which he was never able to get up again. The fall 
caused a stoppage of the bowels, and finally died of gastritis, as diagnosed by 
the attending physician, who, however, had no knowledge of the soldier's pre- 
vious condition. 

In support of the claimant's allegation that chronic rheumatism was the prin- 
cipal factor in the soldier's death cause, she has filed an able medical opinion 
of Dr, E. H. Bell, of Philadelphia, Pa., a medical expert upon this class of cases, 
in which it is held that rheumatism might superinduce gastritis and death. He 
also refers to several medical authorities, among which, G. B. Wood's Practice, 
volume 1, page 535; Dacosta’s Medical Diagnosis, third edition, page 444; Cho- 
mel, Des Dyspepsies, and J. Russel Reynolds’s System of Medicine, 1880, volume 
3, pawes 53 and 55. He quotes from the latter as follows: 

‘“Weakened states of general system or of the stomach, which diminishes 
the secretion of the gastric juice, are also frequent causes of inflammatory irri- 
tation. Inflammation of the stomach has also been observed to follow the re- 
trocession of gout and acute rheumatism. 
Clin, Med., vol. 2, page —, where the author states, ‘I have observed a case 
where the retrocession of the pains from the joints was followed by vomiting 
and diarrhea.’”’ 

Of this, however, the medical referee says there is no evidence. The death of 
the attending physician from discharge to death precludes the possibility of 
procuring medical evidence on that point. Being established, however, be- 
yond any question that the soldier was reduced by reason of rheumatism to 
such an extent as likely to produce the results admitted by the highest medical 
authorities as sequential thereto, it is the opinion of your committee that what- 
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Chere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that 


t it do pass. 
MRS. 


VIRGINIA GRIER. 





Mr. MAISH. TI call up for consideration the bill (S. 123) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Int r be. and he is y, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pr s and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. \ 1 Grier, widow of 
William N. Grier, late brevet brigadier-general and colone! of the United States 
Army; the pension of the said Mrs, Virgina Grier to | tt rat er 

nth 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the report was dispensed with, and it ; ordered to be printed 
the REcorD, as follows: 

The Comm e on Pensions, to whom was ferred th S. 12 gra ng 
4 pension to Mrs. Virginia Gr ive examined the sa vd re sf vs, 
to wit s : 

In view of the advanced age of the claimant (she being ty seventy vear 
old), and in view oft ) ind honorable services ¢ ite husband. Ger 
eral William N. Grier (exhibited in the annexed statem«¢ ym the Ac g Ad 
jutant-General), your com! te recommend that the a Impanying do 
pass 

The military record of G il G 3 l l heret le pa . 
report. 

War Derartm ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFIC! 
Washington, February 11, 1588 
Statement of the military service of William N. Grier, late of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from September |! 

to July 1, 1835, when graduated and appointed brevet second lieutenant F 





15, 1836; first lieutenant April 14, 
goons April 20,1861; lieutenant- 
nel Third Cavalry Au ! 


promoted second lieutenant June 
3.1846; major ond Dr 


and cok 


Dragoons 
1838; captain August 2 se 


t 





1866: retired December 15, 14870. 

He received the brevets of major March 16, 1848, “for gallant and meritorious 
conduct in the battle of Santa Cruz de Rosales;"’ of colonel May 5, 1862, *‘ for 
gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Williamsburgh, Va.,”’ and of 


torious services during 


the war.”’ : . 
He joined his regiment in October, 1855, and served therewith in the Indi 
Territory to Octobe 1837: on leave to March, 1838; 


in 
on recruiting service to June 





1839; with regiment in the Indian Territory to September, 1840; on duty at the 
United States Military Academy from September 14, 1840, to June 20, 1841; with 
regiment in Kansas, the Indian Territory, and Iowa to June, 1846, and in the 
war with Mexico to July, 1818; on leave and conducting recruits en rouie to 


regiment toJuly, 1549; with regimentin New Mexico to (participating 
dition against Apache Indians, being engaged in the skirmish at ‘*Too-koon- 
kurré Butte,’ Red River, New Mexico, November 17, 1519, where he was 
wounded in the left breast) June, 1852; on recruiting service to October, 184; 
with regiment in New Mexicoto August, 1855; on the march to andin California 
to April, 1857; on leave to October, 1557; withregimentin Washington Territory 
and Oregon (being engaged in expeditions against the Spokane and other hos- 
tile Indians) to August, 1861; en route to Washington, D. C., and from October 
11, 1861, to April 21, 1862, was inspector of cavalry in the Army of the Potomac; 
he commanded his regiment in that army to August 4, 1862, being engaged in 
the Peninsular campaign, and was wounded in the battle of Williamsburgh, Va., 
May 4, 1862; superintendent volunteer recruiting service and chief mustering 
and disbursing officer for the State of Ohio to September, 1862; on court-martial 
duty at St. Louis, Mo., to February, 1863; superintendent volunteer recruiting 
service and chief mustering and disbursing officer for the State of lowa to June 
12, 1865; assistant provost-marshal-general, superintendent volunteer recruiting 
service, and chief mustering and disbursing officer for the western division, 
State of Pennsylvania, to April, 1866; superintendent mounted recruiting serv- 
ice to May, 1868; conducting recruits to and from July 12, 1368, commanding his 
regiment in New Mexico to May, 1870, and In Nevada to October 16, 1870; and 
under surgical treatment at San Francisco, Cal.,to November 27, 1870; with reg 
ment at Camp Halleck, Nev., to December 15, 1870, upon which date he was re- 
tired, at hisown request, after thirty years’ service, under the actof July 15, 1870 
He died at Napa Springs, Cal., July 8, 1885 


in ex pe- 





J.C. KELTON 


y Adjutant-Ge l 


Ai ; 
and 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. LOANDA SHERMAN. 
Mr. GEST. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2604) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mrs. Loanda Sherman, w ; 


Sane t 
iow ot 


Urial Sherman, who was a private in Company A, of the One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case and 


id recommend that this bill do 
pass. 


[Senate Report No. 1253, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (S. 2604) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman, have examined the same, and report 

Claimant is the widow of Urial Sherman, who enlisted as a private in Com- 
pany A, One hundred and eighteenth lilinois Volunteer Infantry, August 15, 
1862, and was trausferred to Veteran Reserve Corps August 31, 1864, and mus- 
tered out of the service September 2, 1865. 

Claim was rejected December 28, 1887, on the ground that the cause of the sol- 
dier’s death, pneumonia, was not due to the rheumatism er chronic diarrhea of 
service origin; neither claimed nor shown to have been otherwise chargeable 
to his military service. 

The testimony in the case is as follows: In her affidavit, filed February 20, 1886, 
claimant states that she is unable to furnish the testimony of her family physi- 
cian, showing the continuance of her late husband's disabilities each year since 
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he returned from the Army, for the reason that he was disgusted with treatment 
while in the rvice l< sequently had no medical treatment until the time 
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Dr. Ferris attended him, whose affidavit is already on fik 

y i it oT sot t c V\ Depa tmer Sil w i! » late Sod r treat if r icm 
rhoids, chronic rhet nd lumbayo while in the service. 

J iflidavit filed At ist 29, 1885, Henry M. Fortney, of New Sharon, lowa, 
test 8 that the s lier « acted chronic diarrhea in the service, disabling 
] r mili du 

In affidavit filed A t 29, 1885, John Wright, of Blandinsville, IL, test 
that the sold “ und and able-bodied man prior to his enlistment in 
th rvice 1 ti ‘ racted ¢ onic diarrhea and rheumatism in the 
Tar id co ed iffer from the said disabilities to the date of his deat 
in! 

in aifidavit filed August 29, 1885, N. A. Alton, of Biandinsville, Il., testifies 
that the soldier was ef! , with chronie diarrhea at the date of his return 

‘ © continued to suffer to the time of his death. 
Au 1885, G e W. Conkey, of intain Green, Tl, 
j was a perfec sO i man at the date of hisenlistment 
i » the se } itin Ss from chronic diarrhea and gen- 
eral debility th ine of his return from the service to April, 1574, the ate 
of his death 

In affidavit filed August 29, 188), Dr. Leonard F. Ferris, of Fountain Green, 
J testifies that I was well ace iinted with the soldier for several years be- 
fore his enlistment i th rs and he belie that said soldier wasin od 
physical health, and had been otherwise affliant would have known it: that 
he treated him in July and August, 1868,for chronie diarrhea and general de- | 
bility, and for the sam ause in April, 1875; that the soldier had considerable 
derangement of the liver and frequentattacks of rheu m, for which he took 
more or] patent med that he tre: he soldier again in January, 1874, 
for the same form of disease, and at this had,in addition to his f¢ 
disease, a fori of iwhitis; that he began treating the soldier again on 
J, i874, for bronchitis and pneumonia, and treated him on April 3, 4 ‘ 

on which last-menti« 1 day he died; that the case was so complicates 
the soldier's neral d such that he could not be relieved 

in affidavit tiled M 1, 1#S6, Dr. Ferris testifies that at the time of the soldier's 
last sickness his system was much worn ont by diarrhea and rheumatic attacks 
from which he had been suffering, and that for a considerable time befor« 
last attack he had been having a form of bron« , and that the soldier took 
cold, which brought on pheumonia, which, owing to his weak condition, re- 





sulted in death; that the soldier's heaith had become so impaired by chroni« 
diarrhea and rheumatism, and his vitality so reduced, that the final atiack of 
disabilities mentioned proved fatal. 

In affidavit filed November 3, 1887, Dr. Ferris testifies substantially as above. 

It is shown by the evidence in the case that the late soldier contracted chronic 
diarrhea and rheumatism in the service,and continued to suffer from the said 
disabilities to the date of his death. His case was also complicated with bron 
chitis and pneumonia, believed by the physician who attended him during his 
illness to have been superinduced by adebilitated condition of his physical sys- 
tem, consequent upon continued attacks of chronic diarrhea and rheumatism 

Che cause of rejection is pot warranted by the facts in the claim, and the case 
should have been allowed under the general pension laws, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the examiner who submitted it for admission. 

The evidence is sufficient to have granted the soldier a pension on account of 
chronic diarrhea and rheumatism from the date of his discharge from the serv 
ice to the time of his death, bad heapplied. It is nowhere shown that the claim- 
ant’s death was caused by pneumonia alone, but all the proof is to the effect that 
he died from a complication of diseases, among which was chronic diarrhea and 
rheumatism 

The claim seems to be a meritorious one in every respect, and your commit- 
tee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
















The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it co pass. 

JANE ANN BURNS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. _§Iask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3897 
for the relief of the widow of Col. M. W. Burns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jane Ann Burns, 
widow of Michael W. Burns, late lieutenant-colonel Seventy-third Regiment 
New York Volunteers, at the rate of $0 per month, from and after the passage 


of this act (subject to all other limitations and provisions of the pension laws), 
the same to be in lieu of all other pension paid him. 

The report (by Mr. Ci1pMAN) is as follows: 

The claimant herein, Jane Ann Burns, is the widow of Lieut. Col. Michael W. 
Burns, of Seventy-third New York Volunteers, whose death from disabilities 
incurred in the service occurred December 7, 1883. Previous to his death, in 
1880, he filed declaration for pension, alleging gunshot wound in left breast, Au 
gust 27, 1862, at the battle of Kettle Run, Va. It was a contusion, and caused 
him great trouble and pain, and was the cause of constant suffering until he 
died, as above stated. The claim was allowed in favor of the widow for gun- 
shot wound and resulting heart and kidney disease, and the rate was fixed at 
$20 per month. 

The bill under consideration asks that the pension of claimant be increased 
to $50 per month, on the ground of long and faithful and efficient services ofthe 
dead soldier and the needy condition of the claimant, 

His army services were marked by great energy, and he was always found in 
the front ranks leading and encouraging his men on to victory. The commit- 
tee deem it unnecessary to go into details in regardto Colonel Burns’s military 
eareer while serving his country in the late war. 

The following letter addressed to the chairman of this committee will show 
the value of his services: 

“Wasninoton, D. C., June 18, 1888. 

“Dear Str: Understanding that a bill is before your committee to increase 
the pension of the widow of General Michael Burns, deceased, I have the honor 
to state that this officer entered the Army as a subordinate in the Second Fire 
Zouaves, New York, in April or May, 1861, which regiment was the fourth 
raised by me, forming part of the Excelsior Brigade. Ile continued to serve 
under my command in the Second Division ef the Third Army Corps, an‘ after- 
wardin the Third Army Corps until the last campaign, when he served under 
Hancock in the Second Corps until the close of the war. He was an oflicer of 
great merit and distinction, rising almost from the ranks to the grade of colonel 
and brevet brigadier-general. Each promotion was given him for meritoriou 
and gallant conduct in battle. 

“Beloved and appreciated by his regiment and the troops of the division and 
corps in which he served, his memory is warmly cherished by his comrades 
and by a host of personal friends in New York, to whom he was well known, 
and all of them, comrades and friends, deeply sympathize with his widow in 
her bereavement, General Burns was a generous, open-handed soldier, earn- 
ing his own living in civil life after the war, and refused to ask for a pension, 
although deserving it for the severe disabilities from which he suffered and 
which prematurely shortened his life by reason of exposure and pulmonary af- 
fection contracted in service, 
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Deprived of her only support in consequence of the death of her husband, 
‘ sed by disease contracted in the service, the small addition of $30 a month to 
her pension now asked for is only a ht recompense and recognition of the 
gr ant services rendered by General Burns. General Burns left no estate. and 
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I eV e relief e bill ought to be fore sub- 
mita favorable report and recommend the passag 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move to amend this by bill striking out, in lines 


Sand 9, the words ubject to all other limitations 
the pension laws,’’ which seem 
the end of the bill by inserting 
typographical error. 

Mr. MACDONALD. In regard to the first amendment proposed by 
the gentleman, I suggest it may operate against his bill. In one case 
this session I had occasion to have those words inserted. If it should 
be necessary wnder the bill to ask for an increase the pensioner would 
not get it unless words of this kind were in the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Very well; I withdraw the first amendment, and 

a vote on the amendment to strike out ‘‘him’’ and insert ‘‘her.’’ 
ic amendment was agreed to. 

CHEADLE, I ask that this bill go over to be considered with 
hers of similar character on the evening of July 12. 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill will take that 
The Chair hears none. 
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CARBIE V. MILLER. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I call up the bill (S. 3021) 
a pension to Carrie V. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie V. Miller, a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, and pay her at the rate of $25 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Morrit) is as follows: 

Yourcommittee adopt the report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 1466, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

Among the testimonials which accompany the petition in support of the bill 
granting a pension to Mrs. Carrie V. Miller, as a volunteer nurse during the 
late civil war, isthe following from the eminent physician, Dr. D. W. Bliss, dated 
May 2, 1854: 

‘{ recall with great pleasure the efficient and most valuable service per- 
formed by Mrs. C. V. Miller as a volunteer hospital nurse in the Department 
of Washington during the late war. Iam sure much suffering was prevented 
and many lives saved by her timely and judicious personal attention. She 
spent her time and money without stint, and deserves special consideration for 
the sacrifices she made in expressing and sustaining a vigorous Union senti- 
ment. This was the more noticeable from the fact that she was a Virginian by 
birth and education, and the ouly member of her family who cultivated Union 
sentiments, 

“Very respectfully, etc, 


granting 





“D. W. BLISS.” 

The above from Dr. Bliss explains very satisfactorily,in general terms, the 
character and quality of Mrs, Miller’s services. But no general language can 
convey a distinct impression of her works of charity and beneficence. This can 
be gained only from narratives of individual experience, such as isfurnished by 
Corporal Francis F. Downing, of Company F, One hundred and eighth New York 
Volunteers, who, under date of June 16, 1479, wrote as follows of Mrs. Miller to 
the late President Garfield: 

‘J was a corporal of the One hundred and eighth New York State Volunteers, 
Company F, and lost my right leg at Fredericksburgh on the 17th day of De- 
cember, 1862, under Major-General Burnside. On Christmas Day I arrived at 
Washington, and for a period of six months lay first at Trinity Church and then 
at St. Elizabeth's Hospital. Typhoid fever set in when I was exhausted by loss 
of blood and exposure,and my life was despaired of by the doctors. But this 
good woman nursed me back to strength and life. 

“It was her money which brought my wife from Rochester, N. Y.,to my bed- 
side and maintained her during three weeks of waiting for the crisis in my 
fever, and then at her own expense returned her to Rochester, besides giving 
her $36in cash. Mine was not an exceptional case by any means, but this noble 
lady, who was simply a volunteer nurse, spent her time and her fortune in the 
care of the wounded soldiers, furnishing at her own expense wines and deli- 
cacies not otherwise to be procured. It is my earnest wish that you will assist 
this good woman, to whom I owe my life. Iam not alone in wishing her well, 
and many names should sign this letter instead of mine alone, but that I know 
not where my comrades are; some are dead; all are scattered. 


“Yours, respectfully, 
“FRANCIS F. DOWNING.” 

In addition tothe above, and other evidence not quoted, General Augur, re- 
tired, ealled on the chairman of the committee and corroborated the statements 
made as to the value and efficiency of Mrs, Miller's services as voluntary nurse 
during the war, and of her contributions to the comfort of invalid soldiers, and 
stated that the same occurred within his observation and official knowledge. 

A case so clear and meritorious as this needs only to be dealt with on the basis 
of justice ; and it is not to excite sympathy, but merely to state truth, that the 
committee add that ill health and reverses have brought the beneficiary under 
the bill to great need. 

The committee, cordially approving the bill, recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SARAH RIDDLE. 
Mr. JOSEPH. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9732) granting a 
pension to Sarah Riddle. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subiect to the provisions 
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mendation that it do } ; 

WILLIAM ACK t 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I call up the bill (H. R. 2776) grantingay 
sion to William Jack i 23 - ‘ ( 

The bill was read, as follow ( ‘ 

Be it ena i. etce.. Thatthe S re of the Inte 1 < s her i I 
thorized and directed to] >on the pension-ro ubject tot pre or i 
limitations of t pension lawea, the n of W un J , late ay ule ith : 

Sevi nty-third Ohio Volunteer Infaatry f 

The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) is as follows: 

This soldier was gr ed a pension of $8 per m« 1, comn i i 
for chronic 1 imatis wh 1 was afterwards in sed to r? t! ‘ ‘ ¢ ‘ 
mencing May 28, 187 Afterwards,on the 20th day of November, 187 r : 5 
plaint that his disal ty was not contracted in the military se) eof the! i : oa ; . 
States, he was dropped from the roll of pensioners 

A yvreat deal of testimony has been taken and filed in the Pens i i 
support of the original application,in support of the « ‘ yon 
was dropped from the rolls,and in support of appli mi to rest t . : 
the rolls, which was rejected 

From this evidence it appears that William Jack enlisted on the 12th day « ata ae 
November, 1861, in Company H, Seventy-tl Ohio Volunteer Infants ‘ . 
was honorably discharged therefrom on the 2Ilst day of November, 1862, on sur r 
geon’s certificate of disability Phe surgeon's certificate describes the disa ’ 
ity as follow : : ; 

“*Laxity and weak: s of the ligamentous tissues surroundiug the a ‘ ; ont aa a ‘ ‘ f sia 
joints, rendering him unable to march any distance : : ; ap eee : : : 

The soldier claimed, and in support of his original application satisfied the 4 es * rage at , . 

Pension Office, that this condition, which has grown worse ever since his d . wa Se eae _—— 7 : 

charge, together with a similar affection of the ha was caused by rheuma oe * p = y . me ot * . - 
tism contracted in the line of his duty 2s a sold near Falls Chu Va ‘ : \ oe oy ee oe p ; 
about the 5th day of October, 1562 ‘ ‘ 

rhree di it examining rted in the cas i Cha I : + ohcecgyses 
son, February 2.1871; Dr. Rh. W. Enon, September 4, 1S73: an B. Fray ; oat ~ 
September 6, 1875, and May 28, 1877—and ali agreed that the tv resul = , 
from rheumatist and their opinions were corroborated by t oa : 
nei bors of the idier, who had known him from childhood ne thet : 
never had rheumatism prior te 3 enlistment, but suffered w t 1s , 
from the time of his return from the Army Pending the pr gto di ; 2 
him from the rolls a special examiner took the testimony of eighteen \ 
among whom were a number of those who had b re testified ins ort ? te ; 
soldier’s claim, and notwithstanding they had before testified t ud been | , ; . 
afflicted with rheumatism from the time of his return from the Army, and not seen ee 
withstanding the instructions to the s} ial examiner | v { } , a P _— 
inquire *‘ whether he (the soldier) had rheumatism orany < ¥ to ‘ 
extremities,”’ 5 tion as to whether he had rheuma ' : tis : 4 , 
ferred tod } mination of these witnesses, and tiie [a ie © isthat = 7 
the fact that he was so afflicted could not be successfully estioned " ; 

The exan however, sought to show that the soldier's feet were deformed | Mr. CHIPMAN I move to amend i y i the 
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word ‘‘fourth,’’ in line 5, the words ‘‘ One hundred and,’’ so as to read 
‘One hundred and fourth Regiment.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNA M. ARNOLD. 


Mr. ADAMS. I call up the bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Arnold, widow of John Arnold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., ThattheSeeretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Anna M. Arnold, widow of John 
Arnold, late of Company C, Forty-first New York Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case, and 
find that the soldier, John Arnold, husband of the claimant, enlisted June 6, 
1861, in Company C, Forty-first linois Volunteers, and received a shell wound 
in action, which resulted in amputation of the right arm, for which he was pen- 
sioned, The stump of the right arm never healed, causing irritation and ne- 
crosis of the bone, and ultimately convulsions, which caused his death Decem- 
ber 2, 1886. 

The claim of the widow for a pension was rejected on the ground that the sol- 
dier’s death from convulsions was not the result of amputation of the right arm, 
for which he was pensioned, and that his death was not due to his military 
service. . . + 

The testimony in this case shows that the soldier was sound physically and 
free from convulsions prior to his enlistment, and that it was not a hereditary 
disease in his family. The stump was a short one, the dressing ragged, as the 
arm was torn away by a shell,and resulted in inflammation of the bone, necro- 
sisof bone, and convulsions, and then death, 

ihe soldier left the claimant, his widow, and five children under sixteen 
years of age, and left nothing to support them when the pension he drew was 
stopped at his death. 

The committee think that a liberal consideration of the testimony warrants 
the conclusion that the soldier’s death was traceable to his army service, and 
therefore recommend that this bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EMILY J. STANNARD. 


Mr. GROUT. I desire to call up the bill (S. 2657) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily J. Stannard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily J. Stannard, widow of the 
jate George J. Stannard, brevet major-general of volunteers, and to pay hera 
pension at the rate ot $100 per month, from and after the passage of this act, in- 
stead of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


A similar bill, granting a pension of $75 per month to Mrs. General Stannard, 
has been favorably reported by this committee, and is now awaiting the action 
of the House. 

Believing the case to be eminently meritorious, the bill is herewith returned, 
with the recommendation that it pass; amended, however, by striking out the 
word ‘‘one,”’ in line 5, and the word *‘ hundred,” in line 6, and inserting therein 
instead the words “ seventy-five.”’ 


Mr. McMILLIN. I believe this bill is of the same class as those 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. GROUT. I think if the gentleman will examine the bill he 
will see that itis not of the same class. The report which has been 
read is the report on the Senate bill. The report upon the House bill 
states the circumstances more fully. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is one of those cases where an increase of pen- 
sion is proposed, 

Mr. GROUT. But there are special grounds for the increase asked 
in this case. This application is based upon the invalidism of Mrs. 
Stannard, who is paralyzed, and can neither feed nor dress herself. 
She has also an invalid daughter. In the report upon the House bill 
there is a letter which more fully explains the grounds on which it is 
proposed ‘to allow this increase. 

This is not the usual case of pensioning a widow who is in ordinary 
health; the special circumstances in this case are that this widow, be- 
sides being entirely destitute, is in a helpless condition physically, and 
has also an invalid daughter. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I happen to remember the case of General Paul, 
who was shot in such a wayas to cause blindness during the remainder 
of his life, and who for a period of twenty years was a great sufferer. 
The bill to pension his widow is now on the Calendar, but it goes over. 

Mr. GROUT. In that case is the widow disabled? 

Mr. McMILLIN. She is not. 

Mr. GROUT. But this widow is disabled. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Wedonot pension widows on the ground of their 
disability, but on account of their relation to the soldier who may have 
been disabled or killed, 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; and we take their children and pension them 
when they are disabled. Hereis a daughter; the pension is not in her 
name, but is granted to the mother, covering the whole ground of dis- 
ability, the daughter being a helpless invalid as well as the mother. 
A reputable surgeon of the city of Burlington certifies the mother can 
neither feed nor dress herself. 

The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions reported in this 
case favorably a pension for $75 a month, the only one he will consent 
to. The special grounds which are stated are taken as entirely sufli- 
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cient to justify the exception. The gentleman, I hope, will see that it 
need not go over on that account. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the House report read. 

Mr. GROUT. The Senate report was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You stated there were additional facts, 

Mr. GROUT. Only what I have stated as in the House report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood you to state there were additional 


facts. 
Mr. GROUT. I have stated them from the report of the House 
Committee. This is a Senate bill. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have made a report on both the Senate and 
House bills. General Stannard was one of the most distinguished offi- 
cers of the war. His widow is incurably paralyzed, and the daughter 
is a permanent andincurableinvalid. Onthatstate of facts an increase 
of $75 a month was recommended. One or more of the members of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions who have heretofore voted against in- 
crease of pension voted for this one, saying it was an unusual and ex- 
traordinary case. The report is a long one. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the wish of the committee? 

Mr. GROUT. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the House vote on it. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill asamended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the House bill 9543 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation thatit be laid 
upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MRS. MINERVA EAGLE. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER, the bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle was called up for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to increase the pension to $50 per month of Mrs. Minerva Eagle, widow of 


Commodore Henry Eagle, who was an officer of the Navy of the United States 
from 1818 to 1882, 

The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8988) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Minerva Eagle, have considered the sameand 
submit the following report: 

The record shows that Henry Eagle, the late husband of the applicant, was 
appointed a midshipman in the Navy January 1, 1818; served in succession on 
the Independence, the Macedonian, Washington, and Erie until promoted to 
lieutenant, to rank from March 3, 1827; then served on the Natchez, the receiv- 
ing ship at New York; the Erie, at the naval rendezvous, New York; and on 
the Yorktown until commissioned commander, to rank from June 4, 1844. Per- 
formed land duty until October, 1847, when ordered to the home squadron. 
During the period of eight months he was military and civil governor of Fron- 
tera, Tobasco, Mexico; also collector of the port. 

In September, 1849, he was ordered to special duty under the Bureau of Con- 
struction, and remained there until December, 1852. He then was ordered to 
command the Princeton, and on September 14, 1855, was promoted to captain. 
April 25, 1861, mail and telegraph communication being interrupted between 
Washington, D. C., and New York, he volunteered to the commandant navy- 
yard, New York, to carry dispatches to the Navy Department; on arrival at the 
Department he volunteered for-the command of the gunboat Monticello (late 
Star), and was ordered to command that vessel. 

May 19, 1861, he was engaged in the attack on Sewell’s Point Battery, Vir- 
ginia; May 31, 1861, he was ordered to command the Santee; August 4, 1862, he 
was promoted to commodore from July 16, 1862; and on January 1, 13863, was 
placed on the retired list; April 21, 1863, ordered to special duty at Washing- 
ton, D. C.; October 7, 1865, detached and ordered as inspector of the eighth 
light-house district; July 21, 1866, he was detached and placed on sick leave. 
He died at New York on the 26th of November, 1882. 

His widow is pensioned at $8 per month under the Mexican pension act of 
January 29, 1887, She was married to the officer in August, 1833, and is now in 
her seventy-second year. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. WHEELER. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let it go over to be considered July 12, under 
the same conditions as the bills already postponed to that date. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam willing to accept $30 a month, rather than 
let it go over, as it can not be considered then, there being twenty cases 
already postponed to that time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Very well. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman consents to let it go through at 
$30 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 

ass. 
- RALPH P. WILBORN. 


On motion of Mr. OSBORNE, by unanimous consent, the committee 
took up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to 
Ralph P. Wilborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ralph P. Wilborn, late a private in 
Company F, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr, ATKINSON. I move to dispense with the reading of the report. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

Tbe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9733) 
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granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn, having had the same under considera- | 


tion, make the following report : 

It appears from the records of the War Department that claimant was enrolled 
and mustered into the United States service at Camp Andy Johnson, September 
30, 1861,as private of Company F, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, to serve 
threo years, and was mustered out with company at Victoria, Tex., December 9, 
1865. 

He filed an application for pension on the 24th day of March, 1880, and alleged 
in his declaration that while he was in the service and at home on furlough in 
the State of Kentucky on or about the 15th day of February, 1564, he was 
wounded by gunshot by guerrillas, and furtherstated that said parties attempted 
to rob and murder him by shooting atand wounding him in the left arm 2 inches 
below the shoulder-joint. 

Notwithstanding the strong proof hereinafter stated in support of the case 
the claim was rejected by the Pension Office upon the following grounds, to 
wit: 

‘The claimant was not in the line of duty when he received the gunshot 
wound,” 

In support of the said allegation the claimant, Ralph P. Wilborn, makes oath 
and says that on or about F uary 15,1864, while at home on furlough, in the 
State of Kentucky, he received a gunshot wound at the hands of a party of 
guerrillas, who attempted to rob and murder him by shooting him in the left 
arm 2 inches below the shoulder-joint; that he was in line of duty and under 
the charge of Capt. John Evans when he received said wound, and that he is 
only able to work about half of his time. 

He also states in an affidavit, filed September 14, 1883, that there was no pei 
son at his house at the time said guerrillas came there except his family, con- 
sisting ot his wife and three small children. 

John R.and Nancy Lyons, of Barren County, Kentucky, state on their oath as 
follows: That they are well acquainted with Ralph P. Wilborn, and have been 
for the last forty years past, and know that he enlisted asa private in Company F 
Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Infantry, and that while inthe service of the 
United States as asoldier, in February, 1864, while he was at his home in Barren 
County,Kentucky, he received a gunshot wound. The affiant, Nancy Lyons, says 
that on or about February 15, 1864, at night, the applicant came to her father’s, 
Joseph Lyon's, house, Barren County, Kentucky, and he had a fresh wound 
of left arm; seemed to have been done by gun or pistol shot. Applicant told 
this affiant and her father’s family at the time that a squad of guerrillas had 
come to his house and arrested him, and as they started out of his house h 
broke loose from them and ran; while running they fired at him, wounding 
him {n four places, but none of the wounds were of a serious nature, except the 
wound of the left arm. 

James Briggs and A. C. Jones, of Barren County, Kentucky, state on oath as 
follows: 

That they were at applicant's house, in Barren County, Kentucky, in Febr 
ary, 1864; applicant was then suffering with gunshot wound of leftarm. ‘T! 
applicant and his family told them at the time that the applicant had been ar- 
rested the day before by some guerrillas, and, in making his escape from them, 
he was wounded in his left arm. 

They also state in their affidavit that they know the above statement to be 
trueand correct, by reason of their acquaintance with the applicant, by reason of 
living close neighbors to the applicart prior to and subsequent to the late wat 
and by being members of the same company and regiment, and by being at 
their homes, in Barren County, Kentucky, on furlough at the time applicant 
was wounded as aforesaid. 

Hon. D. L. Hawkins, Assistant Secretary of the Interior Department, to whom 
this claim was appealed after being rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions 
and after affirming the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions, closes up his 
opinion by using the following language, to wit: 

“If the applicant can show to the satisfaction of Congress thatthe wound was 
received at the time alleged, without any fault or improper conduct on his part, 
and because of his conmection with the service, the claim would seem to be one 
for favorable legislative action.” 

The committee have carefully considered all the evidence in the case, and find 
that the soldier re-enlisted as veteran volunteer January 3, 1864, and that he 
was granted thirty days’ veteran furlough, and while at home on said furlough 
was wounded by a band of guerrillas, from no fault or negligence on his part. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and reconimend its passage. 


There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ABEL G. RANKIN. 
Mr. MCKINNEY. I ask consent to call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abel G. Rankin, late of Company 
F, Tenth Maine Volunteers, and pay him a pension atthe rate of $72 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 286 
granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin, having considered the same, beg leave to 
adopt the report of the Senate committee as its own, which is as follows: 

* This claimant is now receiving a pension of $50 a month for toial and per- 
manent disability, requiring the constant aid and attendance of another per- 
son, under the act of June 18,1874. The act of June 16, 1880, provided that all 
persons then on the rolls at $50 a month should thereafter receive $72 a month 
instead; but it made no provision for such pensioners as might subsequently to 
its passage become disabled to the same degree. 

**Rankin’'s case in such aone. He became totally disabled since the passage 
of the said act, and consequently receives only $50 for the same disability that 
would entitle him to $72 if it had reached the total and permanent degree pre- 
vious to its passage. 

“Abel G. Rankin enlisted May 3, 1861, as a private in Company F, Tenth Maine 
Volunteers, and served until July 20, 1866, being mustered out as brevet major, 
having received his commission tothat rank from President Johnson, in recog 
nition of his gallant and meritorious services, and having won his way from a 
private up, through all the intermediate ranks, on his own merit. He served 
in all over five years and three months. He is now paralyzed and unable to 
help himself at all. His physician, Dr. J. F. Robinson, testifies that ‘he has 
been in an entirely helpless condition since January, 1886, and I have no reason 
to believe that he can recover.’ 

‘Several cases involving the same principle have been reported favorably by 
this committee during this session, and ageneral bill correcting the discrepancy 
in the present law has passed the Senate and is now before the House. 

“The condition of Mr. Rankin is such that early action appears to be neces- 
sary, as his early decease is a enane nal 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 









































The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
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MARTHA J. RUSHFORD 

Mr. CASWELL. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 9540) granting a 

pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow of John Rushford. 

Che bill was read, as follows 

i \ re tary of Inter t i sh le 
tl ind d pension-! su to the strict 
t ns vs, t ume of Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of : shf any F, Sixt th Wis \ ers 
he repor R) was read, as ft 
] clain t ~ 1, was the w J R i t ’ 
he was mustered out of the service, May 1 1865 I sol r Was & private In 
Company F, Sixteenth W onsin Volunteers, in the te war, having enlisted 
December 28, 1863. The soldier drew a pension atthe time of his death fora ’ 
co acted while in the Army. He died January 2 ssl. ¢ 
plication March 31, 188! 
It appears that the deceased had the measles while inthe Army and was under 
treatment therefor, which greatly injured his health; that a discharge on t 
count was tendered him, which he refused to accept, and remained in the se 
to the closeofthe war. His family phy ian testifies thatafter hisd 
| his health was very poor; that he f uently treated him for bronchial difl 
| ties and for catarrh of the stomach and bowels and general impairment of t 
| systen 
Dr. Clark Gapen, of Madison, Wis., the State member of | lof exa g 
| surgeons, after examination of the soldier, states i letter 
| rhey, the board, find him dying of cancer of 1 k, 1 that the stl ‘ 
} attack claimed in his apy ation was abundantly v ied by t f 3 
|} and townspeople.’ 
| Dr. John A. Rice testifies he visited the deceased a short e be sdeath. 
| He found him very low and weak “from the combined effects of tubs ilosis 
of the lungs and from cancer of the face, and from which troubles he th rhe 
| said soldier would die.’ 

Dr. D. O. Bennett examined him about one year previous to his death and 
found him suffering from a cancer, at which time he understood from the pa 
| tient that his left lune was diseased He noticed he ida bad cough at the 
| time, but made no examination of his lungs 
| Che soldier's pension was rejected on the ground that the soldier died froma 
} eancer not contracted in the service 
} It is apparent that the diseased condition of the soldier as he came from the 
j y promoted,if it did not wholly give rise to, the cancer, and that the dis 
} ised lungs and asthma contributed largely to his deat 
| | was left with a large family of children, and it 
| ceased had not entered the military service his cha 
| day were as good as otker healthy men 


rhe bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 

‘The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
DocKERY, the Chairman) was the bill (H. R. 5098) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Babb Hutchins. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a Senate bill, No. 1540, of the same 
title, which the Clerk will report, if there be no objection, in lieu of 
the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Babb Hutchins, a vol- 
unteer nurse in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension during life of 


€25 per month, in lieu of the one now received by her 


The report on the House bill (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as fol- 
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Mrs. Hutchensis now drawinga pension atthe rate of $12 per month, andasks 
by this bill to have it increased to $25. The records show that Mrs. Hutchens 
entered the service as a nurse almost at the beginning of the war, and contin 
ued her valuable services until July 31, 1865. It also app s that while acting 
as nurse, at the Harewood Hospital, in Washington, she received a severe fa 
thereby fracturing her ribs and injuring herself otherwises rely, from which 
injury she has never recovered. 

During her long service as a nurse she spent money freely to relieve the 
cessities of the soldiers in the hospitals. In this way, accordi to t esti- 
mony of many distinguished persons connected with the hospi se e. s 
spent more money than she received from the Government 

Mrs. Hutchens is now about seventy-eight years of age 1a condition of 
solute destitution and ill-health. She is indorsed by physicians x 
Nurse Association, and by prominent citizens of the State of Maine 

bat her services were exceptional and that she incurred a very s« disa- 
bil 1 the service is conceded. She can: in the very nature of th : \ 
many years, and as there are precedents for inting to nurses the rate of pen 
sion asked for in this bill there seems to be no g { reason why this faithfu 


and distinguished nurse should not receive the increase of pension asked for 


There being no objection, the Senate bill was considered, an amend- 
ment striking out the words ‘‘ during life,’’ in the seventh line, adopted, 
and the bill as amended laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill H. R. 5098 was ordered to be reported to the House to be 
laid on the table. 

JEPTHA A. JONES 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S, 
1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A. Jones 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


thorized to place on the pension-roll, subj« . 
of the pension laws, the name of Jeptha A. Jones, late lieutenant and « ipta 
in the Eighty-fourth and One hundred and thirty-ninth New York Vol 


and increase the pension paid to him to $72 per month 


rhe report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows 


ct to the provisions and limitat a 


This committee adopts the Senate report, and recommends the passage of the 
bill: 

“The claimant, Jeptha A. Jones, while serving as lieutenant in Company D, 
Eighty-fourth New York Volunteers, was severely wounded 














2970 





battle of Bull Run. The wound affected his mind, and on account of this he 
was discharged; afler remaining out of service for about a year, however, he 
re-enlisted as captain of Company G, One hundred and thirty-ninth New York 
Volunteers, and remained with his regiment until November, 1863, when his 
old wound compelled him to resign his commission. 

“On account of his injuries he was, about a year ago, stricken with partial 
paralysis and his mind and speech have become affected so that there is no hop« 
of his recovery. There is no doubt about his being totally and permanently 
disabled. He is now drawing a pension of $0 a month for total Selviedens $8, 
under the act of June 18,1874, Dy the act of June 16, 1880, all pensioners who 
were then on the rolls at $50 receive $72 a month; but those that have since be- 
come totally disabled receive but 0a month. Thus, by a discrepancy in the 
law, he receives only $90, while others who have the same degree of disability 
are receiving $72. ‘There is a general bill (S, 1000) which has passed the Senate 
whose object it is to remedy this defect. 

‘ Your committee,in view of the exceptional urgency of this case, recommend 
the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL 


K. HARRIS. 

Mr. SHIVELY. 
ing a pension to Daniel K. Harris. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel K. Harris, late amember o 
Company I, Fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

The claimant herein was enrolled on the 23d day of September, 1864, in Com- 
pany I,Fifty-eighth Regiment IndianaVolunteers,and was honorably discharged 
on the 25th day of June, 1865, In application for pension filed May 27, 1880, h: 
alleges that while on the march from Richmond, Va.,to Alexandria, Va., on 
about the 18th of May, 1865, by reason of the long marches and heavy loads he 
was compelled to carry, he contracted piles, which grew worse on his going into 
camp at Washington, D. C.; that the piles as above stated coniinued to affect 
him badly until discharged and have seriously affected him ever since. He was 
not treated in hospital for the reason that they were on the march, and he was, 
four weeks later, discharged. The claim was approved for rejection January 4, 
1883, on the ground of— 

‘*No record or medical evidence of the existence of piles in service or at date 
of discharge, and claimant’sinability to furnish satisfactory evidence of origin 
in service and in line of duty.” 

Dr. William A. Bailey, examining surgeon, says: 

**T find Daniel K. Harris is in good health except hemorrhoidal tumors that 
sometimes bleed; pain in bowels and thin in flesh. Judging from his present 
condition and from the evidence before me, it is my belief that the said disa- 
bilty did originate in the service aforesaid in the line of duty, In my opinion 
the said Daniel K., Harris is one-fourth of total incapacitated for obtaining his 
subsistence by manual labor from the cause above stated.” 

The evidence produced substantiates the fact that the claimant was sound 
prior to and at the time of enlistment, and free from piles. 

Thomas 8. Andrews testifies that he has been a near neighbor of claimant's 
since 1852; has lived with and worked for him, and says from his own knowl- 
edge that when claimant was enrolled in the service he was a sound, hearty 
man, and free from any disease whatever, and that he was and always has been 
free from piles, 

James A, English, James Green, and Charles W. Morgan testify substantially 
as above, 

The claimant testifies that he can not get the affidavit of the surgeon or assist- 
ant surgeon of his regiment, for the reason that he was not treated by them for 
the piles. Also, that his company officers did not know what was the matter 
with him, and that he himself did not know the full nature of his disease until 
immediately after his return home, when he was examined by his family phy- 
sician, Dr. J. D. Gray, who treated him from discharge, off and on, for said dis- 
ease, until his death in 1870, 

James Green and Charles W. Morgan, who were members of the same com- 
pany, testify that while claimant was in service and in line of duty, on or about 
May 18, 1865, on the march from Richmond, Va., to Washington, he contracted 
piles. They also testify that they have seen claimant every few days since his 
discharge, and know that said piles have continued to affect said claimant from 
the time he contracted same to the present time, greatly incapacitating him 
from following manual labor for a living. 

Thomas A, Anders and James Green also testify as to the continuance of said 
disability up to the present time. 

Dr. George R. Reynolds treated claimant for piles from 1871 to 1876. He says 
he remembers this case quite well aside from the data of his books, and knows 
that from his first treatment, in 1871 until the last two or three years, there has 
beena time nearly every year when claimant would have serious trouble, last- 
ing from one to three or four weeks, with piles. He can not state how much 
he has been continuously incapacitated for manual labor, but he does know 
that claimant has been wholly unable to work at times for a number of years 
because of piles. 

After a careful consideration of the case, the committee are of the opinion that 
the evidence establishes the fact— 

1. That claimant was sound and free from piles prior to and at the time of en- 
roliment, 

2. That it is substantially proven, and all the circumstances — to the fact, 
that claimant's disability occurred in the Army, and in line of duty, as stated. 

3. That said disability had been continuous to the present time, as shown by 
neighbors who have seen him almost daily since discharged, and by medical 
evidence, except from date of discharge to 1870, when his family physician died. 

The committee therefore believe this to be a meritorious case, and submit a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LYDIA CALHOUN. 
Mr. ROMEIS. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 486) grant- 
ing a restoration of pension to Lydia Calhoun. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia Calhoun, widow of William 
Calhoun, of Company I, Twelfth Michigan Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. YoDER) was read, as follows: 


Lydia Calhoun, or Calhoon, was pensioned November 29, 1864, as the widow 
of William Calhoon, who was killed at the battle of Shiloh, April 6, 1862, while 
serving as private in Company I, Twelfth Regiment of Michigan Volunteers. 


I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 9920) grant- | 
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She continued to draw her pension until March 30, 1868, when she remarried 
to one Josiah H. McElfatrick, whereupon her two minor children by the soldier 
were placed upon the pension-roll and continued to draw pension until March 
25, 1877, when the younger child became sixteen years of age. 

The second marriage of Mrs, Calhoun was not a happy one. For years prior 
to her separation from her second husband, by reason of his neglect to support 
her, she was compelled totake in washing and sewing to provide for the neces- 
saries of life. At the January (1581) term of the court of common pleas of Lucas 
County, Ohio, this claimant was granted a divorce from said Josiah H. McEl- 
fatrick,on the ground of neglect and adultery, the decree of said court restor- 
ing to her the name of Calhoun. Shortly after this divorce McElfatrick died. 

The claimant is dependent upon her own efforts for support, and being now 
fifty-eight years of ags, after years of hard toil, her strength is failing her. 

Her good character is certified to by the mayor of Toledo, Ohio, where she 


} resides, and many other prominent citizens, all of whom join in the request to 
|} Congress to grant her relief in her declining years, 


The case seems meritorious, and Congress having grauted relief in similar 
cases, your committee feel justified in returning the accompanying bill withthe 
recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the words 
“restoration of”’ in the title of the same, also strike out the words “ restore to,”’ 
in line 4, and insert therein the words “ place on.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

LEWIS DAVIS. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘TheClerk calls the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier 
of the war of 1812, is a bill which was returned by the Senate with an 
amendment, in which amendment concurrence is recommended by the 
House committee. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill, on page 1, line 4, after the 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this will be reported to 
Senate amendment be 





AT 
via 


o> 


AS 


word ‘‘month,” by inserting “in 


concurred in. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before that motion is submitted, I would like to 
ask if it is the understanding that those members not recognized to- 
night will be recognized in their order at the next pension evening? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a matter entirely in the discretion of 
the Chair; but if the same order is adopted, the Chair will certainly 
follow that order. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
upon to-night? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. MAISH. Recognitions are altogether in the discretion of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar. had directed him to report sundry pension bills with 
various recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

sills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to William C. Lord; 

A bill tH. R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott; 


I was asking if such an order had been agreed 


A bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delila Whipps; 

A bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Collinge; 

A bill (H. R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 

A bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack; 

A bill (H. 2. 8076) granting a pension to Ann M. Arnold, widow of 


John Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

A bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; and 

A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, were severally agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

A bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 

A bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 
of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Bertram; and 





Bills of the foll ig titles, reported from the Committee of the 


: ir, LHOSLAS Wi ) i - 


A bill (H. Rt. 5098) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; 
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and ; es 
j \ bill (1. R. 9543) increasing the pension of Emily J. Stannard. 
5 SENATE BILLS PASSED. j 
¢ : ; | owing } ( : 
A Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of thie onl, 
the \ h ile lio ise, were severally ordere dtoa third reading: and th y B Mr C. L., A N DERS 
; were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: ,’ of Newton Cou 
; A bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine K. Whittlesey; terstate-commerce a to the ¢ 
i A bill (S, 1556) granting a pension to Martin N. Kellogg; Mr. T. M. BROWN of I 
; A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier; | ci ns of etmaitiin t int in ; 
A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman; sachets Utiincties tien Cammaiall ad 
A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; a t 1 of 
A bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin; and o> ineseoned de 
A bill (8. 1173) granting a pension to Jeptha A. Jones. ) Means 
Amendments to Senate bills of the following titles, reported from By M 
the Committee of the Whole House, were severally agreed to, and the a at a 
bills as amended were ordered to a third reading; and they were ac- | ¢ ina J ; 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: gh 
\. bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stan ab ‘ 
and M 
A bill (S. 154 intin pe i t I 1ah Babb Hu ‘ 
Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider t several votes; and also I ' ny NETA} : 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
" The latter motion was agreed to 1 AY ret 
BILLS POS INED. 
Bills of the following titles, in accordance with the recommend n 1 cist ol 
of the Committee of the Whole H e, were postponed to the eve 
4 session of July 12 next, und t ‘ r here re made ! 
, A bill (S. 2547) for the relief of Mh Mat Wilkins Emor 9 
\ bill (S. 2549) for the relief of M Isabel R. Clement ( ( 
A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pen of Mrs. Fannie A ‘ 
wid ( I I ! : , \ ‘ 
\ bill (H. R. 8142) increa f M ‘ 
Buell ) 
A bill (H. R. 38 t Col. M - 
Bu nd 9 
Mr. BUTLER I call up the 1 — 7 rantin Ll pe! Nant ket, Ma P e° t a 
to William ¢ Tilly, anda *_ l ( ior it = ent Mr. RICHARDSON: \ , 
sideration. j a 
There was no obj yn. ) Ci 
‘ The bill was read, as follows USSI 
3 Be it enacted, elc., Th 1e Secre f t I ih 7 
$ aighorized and directed to inscribe « the pens ‘ neof W C 
| Tilly, late a private of Cor uny B,! it f \ ‘ 
Z ject to the provisio 1d iim I ‘ p i . ) 
3 Mr. BUTLER. [I offer the following amendment. : 
Z The Clerk reported the amendment as foll on 
; Strike out all after the word ‘* Volunteers ithe i ind inser t oO! or 
? the rate of $8 per m i from and after I of t i 
a i A 
3 The amendment was agreed to. Vv. Va.. for reli 
j _ The bill as amended was ordered to be e1 ssed and read a third Mr. G. M. THOMAS 
3 time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly l the third time, and I 
3 passed. 
qd The SPEAKER prot ipore. The hour for adjournment hay 
: rived, the House stands adjourned until to-morrow morning a ; . 
i o’ clock. : } i S 
| sas ene 
j PRIVATE BILLS INTROD =D AND REFERRED. we : ? 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced | l 0’ ( 


and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10737) granting a pension 
to John Linkogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. JEHU BAKER: A bill (H. | en I 
sion of George C. Quick—to the Committee on Pensions. in : 
By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10739) granting a pension to M 
A. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10740) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bu Se . 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i tee Tait a 
By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10741) to provide apparatus ' ( | August P 
for the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commer ceactiema F 
By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to} He alleges t in the 1 ! was ' 
Michael Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | pure vir ame ‘ acted J 
By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10743) to grant to Arthur W. Marsh | "esl" ' ; ; 
Post, No. 343, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, | © 1 is ; y clear t tl 
one bronze 6-pound field piece and a’stand of bails therewith—to the | were 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LEE: A bill (H.R. 10744) granting a pension to Ada H, 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








I Vy that he serte Septe ; 
month after he was mustered into the United § 
prii 2 i, one vearand seven mont ‘ les t t was 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


972 


restored to duty by general court-martial with loss of pay and allowance during 
the time lost by desertion to be made good—and that he was mustered 
out July 16, 1865 

This enactment seenis neither to have law nor meritorious equity tosupport it. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


absence 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1883, 
On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 


were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
HARRIET E, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 
To the House of Repre:s 

{ return without approval House bill No. 8807, entitled “‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet E. Cooper.” 

The husband of this beneficiary served as a major in an Illinois regiment from 
September 3, 1862, to April 1, 1863, when his resignation was accepted, it having 
been tendered on account of business affairs, 

He was pensioned for rheumatism from April, 1863, and died October 3, 1883. 

It is admitted on all hands that Major Cooper drank a good deal, but the com- 
mittee allege that they can not arrive at the conclusion that death was attributa- 
ble to that cause. 

Phere is some medica) testimony tending to show that death was caused from 
rheumatism, but one physician gives it as his opinion that death resulted from 
rheumatism and chronic alcoholism. 

The physician who last attended the soldier testifies that the cause of death 
was chronic alcoholism. This should be the most reliable of all the medical 
testimony, and, taken in connection with the conceded intemperate habits of 
the deceased and the fact that the brain was involved, it satisfies me that the 
rejection of the widow’s claim by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the 
cause of death was mainly intemperance was correct. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


COOPER. 


nialives: 


EXECUTIVE MAnNsIon, July 6, 1888. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


VAN BUREN BROWN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No, 6431, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of Van Buren Brown.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill was discharged from the Army September 
11, 1865. 

Ife filed an application for pension in the Pension Bureau May 19, 1883, alleg- 
ing chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, spinal disease,the result of an injury,and 
deafness. 

Hisclaim was very thoroughly examined and reopened and examined again 
after rejection and rejected a second time. 

The case is full of uncertainty and contradiction. Without discussing these 
fcatures,I am entirely satisfied that a pension should not be allowed for the 
reason, among others, that three careful medical examinations made in 1883, 
1884, and 1886, failed to disclose any pensionable disability. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1888, 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


NATHANIEL D. CHASE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 


from the President: 
To the House of Representatives: 

i return without approval House bill No. 367, entitled “ An act granting a pen- 
sion to Nathaniel D. Chase.”’ 

This beneficiary enlisted September 3, 1863, The records show that he was ad- 
mitted to a hospital March 3, 1864, with a disease of a discreditable nature, and 
by no means connected with the military service, and that he was discharged 
from the Army May 20, 1864, upon a certificate of paralysis of left arm which 
came on suddenly February 20, 1864, and that the cause was unknown, but be- 
lieved not to be incident to the service. 

He filed an application for a pension in June, 1864, alleging paralysis of the 
left arm from causes unknown to him. 

This claim was not prosecuted at that time, and the claimant re-enlisted in 
January, 1865, and served until September 5, 1865, without any evidence of dis- 
ability appearing upon the records, 

ile renewed his claim in 1870, stating that he was first taken witha pain in his 
left arm about March 1, 1864, and thatit became partially paralyzed. 

it will be observed that thus far in his application he gives no explanation of 
the ineurrence of his disability which leads to the belief that it was related to 
his service. 

In a letter dated May 31, 1864, his captain states that he can but think that the 
disability of the claimant was the result of his folly and indiscretion, and that 
he feels it his duty to decline giving him a certificate. 

In 1880 the claimant stated the cause of his disability was an injury to his arm 
while expelling a soldier from a railroad train at Augusta, Me., he acting as 
provost guard at the time. 

Upon this allegation the case was reopened at the Pension Bureau. 

In reply to a letter from the bureau, the captain of claimant’s company stated 
that he had no knowledge of such an injury. The same oflicer, in a letter dated 
February 25, 1887, expresses the beliefthat the disability of the applicant, if any 
existed, was caused by the injudicious use of mercurial medicine, self-adminis- 
tered, for venereal disease contracted at Augusta, Me., in January, 1864, and 
that such was the rumor among his comrades when he was sent to the hospital. 

I can not believe that an injury was sustained such as was specified by the 
applicant in 1880, and that nothing was said of it either in the claim made in 
1864 or in 1870. In the absence of this or some other definite cause consistent 
with an honest claim, we are left in the face of some contrary evidence to guess 
that his arm was injured in the service, 

The application of this beneficiary is still pending in the Pension Bureau 


awaiting further information. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1888, 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nm 
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JULIA A, THOMAS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the case of Julia 
A, Thomas, administratrix, ete., vs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


st 


By 
To Mr. McCorRMICK, for one week. 
To Mr. Scutt, till July 11, on account of important business. 


To Mr. GLass, for this day, on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr. MILLS. 
of committees. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. MILLS. The Committee on Military Affairs has been deprived 
for some time of the morning hour which belongs to them; and I pro- 
pose to yield to them this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order, then, is the consideration, for 
one hour, of business called up by committees. The call rests with the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which was passed over informally on 
account of the absence of the chairman. 


SALE OF FORT OMAHA, NEBRASKA. 


I move to dispense with the morning hour for reports 


Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 671, and that it be now considered in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 761) to provide for the sale of the site at Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale 
or removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new site and the construction 
of suitable buildings thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be con- 
sidered in the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better consider the bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEELE. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Cox in the chair), and proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site at 
Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, 
and for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to sell the 
military reservation known as Fort Omaha, near the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, and such of the buildings and improvements thereon as can not 
be economically removed to the new site herein provided for. In disposing of 
said property the Secretary of War shail cause the grounds to be platted in blocks, 
streets, and alleys, if in his judgment it would inure to the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment in making sale of said site, having due reference to the requirements 
ofthe houses and buildings located on said grounds, in such cases as they may 
be sold with the ground. The Secretary of War shall alsocause the lots, lands, 
and buildings to be appraised and sold at public or private sale, and not less than 
the appraised value, having first been offered at public saie. The expense of 
pp ype (my wary survey, and sale shall be paid out of the proceeds of 
said sale, and the balance paid into the Treasury of the United States, 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized and shall purchase suitable 
grounds of not less than 320 nor more than 640 acres in extent. to be situate 
within a distance of ten miles of the limits of said city of Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, and construct thereon the necessary buildings, with appurtenances, 
sufficient for a ten-company military post, to be known as Fort Omaha, in ac- 
cordance with estimates to be prepared by the War Department; and a suffi- 
cient sum of money, not exceeding $200,000, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of 
War to comply with the provisions of this act: Provided, That the title to the 
lands authorized to be purchased under the second section of this act shall be 
approved by the Attorney-General. 

Sec. 3. That section 1 of this act shall be of effect when the purchase of a new 
site provided for in section 2 shall have been effected. 


Mr. STEELE. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Mc- 
SHANE]. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEELE. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Matsu]. 

Mr. MAISH. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp]. 

Mr. FORD. In the absence of the chairman of the committee, I 
desire to call up the bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised 
Statutes concerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to edu- 
cational institutions, ete. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, ete., That section 1225 of the Revised Statutcs of the United States, 





| 
| 








CONGRESSIONAL 


1888. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 5973 





as amended by an act of Congress approved July 5, 1SS4. be, and the same is 


hereby, further amended, so as to read as follows 
‘ 225. The President may, upon the application of any established co 
lege, or university, within the United States having capacity to educate at the 
me time not less than one hundred and fifty male students, detail an officer of 
the Army to act as president, superintendent, or professor thereof, but the num- 
ber of officers so detailed shall not exceed fifty from the Army, and ten from the 
Navy, being a maximum of sixty, at any time, and they shall be apportioned 
throughout the United States, first, to those State institutions applying for such 
detail that are required to provide instruction in military tactics under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, donating lands for the establish- 
ment of colleges where the leading object shall be the practical instruction of 
the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, including military 
tactics; and after that, said details to be distributed, as nearly as may be prac- 
ticable, according to population. Officers so detailed shall be gove1 ned by gen 
eral rules prescribed from time to time by the President. TheSecretary of Wat 
is authorized to issue, at his discretion and under proper regulations to be } 
scribed by him, out of ordnance and ordnance stores belonging to the Gove 
ment, and which can be spared for that purpose, such number of the same as 
may appear to be required for military instruction and practice by the students 
of any college or university under the provisions of this section, and the Secre- 


SEC. 








tary shall require a bond in each case, in double the value of the property, for 
the care and safe-keeping thereof, and for the return of the same when re 
quired.” 

Sec. 2. That the said section 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 


as amended by the said act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act be, and 


the same are hereby, repealed, saving always, however, all acts and things done 
under the said amended section as heretofore existing. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were read. as follows: 

In line 9 of section 1, before the word “‘ college,”’ insert “‘ academy.” 


In line 12 of the same section, after “Army,” insert “‘or Navy.’ 


After the word “required,” in line 36 of the same section, insert the following 
‘** Provided, That nothing in thisact shall beso construed asto prevent the ce 


tail of officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy as professors in scientific 


schools or colleges, as now provided by act of Congress approved February 26 


1879, entitled ‘An act to promote a knowledge of steam-engineering and iro 


ship building among the students of scientific schools or colleges in the United 


States;’ and the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to issue ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government on the terms and conditions 
hereinbefore provided to any college or university at which a retired officer of 
the Army may be assigned as provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, this bill is in the House. I there- 
fore move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is in the House—notin the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. FORD. The effect of the bill is to appropriate money. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is aquestion for the House to decide. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] moves that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thereare other bills of our committee in the 
Committee of the Whole. I think we had better consider those 
bills before the committee rises. Here is a bill which I desire to 
call up. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill just read is not the only one of the 
committee’s bills in Committee of the Whole. I have another bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana withdraw his 
motion ? 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. STEELE. There is nothing to keep us from going back into 
Committee of the Whole immediately after this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We may have troublein the House in doingso. 

Mr. STEELE. Not at all. This hour is given to us. 
chairman of the committee will not press this motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave one bill which it will take but a single 
moment to coasider. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STEELE that the com- 
mittee rise, there were—ayes 57, noes 25. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7452 
for the relief of the Southern Dlinois Normal University. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that this bill 
is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union is now in session; but the bill in question is on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I now renew my motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. GEAR. There is a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volun- 
teers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry which should be taken 
np; it is in the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa calls 
up the bill which is specified, and which isin Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is also on the Private Calendar. 

The motion of Mr. STEELE that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole House 


] 


Does the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE} 


on the state of the Union, having had unde : ) S 
671, had directed him to report the e tothe | se W i 
I rendation. 
r OMAHA \ 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the reading of that bill y in 
order 
Mr. STEELE It has 1 read 


The SPEAKER. Not in the Hous 


to have it read. 





Che bill was again reported 
Mr. RANDALL. Has tl 
The SPEAKER. It has not been read, the ¢ 
Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the report | e is no limitation, 
tr as I can understand, upon the amount to be expended in t 
hase of the site 
Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
with a statement of the facts? 
Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better ha the report read | 
want to know whether there is any limitation as to the cost [ e 
The report (by Mr. LAIRD) was read, as follows 
have « sick ] l 
‘ \ i the s ot ‘ 
ir committe I Vv ré t 1 ~ } 
Tlouse bill 1618, and that the House 1 ont ta 
Mr. RANDALL. That gives no information 
Mr. STEELE. The bill provides that it shall not exceed >2' 
Mr. RANDALL. Let that part of the bill be reported. 
Che Clerk read as follows 
1a suilicient 1 ¢ < Co O00. is hereby ted 
< I ey 1 the it s t ’ lee « 
Secre ry War to « ply witht I softh 
Mr. RANDALL. That is not a limitation upon the purchase of the 
ta It is open the const tion that there may be under the 
| operation of this bill an expenditure of $200,000 for the purchase of a 
site: and then we would be necessitated to break the limit 
lated there for the erection of the buildings. 
Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania suggest an 
amendment ? 
Mr. RANDALL. I have not prepared an amendment, but there 


I hope the | 


rht to be a limitation upon the cost of the site, so that there will be 
enough left to complete the buildings, keeping the 
tion within the amount specified in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that the language be used he 


cost of the site and buildings not to exceed a certain sum, 


Rill 





“—_ 
whole appropria- 


Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is already fixed in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; itis not. I ask the gentleman’s attention to 
the language: 

And a sufficient sum noney, not exceed AL s he y l, 
ri ofa noney in the Tre iry I otherwise aj I ted, et 


Now, that is not a limitation, I think. 

Mr. STEELE. Suppose that you insert an amendment providing 
that a certain amount of this shall be used for tl 
ind the remainder for the buildings 

Mr. HOLMAN. That the cost of the site and buildings included 
shall not exceed $200,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I think there ought to be some estimate as 
to the cost of the site. 

Mr. STEELE. Then let an estimate be made first with the 
standing that the estimated cost of the site and oi the buildin, all 
not exceed $200,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest an amendment of that 
that the site and buildings shall not exceed $200,000 

Mr. STEELE. I accept that. 

Mr. RANDALL. But that is not sufficiently explicit. What I 


1e purchase of a site 





want to provide is that the cost of the site shall be, say, 33 ] ent 
1 then that the remaining 66 per cent. may be used in the constru 
| tion of the ten-company post, i that the total shall not exceed 





$200,000. 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman can accomplish his purpose by pro- 
viding that not more than one-third of the appropriation may be ¢ 
pended for the site. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, and that the other two-thirds ma ex- 
pended in the construction of barracks for a ten-company post, as [ un- 
derstand it is to be. 

Mr. STEELE. Let mesuggest that you limit the cost of the ground 
to a certain percentage of the total amount, and the balance to be ap- 


| propriated tothe construction of the buildings, which shall not exceed 
| proy 


the remainder. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to prepare the 
amendment in accordance with the idea suggested by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment of Mr. RANDALL was read, as follows 


Provided, That not more than one-third of the said l expended ia 





é 


at 
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the purchase of the site peaee Se whole expenditure for the site and improve- | active service so many naval officers and so many Army officers. It 

aie, aes SR a ha does not apply to the retired officers of the Army or the Navy. 

Mr. GEAR. There isa clause that does. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman states the law provides for it now. 
oat ; : , | Mr. GEAR. If the gentleman will read the last section be will see. 

Mr. MCSHANE moved to reconsids r the vote by which the bill was | Mr. R AND ALL Let the Clerk read it 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the The Clerk read section 2 of the bill, as follows: 
table. ™ wate " ¥f " 
The ls ron on was avree Sec. 2. That the said section 1225 of the Revised Statutes ofthe United States, 
i latte : — — agreed to. : . 7 . s as amended by the said act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and all acts and 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the hill H. R. 1618, | parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act be, and th 
on the same subject, will be laid on the table. same are hereby, repealed, saving always, however, all acts and things done 
DETAILS FICE! ' - under the said amended section as heretofore existing. 
ET LS OF OFFICERS OF THE ARMY AN NAVY. 77. ‘ r ; 
- cnciciaatddiaeaiaeial . rs P : oe v ae Mr. NELSON. Iam opposed to the amendmentas I understand it. 
; Mr. TOWNSHEND. LI yield to ths gentleman from Michigan [Mr. | The clause it is intended to strike out ought,above all others, to remain 
Yorp]. sa : . : in the bill. Under the grant made by Congress to States, known asthe 
_ Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate bill 186 toamend section | agricultural college grant, the colleges were required to give military 
1226 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of officers of the Army | instruction in order to avail themselves of the grant. 
and Navy to educational institutions, ete. This bill has been read once Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam sure my friend from Minnesota does not 
in Committee of the Whole. If it is desired, I can explain it. desire to imperil the passage of the bill. 
Mr. TOW NSHEND. I ask that the bill be considered in the House Mr. NELSON. That provision ought not to be struck out. 
as in Committee of the Whole. _ : ; Mr. FORD. The bill provides that in the distribution of these de- 
The SPEA KER. ; rhe bill isin the House and no point of order has | tails of officers agricultural colleges shall have the preference because 
been nade on it so far. : ; _ | they are institutions having Government and State aid, and it was 
Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the bill thought best by the committee to give such institutions the preference 
has not been considered in Committee of the Whole. _ F over any mere private enterprise. I move the previous question on the 
Mr. FORD. It was not referred to the Committee of the Whole. engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
_ The SPEAKER. But the gentleman makes the point of order that Mr. NELSON. I yielded to the gentleman only for a minute, and 
it must go there under the rules of the House. \ he cannot move the previous question. I wish to make one statement, 
_ Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe every member on this floor will vote | and then I will yield to him for that purpose. The provision proposed 
for the bill if he understands the effectofit. It hasalready been read. | py the gentleman from Iowa to be stricken out vitally affects our State- 
Itsimply provides for the detail of certain additional officers. It makes university. We have been trying for years to geta military instructor, 
0 eee ae _ | andstriking this out will put us in a worse position than we have been 
: Mr. STEELE. It makes no appropriation and does not make addi- in before. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. I yield now 
tional detail. It only fixes the status of oflicers now detailed, Under | to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp]. 
a bill previously passed engineers of the Navy were cut out of detail, Mr. FORD. I demand the previous question upon the amendment 
80 that it 1s necessary to pass this bill. ; : and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. TOW NSHEND. It simply relates to the detail of officers. Mr. OATES. I hope the previous question will not be ordered upon 
Mr. KERR. I hope this bill will be considered in Committee of the | the bill, because I desire to offer an amendment. 
Whole, because I wish to make an amendment. — The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and the 
Mr. STEELE. The amendment can be made in the House. Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. KERR. I do not want to delay the passage of the bill, but Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. OATES called for a di- 
simply to make an amendment to the bill. vision. 


Mr.STEELE. You can dothat in the House just as well as in Com- The House divided: and there were—ayes 69, noes 13. 
mittee of the Whole. Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

Mr. KERR. If I can offer the amendment in the House, very well. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill from con- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, can only give the bill a very | sideration. 
hasty examination under the circumstances, but it does not appear from The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do that only by unanimous 
such an examination that the bill makes an appropriation or requires | consent. Amendments have been offered and the previous question has 
one to be made. been ordered, so far as the House in the absence of a quorum could or- 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. der it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa desires to offer an Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
amendment. be laid aside. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out of the bill all that part beginning There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ° 
after the word “‘ first,’’ in line 16,and ending at the word ‘‘distributed,’’ Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield to my colleague on the commit- 
in line 24, tee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAisH]. 

Mr. FORD. What is the effect of the amendment? Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to report at 


Mr. KERR. To let the President in the appointment of these offi- | this time from the Committee on Military Affairs the joint resolution 
cers use his own discretion as to where they shall go. We have an in- | which I send to the desk. 
stitution in my district with five hundred students, and there is a de- There was no objection. 
tail there. se 1 The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say to the gentleman from lowa Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the National Home for Dis- 
{Mr. Kerr] that if this bill leads to protracted discussion it will be | abled Volunteer Soidiers to fill vacancies caused by the expiration of the 
withdrawn We have but a few minutes left terms of office of members of the present board of managers on the 2lst day 

. amen  — @iGhus da ' : ae of April, 1888. 

M Se K ERR, s i hat is all I have to eay. I offer the amendment and Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That Col. Leonard A. 
ask for its consideration. Our agricultural colleges under the provis- | Harris, of the State of Ohio; General John A. Martin, of the State of Kansas; 
ions of their grants are required to have officers detailed there for in- = ae F. ae oes a ——— ae pre 

scalll : eh eid a “1: aioe oie : . 1ereby, elected managers o 1e Nationa ome for Disable olunteer Sol- 
str uc uon in military affairs and military tactics. That is the condi- diers, to fill vacancies caused by expiration of the terms of office of the present 
tion of the grant. I de not think such a provision ought to be placed 
in the bill. 


board of managers on the 2ist day of April, A. D. 1888. 
; : : Mr. MAISH. [ask that the joint resolution be now put upon its 
Mr. STEELE. Let the amendment goin. There will be no objec- passage. 
tion to it. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 
After the word “ first,” in line 16, strike out as follows: 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
first,” i passed. 

To those State institutions applying for such detail thatare required to pro- | _— Mir, MAISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
vide instruction in military tactics under the provisions of the act of Congress 7 ak wean ms al ed tl bh vo ae : | 
of July 2, 1862, donating lands for the establishment of colleges where the lead- lution was passed; and also mov that the motion to reconsider be 
ing object shall be the practical instruction of the industrial classes in agricult- 


; i‘ , laid on the table. 
ure and the mechanie arts, including military tactics; and after that said de- The latter motion was agreed to 
tails to be distributed.” , 


Mr. RANDALL. How will the bill read as amended ? a Remenia yn: WaESAS PV. eae : ‘ : 
Mr. FORD. It leaves the detail in the discretion of the President. Mr, TOWNSHEND. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 


Mr. RANDALL. I want the bill read as amended. 9396) for the relief of General William PB, Smith, 

Tha Clerk read os @ilowe The SPEAK aR. - Thisisa private bill. . : 

And ten from the Navy,being a maximum of sixty at any time, and they shall Mr. 1 OWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
be apportioned throughout the United States as nearly as may be practicable | at this time. 
according to population. Mr. ROGERS. Let the bill be read, subject to objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. That proposes to take from the active-listandthe | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 


‘The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read | 
the third time, was passed. 


’ 
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gress as ied, Thatt Pre ind h s her , authorized to n« 
nate and, by and with the adv t of the Senate, to appoint Will i 
F. Smith, late major-general Unite tes volunteers, to the positionotf! 


er ee oe 


general in the Army of the Unit 


es, and to place him on the ret 
of the Army as of that grade, the 

















i i-list being thereby increased in 1 
* to that extent; andall laws and j laws in conflict herewith are su i i 
? for this purpose only: Provided, after the passage of this act 
; pension shall be paid to the said th, but this proviso shall | 
4 bar to any claims for pet r children or other heirs « 
i William I’. Smith may ha‘ 
% 1 
4 Mr I l iciary of thi 
: no\ in L the } is to res 
the Army and put him upon the retired-list. ( 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the object of the bill 
Mr. ROGERS. The effect, therefore, will be to restore t! 
connected with the oftice. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Three-fourths of the salary. 
t Mr. ROGERS. Then you p n officer who has res di 
3 the retired-list, and pay him the salary? 
Mr. ROGERS. This proposition is to put back upon the rolls an ‘ 
ow ° . F . e+ 4 : i ayy I 
officer who has resi l and pay him two-thirds of the re ir salary 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. We are simply follow ing precedents of this 
session. General Pleasonton and others have been put on the retired- : 


ae _ | OWNSHEN [ . 
list in this way. Ws 

























Mr. ROGERS. I will not press any objection; but I wanted the House | , : 
‘ to understand the proposition. a 
i Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to consider this bill on t ish 
; call ? 
4 The SPEAKER. The Chair, having just stated that the bill « ’ 
j only be considered by unanimous consent, has caused the bill to b vy MEND I 
‘ read, and has asked whether there is objection. l 1am 
Mr. OATES. I object. ; 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. ThenI move to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from [linoi 
that under the rule prescribing the course of business for this hour I r t 
no private bill can be considered. The hour is only for the consider: 
tion of public bills which have beer viously reported by committe: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ark rthe1 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, if the gentleman from Alabama think | -EAKER Ch for t 
3 it nece sary to objec t, I withdraw the bill. mous co 
f The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. i IRD. 1 a the 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iyield to thegentleman from lowa[Mr.GEar]. rther consideration of t t 
RELIEF OF IOWA VOLUNTEERS. Or RAS ' 
i Mr. GEAR. I moye that the House concur in the amendment of | jo yy ae op ae ; ee ee 
3 the Senate to the bill which I send to the desk. aia aif Une, Whee! he : 
: The SPEAKER. This is alsoa private bill. The gentleman from a 
d Iowa [Mr. GEAR] asks unanimous consent to concur in the amend ec. err cee , 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volun SPEAKER. It is not 
i teers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry. The amendment + hey OM ; ae este : 
: the Senate to the bill will be read. Sea pe em a 
’ The Clerk read as follows: ' N soe * : at 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following aie Be ene 
That the act entitled ‘An act in relation to bounties,’ approved April 22 y = sus ' awe 
1872, be amended by striking out the words “ before August 6, 1861;"" and said BRECKINEI ky, of Arkansa I 
act, as hereby amended, shall have full force and effect from April 22, 1872. | SH] : ; 


‘Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are s 171 
hereby, authorized and directed to reconsider the claims of all soldiers and t I on vu , 























heirs who may have been denied the bounty of $100 granted by the act of 1 SPEAKEI | 
22, 1872, under any construction of said act which has since been modified « ( +4 , MI \ 
rescinded, and such claims shall, if found correct and just, be allowed and l ) ' 
provided the soldiers were enrolled or enlisted for three years prior to Jt baal, ‘ 
1861, under the proclamation of the President of the United States of M l tary Allairs 
1861, and the orders of the War Department lin pursuance thers ( 
were actually mustered into the service of the United States and honora ' : 
discharged.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. This appears to have been originally a privat 
bill, but by the Senate amendment it is made gener 
rm. . ry , . > . , 7 ‘ = , 
The SPEAKER. The House passed a private bill, and the $ i coon . 





by this amendment, proposes to make it a public bill. 93 
Mr. SPRINGER. I think this bill ought to be duly considered. It " a eee 


seems to be very sweeping in its provisions. P ul N ER. ba ‘ 
Mr. GEAR. The House passed a bill for the relief of members of ne SEMAN the ‘ 

the Fourth Iowa Volunteer Infantry. The Senate amended it by mak- | U8!!! oreer 1s restored. 

ing it apply to about 1,500 persons. The auditor of the State of Iow ir. BLAND un 


Hon. William A. Day, in a letter to Senator ALLISON, has urged th LO VOMMILCS O 
passage of the bill. That letter can be read, if desired. Phe SPEAT 


Mr. SPRINGER. Has this amendment been considered by the | ‘ 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; and reported favorably. , 
Mr. GEAR. The report is unanimous. siderat 


q The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the Sen- M 
4 ate amendment at this time? The Chair hears none. t 
The question being taken, the amendment of the Senate was co 
curred in. 
Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the ame 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ! O l 





on the table. i ] 
The latter motion was agreed to. oO 
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with the previous understanding, I will withdraw the demand for the 
previous question and allow amendments to be submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the committee will be re- 
poi ted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Thebill hasalready been read. There are amend- 
ments pending reported by the committee, and an amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the bill has now been renewed, and it ought 

’ . 
to be read; but I will not insist upon that. 

Mr. FORD. Let the amendments of the committee be reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That section 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
ns amended by an act of Congress approved July 5, 1851, be, and the same is 
hereby, further amended so as to read as follows: , 

“Sec, 1225. The President may, upon the application of any established col- 
lege or university within the United States having capacity to educate at the 
fame time not less than one hundred and fifty male students, detail an officer 
of the Army to act as president, superintendent, or professor thereof, but the 
number of officers so detailed shall not exceed fifty from the Army and ten from 
the Navy, being amaximum of sixty, at any time, and they shall be apportioned 
throughout the United States, first, to those State institutions applying for such 
detail that are required to provide instruction in military tactics under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, donating lands for the establish- 
ment of colleges where the leading object shall be the practical instruction of 
the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, including military 
tactics; and after that said details to be distributed, as nearly as may be prac- 
ticable, according to population. Officers so detailed shall be governed by gen- 
eral rules prescribed from time to time by the President. ‘The Secretary of War 


{s authorized to issue, at his discretion and under proper regulations to be pre- 


seribed by him, out of ordnance and ordnance stores belonging to the Govern- | 


ment, and which can be spared for that purpose, such number of the same as 


may appear to be required for military instraction and practice by the students | 


of any college or university under the provisions of this section, and the Secre- 

y shall require a bond in each case, in double the value of the property, for 

e care and safe-keeping thereof and for the return of the same when required.”’ 

Sic. 2. That the said section 1225 0f the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended by the said act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed, saving always, however, all acts and things done 
under the said amended section as heretofore existing. 

The amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs were reported, 
as follows: 

Add to the first section the following proviso: 

** Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent the de- 
tail of officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy as professors in scientific 
schools or colleges as now provided by act of Congress approved February 26, 
1879, entitled ‘An act to promote a knowledge of steam-engineering and iron- 
ship building among the students of scientific schools or colleges in the United 
States;’ and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government on the terms and conditions 
hereinbefore provided to any college or university at which a retired officer of 
the Army may be assigned as provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes.” 

Also, after the word “ established,”’ and before the word “ college,” insert the 
word “academy.” 

Also, after the word “Army,” in line 12, insert ‘‘or Navy.” 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the vote on the amend- 
ments of the committee will be taken in gross. 

There was no objection, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. KERR’sS amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the words “ United States,” in line 16, down to and includ- 
ing the word “ distributed,” in line 24,as follows: ‘ First, to those State institu- 
tions applying for such detail that are required to provide instruction in mili- 
tary tactics under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, donating 
lands for the establishment of colleges where the leading object shall be the prac- 
tical instruction of the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, 
including military tactics; and after that, said details to be distributed.” 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pired, 

Mr. OATES. I move an amendment, to which I think there will 
he no objection. I move to strike out, in lines 25 and 26, the follow- 
ing words: 

Officers so detailed shall be governed by general rules prescribed from time 
to time by the President. 

Mr. FORD. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What will be the status of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is unfinished business and will come up the first 
thing in the next hour assigned to the consideration of bills, and the 
Committee on Military Affairs has time to complete this bill if it can be 
done in an hour. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope there will be an extension of the hour 
for five minutes in order to complete this bill now. 

Objection was made. 


. 


TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consideration of 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue, and the pending amendment is that 
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moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], which will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 361, inclusive, of section 2, and insert as follows: 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank-bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, and all molasses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the po- 
lariscope, not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for in the act, shall 
be exempt from duty: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid 
upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be imported, 
such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty at the rates pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act. 

‘All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound, Molasses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 1} cents per 
gallon, 

“Maple sugar, 2 cents per pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by polariscope. 

‘** Maple sirup or molasses, 4 cents per gallon. 

“ Glucose or grape sugar, lcent per pound. Sugar candy, not colored,5 cents 
per pound; all other confectionery, not specially enumerated or provided for, 
made wholly or in part of sugar, and on sugars after being refined, when tinct- 
ured, colored, or in any other way adulterated, and on all chocolate confec- 
tionery, 10 cents per pound: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be im- 
ported, such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided 
by law at the date of the passage of this act: Provided further, That for the en- 
couragement of the production of sugar and molasses there shall be paid a bounty 
to the producers thereof in the United States, when made from beets, sorghum, 
imphee, or other sugar-cane raised in the United States, as follows: 

“On sugar, 2 cents per each pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by the polariscope. 

‘On molasses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 6 cents per 
gallon; testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 4 cents per gallon. 

** And the bounties provided for in this act shall be paid out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe.”’ 


Mr. KELLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to 
occupy more than five minutes, the Chair would suggest some agree- 
ment had better be come to now on that subject. 

Mr. KELLEY. I certainly shall desire more than five minutes, but 
how much I can not tell. 

Mr. KERR. Imove that the gentleman be allowed thirty minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print 
as a portion of my remarks of July 3 the following editorial from the 
Chicago Tribune of June 23, 1888, the leading Republican paper of the 
Northwest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may do so under the general 
leave to print on this bill. 

The editorial is as follows: 


A GRAVE BLUNDER IN THE PLATFORM, 
a” * o* * x * * 


The Tribune does not propose at this time to enter into any discussion of the 
Republican tariff plank; but desires before it is too late to ask the attention of 
the delegates to the extraordinary demand for the repeal of the whisky tax. 
The platform first declares in favor of repealing the tax on alcohol used in the 
arts and for mechanical purposes—a policy which has always been met with 
the objection that it would be impossible of enforcement on account of frauds, 
and would amount virtually to free whisky. However that may be, the plat- 
form goes on to declare further: 

“If there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes [whisky and 
seeenes rather than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the 
joint behest of the whisky trust and the agents of foreign manufacturers.”’ 

Four years ago the Republican party pledged itself to correct the inequalities 
of the tariff and reduce the surplus. Now it is made to demand the placing of 
whisky and tobacco on the free-list in order to prevent any reduction of the sur- 
plus by correcting the inequalities of the tariff or by reducing the sugar tax. 
The Republican tariff platform of 1884 in substance declared : 

“The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the people of the 
burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus, The Re- 
publican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to re- 
duce the surplus,” 

Is putting whisky on the free-list an honest redemption of this pledge? 

It is hard to believe that the convention intended to repudiate the pledge in 
the platform of 1884 and to substitute a demand forfree whisky. Itis still more 
difficult to believe that Republican voters favor such an extraordinary flop, or 
will under any circumstances approve the policy of cheapening intoxicating 
drink as a method of getting rid of the surplus when there are so many other 
and better ways. Can the party leaders venture to go before the people with 
such a platform and hopethat the fearful blunder committed by the framers of 
the platform will be overlooked or excused? Certainly the Democrats will not 
ignore it. Ifthe blunder inthe platform is not corrected before adjournment 
every Democratic procession this fall will carry banners stigmatizing the Re- 
publican party asa free-whisky organization committed to the doctrine of cheap 
rum and dear sugar. There is no precedent for recalling and amending a 
platform after its adoption and promulgation, but it ought to be done in this 
instance, 

A precedent should be made. The committee on resolutions ought to report 
an amendment striking out the plank in favor of free whisky, and declaring in- 
stead that the tax on liquor and tobacco shall be retained to meet the increasing 
expenditures for — and for the defrayment of service pensions. 

Correction can made and adopted by the convention in a fewminutes. If 
the frightful blunder into which the convention was misled is not corrected, it 
will cost the Republican party tens and possibly hundreds of thousands of votes. 

The Tribune desires to go on record as insisting with the utmost emphasis 
that before final adjournment the convention sball recall and correct the blunder 
in question, 


The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania want? 

Mr. KELLEY. I can not tell how much; I may be interrupted by 
questions; but I shall not exceed a half hour, and I want to occupy the 
time continuously as far as possible to reply to speeches assailing the 
Republican platform and the system of protection made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois and my colleague from the Twenty-third district. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman for thirty minutes, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am a Republican and am devoted 
to the doctrines of my party and the declarations of its national con- 
ventions. I am a protectionist, and believe that the system of protect- 


ive duties has exalted our country to its present magnificent industrial | 


position, and that it is essential to the maintenance of that position and 
the further development and progress of our country. I was therefore 
no little surprised to hear my friends, the gentleman from Llinois 
[Mr. CANNON] and my colleague from the Twenty-third district [Mr. 
BAYNE], make direct assaults upon the platform recently adopted by 
the Republican party at Chicago and upon the protective system, and 
practically deny its capability of doing in all industries what they admit 
it has done in some of them. 

The recent Republican convention had evidently had its attention 


called to the assault that was proposed to be made on the American pro- | 


tective system, and in favor of the antiquated and now abandoned sys- 


tem of imperial bounties. The language of the platform, though it does | 


not refer in express terms to the proposed system of bounties, does say: 


We are uncompromisingly in favor of the American system of protection: w« 
protest against its destruction as proposed by the Presidentand his party. They 
serve the interests of Europe; we will support the interests of America. 

The American Government has never fallen in with the imperial 
habit of granting bounties in support of industries. The system was 
proposed to the country under the highest auspices under which it 
could have been proposed, for it was under the auspices of George Wash- 


ington, the then first President of the United States, in a plan devel- | 


oped by his remarkable Secretary of the Treasury, Alexander Hamilton. 
Ninety-eight years have passed since then, and in no instance has a 
bounty been granted as a direct stimulus to an industry. 

We sustained the infant fisheries by bounties avowedly as a school 
for a volunteer navy. It was an administrative measure of the Gov- 
ernment, and not in connection with any branch of the general indus- 
trial system of the country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the convention did not stop with the extract I 
read. It went on to say: 

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national revenue 
by repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden to 
agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical pur- 
poses, and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of 
such articles as are produced by our people, the production of which gives em- 
ployment to our labor, and release from import duties those articles of foreign 
production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at home. If 
there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of the 


Government we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the sur- 
render of any part of our protective system. 


Thai is the latest authoritative declaration of the doctrine of the Re- 
publican party, and it is assailed vitally here in the seats of Republican 





members, from whose suggestions I dissent in the name of the Repub- | 


lican party, at whose birth I was, and to whose interests I have been | 


devoted from that time to this. 

But it is said that sugar constitutes an exceptional case, in that we 
are paying extraordinary and inordinate dities on that commodity. If 
that be so, graduate the duties, male them right and proper, but re- 
member your party declares not for the establishment of the imperial 
system of bounties, but for the maintenance of the American protect- 
ive system. That is the duty you owe if you are liege party men and 
respect the last declaration of your party’s creed. 

It is argued, and has been asserted in this debate, that protection does 
not so operate as to stimulate\development of the sugarindustry. When 
honest John Swartz, an old farmer, was elected from Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, by beating that scholarly gentleman and diplomatist, J. 
Glancy Jones, who had avowed himself a free-tra‘ler, the tariff was un- 
der revision. The story went through Pennsylvania, and Mr. Swartz 
never contradicted it in social circles, that when his party friends gath- 
ered around him to persuade him that duties were added to the cost of 


imported articles, and would make out a seeming case, honest old John | 


would wait patiently and listen to the end—and my friend from New 
York [Mr. Cox], who does me the honor to listen, probably remembers 
the incident of Mr. Swartz’s membership of the House—and say ‘‘ Vell, 
it does look very much dot vay mitdemdings. I can’t contradict you 
mitdem. But I tell you von ding, itdon’t work dot vay mit pig-iron.”’ 
[ Laughter. ] 

And doubtless my friends who favor this bounty project are thor- 
oughly convinced that though protective duties operate that way with 
everything else, they do not ‘‘work so’’ with sugar, whether it be 
grown or made from sorghum produced in the States in the heart of the 
continent or from beets along the Pacific shores or upon the newly re- 
deemed lands from cane in Florida, where they are draining and redeem- 
ing swamp and overflowed lands which are capable of producing sugar- 
cane equal to the finest that has ever been produced upon the island of 
Cuba, where they can produce cane with two months’ additional growth 
over that of Louisiana, so that a stalk in a Florida cane-field that does 
not tassel is a curiosity, while a stalk in a Louisiana cane-field that 
does under ordinary circumstances tassel isa curiosity. In other words, 
that the cane of Florida is worth 25 per cent. more for sugar produc- 
ing than the cane of Louisiana, 
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Mr. BAYNE. What is the life of cane in Florida? 

Mr. KELLEY. Itsseason istwo months longer than it isin Louisi- 
ana. I did not calculate the exact number of days. I have it from a 
report made by Louisiana experts who had been sent to Florida by the 
sugar exchange. 

Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
teen years. 

Mr. BAYNE. In Florida? 

Mr. KELLEY. In Florida. Twenty years is the extreme life of a 
Cuban bed, and they say that in Southern Florida it will run longer. 
There may be some exaggeration in the statement. In Louisiana I 
think they plant every third or fourth year. 

Mr. BAYNE. Three years is the average in Louisiana. 

Mr. KELLEY. I know, but the two months’ difference in growl! 
time gives Florida as long a sugar season as Cuba has. Iam not speak- 
ing lightly. 

Now, my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was not quite candid 
vhen he said protection did not stimulate the production of sugar in 

lana. Sir, war is the science of destruction carried into practice 
Louisiana is even now recovering from five years of war, 
during which her cane-fields were overgrown and her machinery and the 
ildings that housed it went todecay. Impoverished by war, ruined 
as the people of all the Confederate States were, their banks gone, their 
insurance companies without capital, their private fortunes exhausted, 
a people who had been making about 500,000,000 pounds of sugar per 
year found that in 1864—'65 they could produce but 10,800,000 pounds, 
though in 1861-’62 they had produced 523,000,000 pounds. Now, sir 
beginning at the close of the war with wasted estates and fortunes 
broken, they have, under protection, raised the crop from less than 
11,000,000 pounds to 303,000,000 pounds in 1882-"83. In the decade 
from 1867 to 1876, inclusive, they raised 1,121,000,000 pounds of sugar. 
In the next decade the 1,100,000,000 had grown to 2,297,000,000 
pounds, or largely more than doubled in a decade. Sir, I would plant 
myself upon the record of Louisiana’s sugar growing since the close of 
the war to prove the beneficence of the American protective system 
which gentlemen propose to set aside in favor of what the American 
people would not adopt for Hamilton and Washington and what they 
would not sustain if this House could be tempted to perpetrate the 
folly of trying to put the industries of the country under such a form 
of protection. 

Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I denounced our friends on the other 
side of the House as humiliating me, and destroying the generous 
conception I had had of my country’s attainments and possibilities; 
there was nothing we proposed to do that they would admit we could 
do, and said that many things ought, therefore, tobe puton the free-list. 
Little did I then think I should hear Republican echoes of those anti- 
American suggestions. ‘‘We do not want protection on sugar, because 
in this barren country, with no competent people to occupy it, we 


How many vears? 
I saw one bed that had not been replanted in seven- 





ry nations. 





} can not do what every people east of the Atlantic are doing and have 


successfully done for themselves and their country—make our own 
sugar!’’? Whyshould we in this country, with that Pacific Slope more 
fertile on the average for all its vast area than Sicily herself is within 
her contracted limits; with those interior States so like to Germany 
and the portions of France in which the beet thrives and sugar is the 
main source of personal wealth and national revenue, cry, ‘‘Oh, no, the 
Germans and the French can do it but Americans can not grow cane, 
beets, or sorghum and make sugar?’’ Give these industries fair play 
among the protected industries of the country and in ten years there 
will be no outcry that you are paying duties on foreign sugars or to en- 
rich a sugar trust. 

Take the sorghum industry. In thedistrict of my friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. FUNSTON] they have been struggling for years. It is three 
or four years since Mr. Harkinson, an old friend of mine before he be- 
came a citizen of Kansas, returned with three of his fellow-citizens 
from investigating the growing of sugar beets and the manufacture or 


sugar in Germany, and sat an hour with me in yonder cloak-room. 


| 


Last year, having introduced under the supervision of the Government 
the distributive process which that committee had brought home with 
them, sorghum was grown and manufactured with a profitof more than 
100 per cent. beyond that derivable from wheat or corn in the neigh 
borhood in which it was grown. The sugar was made successfully in 
commercial quantities and sold at profitable prices in the markets of 
Kansas and neighboring States. ‘The success was so great that ten 
factories were to have been planted in different parts of Kansas, mainly, 
if not exclusively, by New England capital. 

This brings me to the great advance recently made in the methods 
of sugar growing and sugar manufacturing. With sorghum the factory 
must be in the center of an area, not extending more than 6 miles 
around. Sorghum, unlike cane, will not bear distant transportation; 
and therefore the establishment of the sugar industry in a State plants 
in the midst of the farmers a factory and a non-agricultural laboring 
people and furnishes home markets for those other products of the farm 
which will not bear distant transportation—vegetables, fruits, butter 
lamb, veal, and other articles, many of which are th: 
farmer, but of his wife and daughters. There is m 
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ject that can be placed before our American farmers than the produc- 
tion of sugar in our Northern States, whether from beets or sorghum. 

Sir, the seed of a fair crop of sorghum is almost as valuable asa crop 
of corn, and more valuable than an average crop of oats. More people 
have been fed on sorghum flour, ground from the seed of that sugar- 
bearing plant, than have been fed on wheat. So historians say; so 
scientists say. se 
its fodder, its sugar, and its paper ‘‘ stock’? 
after the saccharine juice has been extracted, the seed alone is often 
worth more than an ordinary crop of oats. Now, why, at this time, 
when science has come forward and by its new method of manufacture 
added from 20 to 25 per cent, to the value of thesorghum cane, of the 
ordinary sugar cane, and of the beet; why, when in Germany and other 
lands they are abandoning the old system of large plantations and ex- 
pensive works, and are establishing central factories to take the pro- 
ductions of the farmers within 6 miles around and convert them into 
commercial sugar; why, I ask, shall Republican voices be raised in 
slander of their party’s platform, saying: *‘ No; we can not make sugar; 
we are incompetent, but we are willing that you may give bounties to 
those who produce the few pounds of sugar we have shown ourselves 
able to make?’’ Iam not that kind of a Republican. I am not that 
kind of a protectionist. Since the close of the war prostrate Louisiana 
has built up her sugar industry to almost equal what it was before, and 
now millions of dollars are being invested in separate establishments in 
Florida and California, and hundred of thousands in separate estab- 
lishments in Kansas. Protection is doing its just and proper work, 
and if the people who have within a few months past taken to reading 
Hamilton’s advocacy of the bounty system will let us go on, we shall 

coliect no duties on sugar and give no bounties to ‘* trusts’? upon the 
seaboard when our sugar shall be grown and made over the whole sur- 
face of our country. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, but 
I do not wish to annoy him. 

Mr. KELLEY. You do not annoy me, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say as preliminary to my question that I 
feel that the gentleman from Pennsylvania who now has the floor [ Mr. 
KELLEY | is about the only one in this Chamber who was thoroughly 
indorsed by the Chicago platform. [Laughter and applause.] And 
now I want to ask him this question: Is it not a fact that under that 
platform as adopted we have no right to eut down or disturb the ex- 
isting tariff on sugar? 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no. That platform pledges tariff amendment. 

When I made my speech, opening what I thought the Republican 
side of the argument, in response to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
Mii.s], a distinguished editor of Chicago denounced me as a “‘chat- 
tering old crank,’’ and that eminent editor of my own city who pre- 
sides over the Philadelphia Times published it for the edification of 
my children, under the heading of ‘‘ What a Republican editor thinks 
of Judge KELLEY.”? Yet when the convention came together delegates 
did as the gentleman [Mr. NELSON] hassuggested. They said: ‘‘ Here is 
aman who since 1881 has pleaded with his countrymen, argued with 
them, has stumped the country, has almost impoverished himself by 
publishing pamphlets demanding that we should follow the example 
of the fathers of the country and leave internal taxes as a reserve for 
the National Government for time of war; that we abolish them; that 
we put the accursed thing, whisky and alcohol in all its forms, under 
the charge of the respective States of the Union, where it can be both 
taxed and policed, and where, if States, cities, and counties wish to 
derive revenue from such sources, the revenue derived from the causes 
of drunkenness and crime will go into the treasuries that have to bear 
the expense of vice and idleness and hereditary insanity engendered by 
taxed but unpoliced whisky.’’ Yes, the convention did indorse me, 
and I am now ready to say, in the language of Simeon of old, Lord, 
lettest Thou now Thy servant depart in peace, for mine eyes have seen 
the glory of the Republican party. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asno time has been fixed for the closing of this 
debate, the Chair, in the absence of objection, has allowed the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] tospeak for thirty minutes. If 
there be no objection, the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] 
will be allowed to occupy the same length of time. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ican not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
has seen proper to place an unwarranted construction upon the platform 
of my party, and then to arraign me for not accepting it. I would like 
time to make reply to the gentleman. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from California [Mr. McKENNA] 
will proceed. 

{Mr. McKENNA withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. | 

Mr, CANNON, 

Mr. PETERS. 
standing as to the time. 


See APPEN- 


Mr, Chairman-—— 
Mr. Chairman, I should like to have some under- 
I want a little time myself on this question. 
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The CHAIRMAN, Debate has not been limited on this paragraph. 


| Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] desire to speak be- 


And where sorghum is grown abundantly for its seed, | 
obtained from the refuse | 


yond the five-minute limit? 

Mr. CANNON. I think I shall want ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. lask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Illinois be allowed fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, when I concluded my remarks yes- 
terday upon what to my mind was a plain business proposition, in 
harmony with the Republican platform, with good legislation, I did 
not expect to speak further on this subject, and I would not now were 


| it not that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], who has 


| it. There are several resolutions. 


so much more reputation in the country than I have, has seen proper 
to arraign this amendment which I have offered and my position upon 
it as un-Republican. Now, if the gentleman is correct about that, if 
the Chicago platform means what he says—and he alone of the sixty 
millions of people in the United States has the right to construe it—if 
I can not combat his right to construe it for me, then, to be consistent, 
I should get off the platform and not pretend to stand upon it. I want 
to speak in all kindness, for I have no feeling of unkindness towards 
the gentleman, nor have I ever during my service in the House of 
Representatives entertained any feeling of unkindness towards him, 
and if I differ with him radically and positively in his construction of 
the platform, I beg to assure him I do it respectfully. He would not 
ask me to sit still in the House and hear him place the party to which 
he and [ belong in a position which to my mind it does not occupy, 
and if he did I would not comply with his request. 

Now, then, what is the platform? The gentleman read a portion of 
I am not going to read much of the 


| platform, but as I read it touching the tariff it is substantially as fol- 





lows: It declares in favor of ‘‘sueh revision of the tariff laws as will 


| tend to check imports of such articles as are produced by our people, 


the production of which gives employment to labor, and releases from 
import duties those articles of foreign production, except luxuries, the 
like of which can not be produced at home.’’ 

That is the platform on that point. With that declaration I am in 
entire harmony, according to my best judgment, and the amendment 
which I offered yesterday is in entire harmony with that declaration of 
the principle. ‘There are two kinds of customs duties recognized by the 
platform, one protective, the other for revenue only. It will be re- 
membered that our Democratic friends, when they had more courage 
than they have now and did not want to cheat anybody, put into two 
of their platforms a declaration in favor of ‘‘a tariff for revenue only.’’ 

Now, what is a tariff for revenue only, and what is a tariff for pro- 
tection? I will say a word upon this point, and then pass on and ap- 
ply it. <A tariff for revenue only is a tariff levied upon articles that 
we do not and can not practically produce in this country in sufficient 
quantity to substantially satisfy the demand of our own people, while 
a tariff for protection is a tariff levied upon such articles as we do prac- 
tically produce in this country, or while itis evident we can by follow- 
ing the protective policy ina reasonable time—not in twenty-five years 
or a hundred years, but in a reasonable time—produce them in sufii- 
cient quantities tosubstantially satisfy the demand therefor in our own 
country, thereby giving profitable employment to labor and in the end 
cheapening the product to the consumer. 

The Republican platform, as I understand it, condemns the tariff for 
revenue only and indorses the tariff for protection. 

If it means anything else, lam not forit, If it means that, I am 
for it. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] and the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] say, ‘‘ Why do you not pro- 
pose to pay a bounty on steel and wool and articles of that kind ?”’ 
The answer is that substantially the steel and iron industries, and the 
woolen and the cotton industries, and a great many others, under a far 
less protection than sugar has received, have been so developed in this 
country that they do practically supply the home demand and are grow- 
ing year by year; and I propose a bounty for the production of sugar 
in the United States, not that I am in favor of a system of bounties, 
but for the reason that a bounty would only cost $6,000,000 and free 
sugar would relieve the people of $60,000,000 of taxation annually and 
from $30,000,0000f profits they are compelled to pay to the sugar trust 
annually, and for the additional reason that under nearly a century of 
enormous protection a sugar interest has been built up in Louisiana 
that produces one-tenth of the sugar we consume and it may not be 
just to forsake even that small industry, and for the additional reason 
that in some parts of the country, Kansas and California, it is alleged 
they can develop a sugar-producing interest from sorghum and beets, 
and I am willing to give them a fair trial, especially as the people would 
save $84,000,000 annually by trying the experiment. 

I say again I am not in favor of bounties as a rule, but I think under 
all the circumstances this is a proper exception. Nor are we without 
precedents in this matter, for we have given bounties for the promotion 
of the fisheries for many, many years, bounties for the establishment 
of the salt industry in Michigan, bounties for the construction of rail- 
ways and canals, bounties for the establishment of our merchant ma- 
rine, bounties for the promotion of agriculture, and for many other pur- 
poses, 
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But if the voting a bounty for the production of sugar in the United | o1 And, 
States is a stumbling-l emen, while I am will- es in plac 1 3 t not only tl rof the ¢ 
ing to vote it, yet 1 am for free sugar, with or without a bounty. » platform, but that this ist st and it every man 

Now I will speak to r Democratic friends a moment, and I will ming to be a Republican must st i platform according to 
ask them, what is the reason you leave the tariff on sugar? What is | t struction. I accept and i: } t repudiate 
the reason that in cutting the duty down from 82 per cent. you still struction. \ pplau 
leave it at 68 per cent. ad valorem, hi gher than the duty on any other Mr. KELLEY. \ are t 
class of goods? You have said several times and you say now that rstood me to say that 
you do that because it is a tariff for rev« seen not for protection. In Mr. CANNON. Then I will t 3 i did 1 i 
that you ave entirely consistent with the principles you have enunci- | I always inquire for > mot of men wh e with me o1 
ated, namely, that in revising the tariff you will not have free trade | my own motives when I « ret t safe thing to 
at once all along the line, nor a revenue tariff only, at once, on every Who are interested i 
thing, but that you will travel in the direction of a tariff for revenue | No; the bounty prop lL take i 1 n 
only. I believe I represent you properly. That is the reason you | sorghum in Kansas and elsewhs . L 3 
keep it. t] Who is interes lin 

Now, what are the facts about sugar? I spoke of them yesterday.| } KELLEY 3 no 
I say that practically this tariff upon sugar is substantially a tariff for \pplause 
revenue only. ‘* But,’’ says my friend Judge KELLEY, Mae meryay 12 Mr. CANNON, Ti tleman kn 
duce sugar in this cour itr y-’’ Yes, sir; and we can produce tea in th merely spoke of the proposition 
country. Would youtherefore argue because our former Commiss sions r n is too big a man to 
of Agriculture induced pe ople to try to produce tea it 1 this country that | tense. 
we should levy a tax on tea? The platform does not mean that. | Mr. KELLEY. You did not put it t ! ‘ 

Mr. KELLEY. My statement was that we vould produce sugar | but ‘‘the! loes ta 
commercially and at a profit, not merely that we could produce it. ir. CANNON. The gentleman may po Wa l 
; Mr. CANNON. I answer the gentleman as I have answered hereto- | upon words, if he chooses to dose. 1 had to r y rw 
; fore, that for almost a century sugar has received continuous protection, | t 
i an average of two, yes, three times higher rate than any other class of | hin } 
articles, yet we preduce less than one-tenth of what we consume. We | House of Representatives when 
i produce far less than we did thirty years ago, and while we imported | say this is Republica 
i before the war 500,000,000 pounds yearly, we now year by year import | fused to go with him 
' over 3,000,000,000 pounds, and it is inc nanan all the while. I di m CHAIRMAN sent las Expired 
; that we are substantially producing sugar commercially at a protit o1 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ke I hope t 
that thereis any pros} ect of our doit o. Wedonot nies revenue | W be exten 
from sugar, and if you will put su sar on the free-list the people could Mr. KELLEY. I suggest tha 
i afford to buy every poundof sugar produced in this country and throw | bitum until he concludes remarks i 
i it into the sea, and they would then save yearly $75,000,000 by the | ru 
operation. | The CHAIRMAN. Is thet 
i Resuming my remarks, I want to say again that the tariff now stand- | to the conclusion of his remar} 
ing upon sugar is equivalent to 82 per cent. valorem. You Demo- Chere was no objection, and it \ 

crats propose in the Mills bill to reduce it to 68 per cent. ad valorem, | Mr. CANNON. I was trying to 
{ whereas in that bill the average rate of duty, including the duty on | who have spoken to-day. my amendment is adopt 
sugar, is 48.31 per cent. Why do you fix the duty on sugar away up | happen. lexplained Saturday the o: d thirteen one-hundredths of 
# above everything else? You say it is a revenue tax—a tax substan- | a cent of profit now obtained by the sugar refiners on each pound 
x tially for revenue only. sugar. Theystand inthe Mills billand will continuetoextort by its pr 

Now, just one word about this. Judge KELLEY said that in the last | Visions. [ expla ned that their profits amou a to 240,000, 000 a yi 
ten years there has been a great increase in the production of sugar. | My amendment will affect t 
Let us see about that. Iwas surprised that my friend Judge Sona y | of Lr ag lta 
should pick out an exceptional year in that period of ten years and | will affect them in San F: 
read the figures to this House as an evidence of the increased produc- | gentlemen for represent 
tion of sugar in the State of Louisiana. I have before me a table; I | to undertake to read me out of the part suse I do not altog 
will take these statistics in periods of five years. | agree with them. So much for t sugar reiiner und’ I say to t 

Mr. KELLEY. . I took them in periods of ten years. gentleman from California {| Mr. MCKENNA], when h tempts t 

Mr. CANNON. I will take them every fifth year. In 1870-’71, | me out of the party, that $9,000,000 w i suga u 
144,000 hogsheads of sugar were produced in Louisiana; in 1875-’76, | the reciprocity treaty every year fi H i to isco fr 
144,000 hogsheads; in 1880-81, 218,000 hogsheads; in 1886-’87 | } i 
145,000 hogsheads—substantially the same that was produced seven- | its value substantially doubled by lon mom 
teen years before. And yet, a quarter of a century after the war has | landed free of duty in that port ry s controls t 
closed, the gentleman talks about the ‘‘ ravages of war’’ and its effect Mr. MCKENNA. If that principle of gravitat , s te 
upon this industry. Does not the gentleman know that, commencing | you contend it does, why are you afraid of the ¢ 
with the close of the war and the breaking upof slave labor, the South, | pus! 
under a system of free labor, has, in respectto cotton and nearly all its | free lumber if you believe in the princiy 
products except - eae forward 50, 100, and sometimes 200 Mr. CAN} I have refused to yi When I ha enty of 
per cent.? I say again, as I said yesterday, that in seventeen years | tim : 1 do not ohiect to yielding, but when so I p and 
there has been paid into the Treasury of the United States $700,000, - chips in with something 10 miles off from what | talking about 
000 of taxes upon sugar, and the importation has been $1,200,000,000, | my patience then gives way alittle. Laughter and appla [ wa 
I say again that during the last thirty years the imports on sugar have | asking what would happen in case my amendment ido] PH 
been substantially two thousand millions of dollars, and the t: riff u pon | plain the men who own the plantation { { vich id 
that importation $1,000,000,000 and more. who raise sugar there bring it into the United Stat {ree id ther 

Of the three thousand million pounds consumed in this country, how | substantially have it doubled by the tariff law operating on all the 
much do you think is produced here? Three hundred million pounds. | of the sugar imported . moment it ives 
From these facts I say that the sugar tax, from the protection stand- | would lose four millions a year profit cut off by amendment—} 
point, when it claims to legitimately stand among the protected in- | which comes without any equivalent. Hsut the gentleman from ‘ 
dustries of the country, is a bastard and an intruder and a fraud. It | fornia says that this whole problem is solved, tha der 1 
is a free-trade cuckoo’s egg in the protection bluebird’s nest and should i of Claus Spreckels California will lead in the product of beet I 
be rolled out. [Applause. ] 

I again call attention to the Mills billand the schedules. What do | 
they show? We find the sugar tax now at 82 percent ad valorem, and | citizen, C! Spreckels, is posturing and going to the bigzest re 
it is proposed to reduce it to 68 percent. Then there are various re- finery in the ) waelld at Philadelphia; if you are going to supply tl 
ductions along through the schedules, and these reductions, including | entire consum 
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sugar, leave an average rate of 48 per cent. ad valorem. My amend- 
ment, if adopted, will make a further reduction to less than 35 per 
cent. When you Democrats go home and enter your canvass you will 
say, ‘‘Ah, there is 48 per cent. of protection enforced upon the people 
of this country.’’ Yet over one-fourth of all the duties paid in this 
country come from sugar; and you propose to maintain that duty, with 
but a small reduction, because it is a revenue tax and a revenue tax 
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Mr. HITT read as follows: 


We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in ‘‘trusts”’ 
or otherwise to control arbitrarily the condition of trade among our citizens, 
and we recommend to Congress and to the State Legislatures in their respective 
jurisdictions such legislation as will prevent the execution of all schemes to op- 
press the people by undue charges on their supplies or by unjust rates for trans- 
portation of their products to market. We approve legislation by Congress to 
prevent alike unjust burdens and unfair discriminations between the States. 

Mr. CANNON. I commend that plank in the Republican platform 
to the consideration of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and to the 
gentleman from California; and more, Mr. Chairman, I commend it to 
the consideration of the other side of this House. Here is a trust, as 
every body knows and acknowledges, and is necessarily so, becauseaftera 
yeneration has passed thesugarimported into the United States is found 
to'be increasing, while the sugar produced in the United States is decreas- 
ing in quantity. Come, now, and let us cut that trust up by the roots. 

A MemBer. How about the coffee trust? 

Mr. CANNON. ‘There is no tariff upon coffee. There may bea 
trust, but it takes care of itself and breaks up the men who go into it. 
This trust has its feet planted in the law, and I want to take the founda- 
tion away from it. Let us do our part. That is what I am for. 

But, Mr. Chairman, one further remark and Iam done. Much leg- 
islation can be had, ought to be had, and will be had, as I said the 
other day; the Navy will be built up, the fortifications will be con- 
structed, the ordnance made or purchased, our great sea-ports will be 
fortified, and we will be able to protect the citizens of our country at 
home and abroad by economical, just, and proper expenditures of the 
public money. 

General pension legislation will be had to do even-handed justice to 
the soldiers of the late war, and when these things are done and when 
we have reduced the revenues, taking it off of articles where it produces 
revenue only and off tobacco, then in the course of time if anything else 
is to be taken off, rather than turn the laborer back upon the small wage, 
rather than forsake the protective system, and then only, we will take 
the tax off of spirits. [Applause on the Republican side.] Why does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania say that is heresy? I tell you now, 
in the presence of the House and the country, so far as the country will 
take notice, and in the presence of my constituency, before whom I 
stand for re-election, asking them for their ballots, if now or hereafter 
Ihave got to choose between taking the tax off of sugar, which is a 
revenue tax only, and taking the tax off of spirits, I will take the tax 
off of sugar. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

In conclusion, I appeal from the construction placed upon the plat- 
form by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the platform itself, and so 
faras I ar concerned I am ready fora vote upon the amendment. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, coming from a section of the country 
uterested in the production of sugar, in which marvelous progress has 
\een made in that production from sorghum cane, I naturally feel a 
¢eep interest in the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
} Jinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

If I understand the doctrine of protection, it aims to protect every 
ys oduct that can be successfully produced in the United States. If that 
be the doctrine of protection, then so far as it applies to this question 
of producing sugar, we will inquire, first, can sugar be successfully pro- 
duced in the United States? And if it can be, then no friend of protec- 
tion will understandingly or knowingly oppose giving protection of some 
kind to the industry. 

I know that it has been charged in this debate that the production 
of sugar has been decreasing for a number of years; that the product 
of sugar in the United States to-day is not equal to what it was prior 
to the war. But that does not do away with the fact that sugar can 
be successfully produced in the United States. That fact, in my 
judgment, has been demonstrated beyond question. Concede that 
certain circumstances which are ulterior in their character, which are 
outside and independent of the interest itself, have resulted in decreas- 
ing the production of sugar for the last six, eight, or ten years, 
this does not by any means substantiate the position that the decrease 
will continue from now on, inthesame, or in anything like the same pro- 
portion. On the contrary, we have every reason to believe that the 
interest is increasing and will increase. Concede that there is a 
decrease, no man in favor of protection can even withhold that pro- 
tection, and be consistent, in my judgment, although he is satisfied the 
production of sugar will be confined exclusively to Louisiana. I would 
be for protection for sugar to-day, if there was not a pound of sugar 
made outside of Louisiana, because in order to be a consistent protec- 
tionist, I would have to support a law that would protect that industry, 
even though it existed in only a single State of the Union. Whenever 
you denationalize protection you destroy its power and its potency in 
promoting American industries. 

It is upon that ground I have argued in favor of protection of 
industries in which, perhaps, my own State was not directly but 
only indirectly interested. I can not understand the position taken 
by gentlemen upon the other side who insist strenuously upon 
protecting this industry so far as it applies to Louisiana, and yet 
ignore the doctrine of protection as to all other States. I will state 
in all candor to my friends from Louisiana, that when they insist 
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upon protection for sugar, because it is a product of the State of Louisi- 
ana, they can not, in my opinion, be consistent, without standing by 
the Republican party in protecting American industries in all the 
States. 

Now, I want tospeak of this question with reference to the sorghum 
industry, because that is the industry in which my people are more 
directly interested. I assert, without the fear of contradiction, that 
so far as experience is concerned, so far as past experiments can 
demonstrate anything, the production of sugar in the United States 
will from this time on continue to increase, until within ®e next ten 
years, we'shall not only produce sugar for the consumption of the United 
States, but we will produce sugar for export to foreign nations. 

We are paying out now to European countries 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to 
proceed for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask thatthe gentleman be 
given unanimous consent to complete his remarks, whether the time 
be longer or shorter than twenty-five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PETERS. There is an area of country in the United States 
adapted to the cultivation of sorghum, that is sufficient to produce the 
sugar of the world. The point has long been demonstrated that sugar 
can be made from sorghum. That wasdemonstrated yearsago. Sugar 
of the very highest quality, asmy friend from Kansas on my left sug- 
gests, sugar that polarizes 98.1 per cent. of sweetness, is made from 
sorghum. There is no sugar that polarizes as high as the sugar that 
was made in Kansas from sorghum last year. You can not find it in 
Germany; you can not find it in France; you can not find it in New 
Orleans; you can not find it anywhere intheworld. You can not find 
sugar made in any of these countries that polarizes 98.1 per cent. Yet 
under a skillful chemist from the Agricultural Department, who ap- 
plied this test, sugar that was made at Fort Scott last year, polarized 
98.1 per cent. 

Now, I come to the question whether sugar can be successfully made 
from sorghum so as to increase the product. Prior to the experiments 
at Fort Scott, the juice had been extracted from the cane by the roller 
process, or the pressure process, which had been used to extract juice 
from the cane in Louisiana. But the difficulty with that mach- 
inery, although it was the most perfect that human ingenuity 
could make, was that it extracted only about 55 per cent. of the 
saccharine matter. There was an absolute loss of saccharine matter of 
45 per cent. That was one reason why sugar could not be profitably 
produced from sorghum. The genius of man at once went to work to 
devise some method by which more of this saccharine matter could be 
extracted from the cane. Attention was directed to other countries, 
and finally it was ascertained that by the diffusion process more of this 
saccharine matter could be extracted. That diffusion process was 
brought two years ago to Fort Scott. 

It was demonstrated that it did extract a much larger per cent. of 
the saccharine matter; but because of too much scientific knowledge, 
the making of sugar was not a success, even after the saccharine mat- 
ter had been extracted from the cane. It seemed to be a theory of 
scientists that this saccharine matter must be manipulated in a certain 
way in order to produce sugar in paying quantities, and instead of 
giving it a decent and respectable chance to make sugar, iis very pro- 
duction was curtailed by scientific manipulation; so all the investi- 
gations and the experiments two years ago in Kansas proved a failure, 
not because we were unable to extract a sufficient amount of saccharine 
matter, but because, after having done so, we could not produce enough 
sugar to make the industry profitable. 

But this was overcome last year, and the diffusion process was more 
thoroughly tried and experimented upon, and as a result, instead of se- 
curing only 55 percent. of the saccharine matter from cane, we secured 
by the diffusion process 97 per cent., and instead of securing from this 
saccharine matter about 56 pounds of sugar to the ton, we secured over 
100 pounds of sugar to the ton in addition to the sirup that was also 
made from the same matter, from 15 to 25 gallons per ton. 

Mr. GEAR. How many ‘tons are raised to the acre? 

Mr. PETERS. An average of 12 tons to the acre. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes. 

Mr. BAYNE. Did you undertake to produce or did you produce 
sugar in Kansas before you had a bounty ? 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, yes; we produced sugar from sorghum in Kansas 
six years ago. 

Mr. BAYNE. In any considerable quantity ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much is the bounty? 

Mr. PETERS. Two cents a pound upon all that polarizes above 90; 
but that bounty is limited in amount to $15,000 annually. 

Mr. BAYNE. So that you have protection and also a bounty of 2 
cents a pound on your Kansas sugar. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. i want, to state, however, in answer to 
that, that the bounty has had no effect whatever upon the production 
of sugar in Kansas; not a particle. 
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Mr. HERMANN. Did not the Commissioner of Agriculture, after t sentences, capital turns to the experience of the past and says 
numerous tests and experiments and a great deal of investigation, al- otwithstanding your logic, notwithstanding your eloquence, which 
most despair of being able to produce sugar successfully in Kansas or | ! pleasantly upon the ear, business principles tell us we can rely 
elsewhere from sorghum ? 0 on the experience of the past So the Kansas farmer, the man 

Mr. PETERS. That was two years ago; but in his report on the ex- erested in the development of this industry, says We know i 
periments last year, he emphatically declares that the question is set- | the capital will be forthcoming to furnish t plant to elop th 
tled beyond peradventure. try in the United States if reasonable p ction is « ed 

Mr. HERMANN. And were not those experiments largely assisted | we do not know, we can not tell, that this capital will be fort ng 
by the bounty which was offered by the Legislative Assembly ? if you do away with this protection i substit ta 

Mr. PETERS. Not in the least. : In short, 1t is better to re pon a certainty tl to exper pon 

Mr. RYAN. Not at all. an uncertainty. 

Mr. PETERS. The bounty has had nothing to do with the develop- As I stated yesterday, after the result of t exp 1€1 van 
ment of the industry, so far as it was developed last year. sas last year, preparations were made fo e establis 0 erou 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much aid had you from the Gen- | plants to manufacture sugar in Kansas, four of them in the d t 
eral Government? | from which Icome. Yet because of untoward circumst 3, he 

Mr. PETERS. I can not answer the gentleman from Iowa as to the | of the threat involved in this very ery for tariff revision, becau this 
exact amount; but I am informed by my colleague [Mr. RYAN] that | to a large extent, but two of these plants are being put in to-da Phe 
about $60,000 was expended of the last appropriation. A considerable | capitalists of the East, who promised the money with which t 
proportion of that went for the purchase of machinery. | put in these plants, have said: ** We will \ will 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my friend state how much sugar | wait until we see what Congress will do set 
has been produced in Kansas for consumption in the last six years ? I changed t ‘ ubly 

Mr. PETERS. I can not state exactly. The works at Fort Scott X 0 I é s to 
worked up about 600 acres of cane last year, and my colleague from f eing put in ka d 
the Fort Scott district [ Mr. FUNSTON] says that they produced 235,000 | St ott : Con 
pounds of sugar. v ein t 

Mr. FUNSTON. C sugar. I 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, coffee C sugar. Anybody who knows what people, t vou 
that is can understand just the kind of sugar that was made at the | i nts tot t 
Fort Scott works. so ft $ this 

Now I want to go on with my statement in relation to the produ floor tl t ll no dust t tle 
tion of this sugar. As I said before, last year we were able to produ s very infant the 
over x hundred pounds and in many instances 115 pounds the first ltural people of ng t 
run from a ton of cane, and in addition to that from 5 to 20 gallons | Government 
of sirup. is another to w h J . 

To show what the interest of the farmer isin this industry, I state that on with this question of boun I have | in favo a 

any farmer with a team can plant and grow and harvest, 50 acres of this | bounty, be se it is an unce We « hat th 
cane, and the average yield per acre in Kansas was about 12 tons. That | uncertain st ot unty, « tal t i e 1 
gives for one farmer 600 tons of cane, which sold last year at $2 per ton plant \ inty instab 

yielding him $1,200 for the labor of himself and team upon 50 acres of | he timid, will not ta ( ( 3 
ground, and requiring at the outside only about four months’ time to | k » that if t ion ¢ ea tl] 
plant, grow, and harvest the crop. Every one can sce at a glance why | bounty, instead of amouuting to 0 x n rsa ul 

it is that the farmers in the belt of country where this cane can be | should reach thirty or forty million d t Le cry 
raised, are interested in the development of the industry mi all parts of the United States der ‘ é of t nty 

Mr. FUNSTON. And none are interested more than the people of t, and it would be repealed. The experi of eve is rin 
Illinois. Hlouse teaches him that this must be the ef i hh l 

Mr. PETERS. And, as my colleague says, none are interested more | amount of bounty should be paid by the G ul ¢ Le! 
than the farmers of Illinois, and the farmers of the entire Union, But there is anot consideratio mn 1 i estion 
wherever they live within the belt in which the cane can be success- | When you do away with the prot t i and rH 
fully produced. stead a bounty, you place the consu 1 ft i ‘ ft 

Aside from this, there is another very importaht item to be taken | power of the foreign producer of sugar t » ti 
into consideration, and that is that the cane is almost a certain crop. | and there are foreign trusts, because t Empire of G is noth- 
Drought does not materially affect it; the grasshopper does not affect ng more nor less than a sugar trust fe 4 eien trusts, then 
it. It can be raised almost surely every year in this beit of country, | in doing away with this protection ane it it ou place 
regardless of rainfall or of atmospheric or climatic influences. the consumers of the United Statesin the of these for 1 trusts 

I have said that two years ago we had too much science, and there Do away with these $52,000,000 o 1 e that was the 
fore did not produce sugar successfully after we had obtained the sac- | amount-—derived from the importa I ls~ 
charine matter; but last year it was left to work itself out, passing from Mr. KELLEY. Sixty-eight millions 
the diffasion battery into the vacuum pan, and from that into the cen Mr. NELSON. Fifty-six million 
trifugal, and from the centrifugal intothe barrel. I madea trip to Fort Mr. PETERS. Do away with th fift » mi ns 
Seott during the sugar season last year. I went to the field and saw | millions or sixty-eight millions of reven ipon r 
the cane cut; I saw it loaded on the wagon; I saw it hanled upon the | let this money be used, as it would t! ) 
scale; I saw it taken to where it was cut up into small pieces; I sawit | tion of sugar in the United States, a1 ild ry plan 
go into the diffusion battery, and from that into the vacuum pan, and | that produces sugarin this counts t é 
then into the centrifugal, and I saw it come out sugar in the barrels: Do away with the tax now provided | oreign ul ! 
so that I know what | am talking about, because seeing is believing, | porarily reduced in price below « ‘ i ) count ind the 
and I not only know that sugar was made, but I know that it was made | | ina planterand the Kansa inufa rercou pro¢ esugar 
in the quantities I have stated, because I saw the ton of cane weighed | to compete with the pri Che great foreign trusts, the great 
and saw the sugar that was produced weighed. Not only that, but I unt of capital engaved in the production r ou ( é 
saw the Government chemist from the Agricultural Department here | United States, would say, we car rd cent on eve 
polarize it; and it polarized 98.1 per cent. pound of sugar we send into the United State ext yea e 

Is there any use in talking to a Kansas farmer or a Kansas man who | crush out the product—which, I understand 300,000,000 pe 
has had a practical eye-witness knowledge of this matter, about doing | last year. When every sugar plant in Louis eve 
away with that tariff, because, forsooth, we can not increase the pro- | plant in Kansas, New Jersey, California 1] s been ed up 
duction of sugar in the United States? I say—and J believe it is the | then we would be in the power of thes« vho - 
feeling not only of the Commissioner of Agriculture, but of the people | ions of pounds of sugar every year—w ruld itheir power, be 
of Kansas, and of every citizen who has investigated the subject—that | cause we would have no product of sugar to regulate the price in the 
only a few more years of protection are needed to make Kansas the | United States. 
sugar State of the world. That is what we are fighting for; that is; Thus, having suffered a loss of a cent a pound for one year, and 


svwhy we are opposed to this proposition of bounty. 

I would be glad if some man could tel! me with the assurance of cer- 
tainty, that a bounty would step in and take the place of the tariff and 
insure us the capital to develop this infant industry of Kansas. But 
there is no man who can give me such assurance. Logic can not give 
it; eloquence can not give it; argument can not give it. Logic isa 
power in the forum, but it can not command capital. Capital is ever | 
sensitive; and when you go to it with your fine speeches and your elo- | 
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are made. Men throughout the country who seek to fasten the charge 
on the Republican party of dereliction in this regard, lose sight of the 
great fact that the Republican party has not held power in this House, 
but for two years since 1875. 

When you talk on the other side about trusts, I wish to say to 
you, the greatest and most iniquitous trusts to-day are Democratic 
trusts. Take the Standard Oil Company; it is a Democratic trust. It 
has representatives high up near the Democratic throne. Take the 
sugar trust in America to-day, and it is a Democratic trust. Take the 
iron trust, and it is a Democratic trust. 

When you come to charge this question of trusts upon the Repub- 
lican party, as my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] did, you will 
close your eyes to the facts. 

A MEMBER. Do not forget the whisky trust. 

Mr. PETERS. And there is the whisky trust,which is also a Demo- 
cratic trust. That trust,which isso dear to the Democratic heart, has 
its inspiration, its motive power direct from the Democratic party. 
gentlemen who go on enumerating trusts as having been fostered and 
encouraged, should know they are Democratic in their inception and 
Democratic in their tendencies and exist by the grace and permission 
of the Democratic party. 

I want to call attention to the fact to which I have already alluded, 
that the Forty-fourth Congress, the first in which the Democratic party 
obtained power since the war, came in on the 4thof March, 1875, with 
74 Democratic majority in the House. The Forty-fifth Congress, which 
came into power on the 4th of March, 1877, had 18 Democratic majority 
in the House. The Forty-sixth Congress, which came into power on 
the 4th of March, 1879, had 22 Democratic majority in the House. The 
Forty-seventh Congress, which came into power on the 4th of March, 
1881, had 16 Republican majority, and this was the only Republican 
House we have had in this country since 1874. 

jiow was it in the Forty-eighth Congress? That Congress, which 
came into power March 4, 1883, had 81 Democratic majority in the 
House. The Forty-ninth Congress was reduced almost one-half, with 
only 42 Democratic majority, which came in March 4, 1885; and the 
Fittieth Congress has 15 Democratic majority in the House, showing 
that the majority is growing beautifully less; and in the coming 
election it will disappear entirely and the majority will be placed where 
it ought to be, on this side of the House. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

ut I say to you that if trusts have been fostered and encouraged by 
the Republican party, why is it that your sidewith its majority in all 
these years has not brought forward some proposition to crush them 
No sooner can a law be brought before the House for the pur- 
pose of strangling every trust in the United States than I will jump to 
my feet in its support, and by my voice and my vote render what aid 
I can, to secure its passage. I have been ready and hoping for some- 
thing of that kind for years. I have been hoping that the investigation 
on the part of our Committee on Manufactures would have borne some 
good fruit. But it seems to me that this long session of the Fiftieth 
Congress is to pass away without results from that investigation. 

I appeal to my friends and to every man who is in favor of pro- 
tection, either local or national, to stand by this industry and give us 
achance to develop it. Let us save to the people of the United States 
and to the Government of the United States this $100,000,000 of money 


out? 


that we have been annually paying out to foreign countries for the 
sugar consumed here. Let us produce it for ourselves, and we will 
not only save the amount of money I have suggested, but it will em- 


ploy in the avenues of labor thousands upon thousands of the working 
classes of to-day. 

I believe as firmly as I can believe anything that if the law is allowed 
to stand as it is that in the course of ten years we will produce a suffi- 
cient quant f sugar to meet the wants of our consumption in the 
United States. That is what Iam pleading for. I plead, because it 
is not only in the interest of the Kansas farmer, in the interest of the 
Kansas business man, but because it is in the interest of the poor men 
throughout the United States, and because it is in the interest of the 
laboring men all over the country. 

| beseecht you now, under the ery that there may be an exorbitant 
profit in the trust, not to strike at the interests of farmers and the la- 
boring men of this country. [Applause on on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEBER. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman, which 
does not affect the question of rates, but is designed to effect a classifi- 
cation of the sugar schedule. I wish to have that voted upon after the 
proposition now pending before the committee has been disposed of, for 
it is evident that if the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is 
adopted by the House, no classification or schedule will be necessary. 
I presume that the remainder of this evening will be devoted to the 
proposition now before the committee, and if I may have the permis- 
sion I would simply offer the amendment, because it is offered in good 
faith, and I believe will commend itself even to gentlemen on the 
other side, that it may be printed in the REcorD, and that I may have 
the floor on Monday for the purpose of explaining its provisions. If 
that arrangement can be made I have no desire now to interject some- 
thing that is not pertinent to the subject that is before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not undertake at this time to 
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promise recognition to the gentleman on Monday. 
of those desiring recognition. 

Does the gentleman wish to offer the amendment now ? 

Mr. WEBER. I would like to submit it to be printed for the in- 
formation of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is offered only for information now? 

Mr. WEBER. The discussion of the amendment at this time will 


There is a long list 


| perhaps divert the minds of gentlemen from the question immediately 


under consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. WEBER. And I presume that our friends on the other side ot 
the House are not particularly desirous, judging from the liberality 
with which they have extended the time for the discussion to this side 
of the House, in order that Republicans could air their contentions 
before the country—I say, that they are not immediately desirous ot 
disturbing that procedure, but seem perfectly willing that these gen- 
tlemen should go on; and acting upon that assumption, that it will go 


| on and occupy the remainder of the evening, I do not desire to inter- 


fere with the amusement or enjoyment of gentlemen on the other side, 


| but will simply ask consent to submit the amendment now, to be taken 


up when it is in order for action. I offer it as a practical measure and 
desire to be heard in support of it and hope to convince gentlemen on 
the other side, if the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois fails, 
that here is a way to strike at the trusts and without disturbing the 
rate of duty proposed by gentlemen on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to have the amend- 
ment read or printed in the RecorD? 

Mr. WEBER. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 346 inclusive and insert the following: 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 

“All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated’ molasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, 
shall pay a duty of 1.15 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or frac- 
tion of a degree not above ninety degrees shown by the polariscopic test they 
shall pay thirty-two thousandths of a cent per pound additional. 

“All sugars not above No, 16 Dutch standard in color, testing by the polari- 
scope above ninety degrees and not above ninety-one degrees, shall pay a duty 
of 1.90 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or fraction of a degree 
not above ninety-seven degrees shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay 
five-hundredths of a cent per pound additional. 

“All sugars testing by the polariscope above ninety-seven degrees shall be 
classified with sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color. 

“All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely :’’ 

Mr. WEBER. Iask unanimous consent that I may be heard upon 
this amendment after the pending amendment has been voted on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You do not need unanimous consent for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understandsthis to bean amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. WEBER. I do not understand the parliamentary effect; but I 
desire'to have the amendment voted on in good faithafter the pending 
proposition has been disposed of. It is clear if the proposition offered 
by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. CANNON] be adopted, this will be 
of no use. If it be not adopted,I submit my amendment as a reclassi- 
fication of the schedule offered by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the gentleman simply has the amendment 
read at this time for information, and later on will offer it. The Chair 
understands that to be the situation. Does the gentleman yield the 
floor? 

Mr. WEBER. I yield the floor upon that understanding. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, Iam for the Cannon amendment for the 
reason that to me it is a sound, practical business proposition. Given 
that by the adoption of that amendment you save, first, to the consum- 
ers of this country about sixty millions of money which is now 
levied by the tariff; second, that you save a direct contribution taken 
from the people of this country which is now given to the sugar-refin- 
ing trusts in profits of $30,000,000 annually, and by the imposition of 
a bounty or the contribution of a bounty you appropriate only six or 
seven million dollars; and therefore the great saving to the people is 
between eighty and eighty-four million dollars annually. ; 

Now, it seems to me that the proposition should commend itseif to 
the good sense of people on both sides of the House. It isnot a ques- 
tion of Republicanism or Democracy. It is simply the application of 
a business principle to a business interest. 

Mr. Chairman, I criticise the arrangement of the tariff on sugar from 
two standpoints: First, 90 per cent. of it is a tariff for revenue, because 
90 per cent. of the sugar we use is not grown in this country. It is in 
the nature of a direct tax on the people the same as if we levied a tax 
on coffee, tea, spices, or any other thing which we do not grow or pro- 
duce in this country. Take the acreage of sugar to-day. Why, sir, 
there were in 1880 but 227,000 acresin cane. In the State of Louisiana 
there were but 181,000 acres. Reduce that in the way we compute 
acreage in our country. Every county in the West has sixteen town- 
ships, making 378,000 acres of Jand. Now, there were in sugar in 1880 
in Louisiana only eight townships; not quite half the acreage of the 
county in which I have lived for many years. In this whole country 
there are only ten townships engaged in the cultivation of sugar. Gen- 
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cattle and wheat and oats and dairy preducts, the sugar production of | Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. None that meets the question. And 


Louisiana is going down, down, down. And there is a reason for this 
decline. The sole reason is to be found in the fact that their climate 
is not adapted to the production. No man can raise a sugar crop in 
Louisiana when the season is adverse. Again, if this amendment 
shall be adopted you at once put an end to the frauds which so noto- 


not only that, but I hold in my hand a statement just received from the 


| clerk of the Committee on Appropriations showing that $299,500 have 
| been paid out up toand including 1888, and expended for the purpose 


riously exist in the coloring and undervaluation of sugars in New York | 


and at other ports. 
offered by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and I trust in all 
earnestness that every Republican—ay, and every Democrat—on this 
floor will vote heartily in favor of that amendment as a business 
proposition. There is no politics in it. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time remaining, I yield it to my col- 
league [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] asks 
unanimous consent to yield the remainder of his time to his colleague. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to dis- 
cuss this suhject somewhat fully; but my colleague has presented my 
views so much more ably than I could do that I will content myself 
with submitting a few additional suggestions. 

lor one [ do not intend to remain silent in my place, on the theory 
advanced perhaps by some that we should keep silent on the sugar 
question and let the matter go over to the Republican Senate. A 
man by silence may tacitly commend an evil proposition. If the tax on 
sugar should be reduced, our duty is clear, as well as the duty of the 
Senators. flor one [ concur in the amendment of the gentleman fron 
Hlinois [Mr. CANNON], and thank him for his courage and ability in 
submitting the views which he has presented. It will certainly be 
news to any member of this House who was a member of the late 
Republican national convention to be told that in advocating this 
amendment he is acting in the teeth of the Republican platform. No 
gentleman has yet indicated wherein the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois conflicts with that platform; and I challenge any one here 
and now to show such conflict. That platform declares in substance 
that whatever revision or reduction is necessary shall be taken from 
our import duties. Does it name any particular article that is to be 
made the subject of the reduction? Does it name sugar, iron, or any 
of the articles covered by your import duties? Not one; such ques- 
tions are left to the wisdom of Congress. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend will allow me to remind him that the 
Chicago platform does not say that any reduction which may be made 
shall be taken from import duties; it favors a repeal of the tobacco tax 
and a revision of the tariff in such a manner as to protect articles of 
home production and to take the duties off such things as we do not 
produce. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very good; that is exactly what I say 
in substance, and what the platform meant to say, that the revision 
of the tariff should be so made as not to endanger American industries. 
That is the Chicago platform—nothing more and nothing less. Now, 
the only question for us to consider in dealing with this question ot 
sugar is whether it comes within the range of the Republican doctrine 
of protection. If it does, Iam opposed to touching the sugar industry. 

But no gentleman has shown here that sugar should longer be pro- 
tected by this Government. Our protection has utterly failed to bring 
sugar within the range of our protective policy. Why? Because it 
has been demonstrated that it is an industry that can not be built up 
and has not been built up to meet the wants of our people. If it can 
be demonstrated that it will meet the wants of our people, then it is an 
indust-y which comes within the range of our protective policy, and 
should have that recognition. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It has been shown. 
twelve months, at Fort Scott, in Kansas. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, my good friend from Kansas 
[Mr. Funston] brings me to the very proposition in my mind. The 
only ones who have attempted to meet this question as presented in 
this discussion are the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perrers], the one claiming that Cal- 
ifornia, with its beets, and the other that Kansas and the other great 
Western States, with sorghum, practically can meet the conditions de- 
manded by our people in regard to the consumption of sugar. But 
have they given us one scintilla of proof of their ability to do so? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Have they given us any evidence in 
support of the statements they have made? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, abundant evidence. 

Mr. RYAN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, gentlemen, you have not given 
us anyevidence. You have been experimenting fora number of years. 
You have admitted yourselves that your own State of Kansas gave you 
annual bounty of $15,000; vou admit that the General Government came 
to your aid with $60,000 in Kansas; and yet when I ask what you have 
done to show that you are capable of producing sugar even to meet a 
small proportion of the wants of your own people for domestic con- 
sumption I have no response. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, yes, you have. 


It has been done in the last 


Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I favor the amendment | 





of making tests of the different kinds of sugar produced, including 
the sorghum sugar, in thiscountry; andit is admitted that $60,000—I 
think it is $90,000—have gone to the State of Kansas on that account. 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, with all of this in aid of your system, my 
eloquent friend from Kansas asks for five, six, or seven years more of 


| experimental work to demonstrate what he believes can be done. 


Mr. PETERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What! shall we hold up to the peo- 
ple of this country a proposition to pay out $90,000,000 annually to 
protect this industry which will not meet their wants in any proper 
degree? 

Mr. FUNSTON. We do not want another hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And when you confess that you have 
utterly failed to meet the wants of the people for consumption ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. We have only had three months to work in, and 
we have developed 750 pounds of sugar to 1 acre of cane. 

Mr. GEAR. And it cost 25 cents a pound to produce it 

Mr. FUNSTON. If you plant every sixteenth acre in the State of 
Kansas in sorghum you will produce as much sugar as you import to- 
day, and in five years you will produce the sugar at 2} cents a pound, 
if you will just let us alone and not interfere with our progress, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You may boil down all of your argu- 
ments and the sum of them can be epitomized by singing ‘‘in the 
sweet by and by.’’ [Laughter.] It is all you can do, give promises 
for the future. 

Mr. FUNSTON. We have already donc it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have been dumping money into 
your experimental works and we have no results. You do not do what 
you promised. 

Now listen, gentlemen; we have the law in our hands. We meet 
again here in December. This is not going to be the last American 
Congress. The argument on facts which appeal to our senses will be 
quick to reach our understanding in the way of producing suitable leg- 
islation upon this subject in the future. Let your arguments be based 
on the facts as you will then have developed them. If you gentlemerm 
can make the sugar, if this is not still an infant industry that you can 
wean, one that youcan take its mouth from the nursing bottle, we will 
be here to take care of you. I have as much interest in this as my 
good friend from Kansas has. The soil of Iowa will go further than 
Kansas to raise sorghum. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, no; I beg pardon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No gentleman need beg my pardon 
for telling an incontrovertible fact. The soil of Iowa surpasses in fer- 
tility the soil in any part of the country. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh! 

[| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 
of my colleague be extended. 
ing from their constituents. 
minutes, 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am very much obliged to my col- 
league for his request for an extension of my time and to the com- 
mittee for its indulgence; but I had declared myself on this subject 
before even my good friend from Iowa opened his lips on the subject 
of the tariff, so that I am in the logical attitude of the speech I made 
in this House, and if the gentleman will find what my record was in 
Iowa, he will ascertain that I have been advocating this very doctrine 
upon the stump for years past. I stand by the record that I then 
made, and I do not see any reason to change that position at this time. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have said that I do not think our friends from 
California or from Kansas have shown that this sugar they talk of pro- 
ducing has been so far a successful experiment, or that it can be pro- 
duced in sufficient quantities to meet the wants of our people. 

They have not brought themselves within the rule to claim the ben- 
efit of the great economic principle of protection. When they dol will 
be swift to throw my voice and vote and influence in favor of protect- 
ing them. But until that time comes I protest against a tribute of 
$100,000,000 to foreign pockets, taken from the pockets of the people of 
my district and of my country. I want that distinctly understood. 
No matter what difference may exist around us we should kindly and 
courageously meet our duty, and he who flinches from that duty will 
have the harder timein the future, inmyjudgment. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’’ 
“Vote !’’] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with some interest to 
the remarks of my colleagues from Iowa, Colonel HENDERSON and 
Governor GEAR. I dislike very much to differ from these gentlemen 
on any question; but on this question of sugar I think there is room 
for adifference of opinion. I donot agree with my friend, Judge KEL- 
LEY, in saying that a man can not stand upon the Republican platform 
and hold that it is right to have free sugar. Thequestionis one of fact. 
But if there is reason to believe the American producers of sugar can 
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ultimately produce enough to supply the American market they ought 
to be encouraged by a protective duty; but it ought to be a reasonable 
duty. If you examine this proposed tariff schedule you will tind that 
the average duty on the whole list is, as is claimed, about 41 per cent. 
Now, we ought to be just in our tariff. If they would reduce the 
tariff on sugar to 40 per cent., one-half the present rate, it would re- 
duce the surplus to the extent of $28,000,000 a year. That would be 
a considerable reduction, and at the same time it would afford as much 
protection to the sugar industry of the United States as the average of 
the protective duties placed upon other articles. That seems to me the 
correct position on this question, for I do think we have reason to be- 
lieve we can produce our own sugar. 

The other side of the House say they will maintain a duty of 68 pet 
cent, upon sugar, while they propose to put a number of Iowa products 
upon the free-list. I appeal togentlemen and as! [} 
it is not. Our friends on the other side of t ul 
disturbed about free whisky. The gentleman from Texas{ Mr. MILs] 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, is especially excited 


on the subject, and yetfour years ago h 
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1e House are wonderfu 


> exp! sed the same senti: 
I hold to-day upon the subject. He then said: 


We now have over $100,000,000 fi 1 whisky and tobacco and ot! 
revenue t but they are on the same pr ple as the tariff taxes, on « 
sumption, and fall on the poor, and should be largely de 


When I made the statement on three or four occasions formerly bi 


fore this House declaring this position I am sorry gentlemen on the 
other side did not utter a whisper of approval. [ thank the gentlemar 


Michigan [Mr. Burrows] for calling the attention of the country 


to the fact that when the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 


Means assails the position of the Republican party on this question t 


from 


day he is assailing his own position as declared four years ago. 
n regard to this question of sugar I shall ask 
of my remarks a letter I received from a gent 
who has given this matter some attention, who has produced a 
quality of sugar from sorghum by an a ‘ s 
and manufacture. He has a patent on an li 
the moisture from the sirup, and has sold ago 
own town for years. I will not detain the House any longer, but will 
ask leave to print the letter as part of my remarks. I do not approve 
of it in full, but it shows that the position of the Iowa Legislature gi 
ing a bounty of 2 cents a pound in lowa for the production of sugar is 
in his judgment, sound. 
that the protection by the Government 
State is putting a bounty on. 
policy. 
The letter is as follows: 
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The position of my colleagues trom Iowa is 
should be taken off while th 


This does not seem to be harmonious 


rrRacr, Iowa, May 6, 1888, 

Str: Mr. E. E. Taylor tells me that you wish to know \ 
bout p 

uty 


hat I think about tak 
4 premium on sugar 


r anda il re 
Siness, Ana Locreiore 


ing the tariff off sugar, and also what [ think ab 
manufactured in the United states. Lam notinthe 
no personal ax to grind. The experiments last season have proven that wit! 
sugar at present prices, using the diffusion battery and vacuum-pan, sug 
be made from sorghum anywhere whe corn will matu but with the ta 
off it is not likely that the necessary capital would be invested in an en 
while there is no certainty trat even present prices will be maintained fo 

] of time in the future Even the planters in the South were afraid to pu 
in the best machinery on account of the c inual racket about high tariff and 
free trade, but give them assurance that the fon sugar will not be reduce 
for the next ten or even five years, or if it should be reduced a premium of say 
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2 cents per pound would be paid by Government on home e sugar, and othe1 
States should do as Kansas and [Iowa have done, payaS b 

put a short time till factories would spring up all through the East, West,a 
South, and give us sugar at such rates at beet sugar could not comy 

my opinion the proper thing to do would be to let the tariff on sug pre i 
use the proceeds to stimulate home manufacture. You will noti 












sugar is put on the free-list or not, the Government shou bount 
home-made sugar. The Hawaiian sugar, under the reciprocity < 
free. There they get all the way fi 3 to 7 tons st r to the e of car 
still they claim they can hardly make ends meet Chere is no oth 
earth has as great an extent of sugar country as the United States, and 
pity t we only make about 12 per cent. of the sweets we consume, | 
cuse my using a pencil, as my hand is too unsteady to use a pen 
With much respect, I remain, yours truly 
JOHN Ll 


To Mr. DANIEL KERR. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
question. Does not the Cannon proposition include a bounty 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. I will do my friend the justice to say that 
there is no proposition on this side of the House that will take away 
the protection from any American industry. But they propose to put 
it in a form that I do not believe will meet with the approval of th 
American people. The Government has never yet given a bounty, and 
it never will maintain bounties as a permanent line of policy. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to ask the gentleman aquestion. J hap- 
pen to know the gentleman who wrote that letter to my colleague. I 
would like to ask my colleague if that man would not be just as well 
off with a bounty of 2 cents from the Government as with a tariff of 2 
cents ? 

Mr. KERR. Of course, so far as that particular man 
it would be just the same. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to express my opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for the rea- 
son that in my judgment it proposes a system entirely different from 


, a he : ws 
I would like to ask my colleague a 
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thi 
wh 
may, as 


iana [Mr. GAy] some figures which demonstrate that the crop 
year is 510,000 hogsheads—I think more than double the amount 
been heretofore stated, namely, 145,000. 
was 


ich ha 


our country in the attitude of an infant industry, in so far as sorghum 


and beet sugar are concerned; so that it runs directly in conflict with | 


the idea of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], for if I 
understood him correctly yesterday he claims that the doctrine of pro- 
tection applies onl 
that they can supply the demands of the people of this country. 
Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Mr. BAYNE. 


I so understood the gentleman. 
My claim was that the theory of protection applies 


in this way: However limited the industry, give it a fair trial; and if | 
it meets the wants of the country, then it is worthy of | 
I claim that the sugar industry has had a fair trial, and | 


alter fair trial 
protection. 
has failed to show any such result. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well; take that statement of the 
gentleman. Within two years this late process has been discovered, 
tested, and established as successful. Therefore, whatever may have 
been the experience with the sugar industry prior to that time, you 


now begin a new era; and I believe that the State of Kansas alone, ifa | 


proper duty be retained upon sugar, will within ten years be able to 
supply to our whole people all the sugar of that class which they can 
nse. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much did it produce last year? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not know, and I do not care. 
You might as well have asked whem the telephone was invented, 
‘*How many telephones are in use?’’? The question in such a case 
would not be how many telephones were used, but whether the tele- 
phone had proved successful in transmitting sound. I do not care if 
there was but a single hogshead of sugar produced last year in Kan- 
sas. My colleague |Mr. FUNSTON] can give the exact figures. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Two hundred and thirty-five thousand pounds 
were produced in three months of last year, at a profit of $15,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But as Isaid, that is an immaterial 
matter. The question is whether this new process, if properly nurtured, 
does not bid fair tosupply the American market. I call the attention 
of gentlemen on the other side of the House to this fact—that precisely 
what is true as to the increased percentage of production from the sor- 
ghum cane is also true as to the increased production of saccharine 
matter from the sugar cane. I have not the least doubt that this new 
process will add about 20 per cent.—perhaps more, perhaps less—to the 
product from the Louisiana cane. But my pointis this: enough has been 
developed, enough is to-day known, to justify the House in at least con- 
tinuing the application of the doctrine and system of protection, as 
against this new-fangled theory of bounty, and in so adapting the du- 
ties under the doctrine of protection as to relieve such burdens as should 
be relieved and at the same time protect this industry. 

As to ‘‘trusts,’’ there is no man in this House who is more opposed to 
them than I am, as is very well known. Besides, any man who intelli- 
gently and really understands this doctrine of protection must see that 
it contains within itself the safeguard for the consumer and for the 
throttling of any ‘‘trust,’’ in securing competition among manufact- 
urers. Iam ready to cut down the duty on the refined article to such 
an extent as will wholly destroy any possible ‘‘trust;’’ but Iam not 
ready to break down an industry which affects the whole West and 
every farmer in it, which proposes to give to America in all decades to 
come what sugar it will need, and in that way prevent the continued 
payment of the many millions which in past years have been raised 
onimported sugar. A grander opportunity for diversifying agriculture, 
for opening a new, profitable, and certain crop to our farmers, has not 
occurred since the invention of the cotton-gin. And both as an advo- 
sate of the greatest of American industries and asa thorough protection- 
ist and Republican, I am vigorously opposed to the bounty theory em- 
bodied in the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES. So far as concerns the question that has been raised 
in this discussion, of whether a man who advocates a particular amend- 
ment stands on the Republican platform, I wish to say this is not the 
time nor the place to discuss that proposition. 

With respect to the merits of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. CANNON], I am opposed to any proposition that demands 
bounties for an industry of any kind, and particularly the sugar in- 
dustry. 1 think I express the sentiment of the people of my district 
wien I say we are not prepared to foster by a bounty one agricultural 
industry at the expense of avother. I know of but two recognized 
principles in reference to this question—one is protection, the other is 
tree trade. This matterofa bounty presents neither protection nor free 
trade; and while it may or may not be recognized in the Republican 
platform, I think such asystem bad policy, bad ethics, and bad finan- 
cial legislation. if the farmers of my State are to pay the farmers of 
Kansas or the sugar-growers of Louisiana or any other State a certain 
amount upon the beets or the sugar-cane which they raise, are we not 
entitled to a similar allowance for every bushel of wheat or oats that 
we raise? If bounties are to be paid on one branch of agricultural in- 


3ut be that as it | 
said by my colleague before me [ Mr. PETERS], the devel- | 
opment of the sorghum process has really placed the sugar industry of | 


ly to industries which are already so far developed | 
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dustry, are we not entitled to bounties on all? Will not the farmers 
who aie expected to pay this bounty be the first to rise and say, ‘ 
want a bounty on everything we raise ?’’ 

The farmers of Kansas, we will say, get 2 cents a pound bounty o1 
sugar. They get 2 cents protection by thetariff. That makes 4 cen 
| That makes it reasonable, if we consider the worth of property at all. 
In Louisiana they are raising sugar year by year. They are raising 
| less now than in 1861and 1862. The philosophy of protection has had 
| no effect upon it. It is not an infant industry. 

I introduced a bill at the beginning of Congress to put sugar on th 

| free-list. I stand by that proposition now. Iam in favorof it. Itis 
no longer a question of protection. The gentlemen who are in favor 
of putting our flax on the free-list, as well as everything else we raise, 
should try free trade in reference to their particular productions; and 
if it works well let us try it still farther. 

Now, sir, I am opposed to all bounties upon agricultural products. 

It involves an evil we can not see the beginning or endof. I sheuld 
| like to agree with my able colleagues, Colonel HENDERSON and Goy- 
| ernor GEAR, on this question, but I can not do so. I should regard it 

as a great evil to introduce a system of subsidies and bounties to foster 
| the growth of our industries. 

I say as soon as the surplus is gone, when there is no more surplus 
to provide bounties, it will be one of the crying questions of the hour 
how to get rid of them. If wegive a bounty to the producers of sugar 
now, it will not be long before we will have other producers asking 
from the Congress of the United States bounties also upon their pro- 
ductions. 

Another thing. This whole sugar industry is embodied in a trust. 
It has been denied there is any trust. Gentlemen get up here with 
countenances child-like and bland and deny the existence of any such 
trusts. They deny that the effect of those trusts is to establish a mo- 
nopoly and make prices higher. 

Now, sir, I know there are trusts, and every man of ordinary intelli- 
gencein this House and throughout the country knows there are trusts, 
and that thereis no more gigantic monopoly than the sugar trust. Itis 
gotten up for the benefit of twelve hundred planters in Louisiana. Itis 
high time, therefore, we began to destroy that trust. It is time the 
House should put itself upon record against the continuance of that 
trust, and against the continuance of any of these trusts or combi- 
nations. It istime their influence over the people of the country should 
be put an end to. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not take the floor for the purpose 
of entering upon an elaborate discussion of the question before the 
House, but simply to correct some errors under which some gentlemen 
seem to be still laboring. I do not care to refer to the political feature 
of this discussion further than to say that in my judgment it will be a 
sorry day for the great American system of protection when we apply 
the bounty system to any of the industries of this country. 

Some gentlemen seem to be laboring under the impression that as 
yet there have not been any developments arising from experimenta- 
tion with sorghum which justifies the declaration that we can produce 
in this country sugar adequate in quantity for our home consumption. 
They forget that those results which promise the most grow out of ex- 
periments which have been commenced only in recent years. 

The experiments with sorghum are of recent date. When Dr. Colyer 
was in the Agricultural Department he undertook experiments in that 
line. They were experiments simply in the laboratory of the Agricult- 
ural Department. They were commenced only in 1878 and continued 
by him up to 1882. They were followed by other experiments under 
Professor Wylie, if I remember aright. ‘Those experiments were so 
promising that in 1885 Congress made an appropriation of $50,000 to 
continue them. The results of the experiments under that appropria- 
tion were so encouraging that some gentlemen engaged in the industry 
in my own State. They did not succeed, for they encountered the 
difficulty of extracting from the cane a sufficient quantity of the sac- 
charine matter to make it profitable. Still Congress, following up the 
appropriation of 1885, made another appropriation in 1886 of $94,000 
for further experimentation. 

The present Commissioner of the Agricultural Department had given 
this subject the most careful attention. It was his judgment, and he 
did not hesitate to declare it, that by proper experiments processes could 
be discovered that would make sorghum sugar manufacture successful 
in this country. Hence when that $94,000 was appropriated his whole 
heart and intelligence were devoted to the accomplishment of that de- 
sired result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McKENNA. I move, by unanimous consent, thatthe gentleman 
be allowed to proceed until he has concluded his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. RYAN. The commissioner abandoned the old process; and of 
the $94,000 he expended $60,000, or about that, in the State of Kan- 
sas. Much was expended in producing a diffusion battery and other 
machinery for experimental purposes 

He putin that establishment one of the most intelligent experts in 
this country with the most favorable results. It was developed by ex- 
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: member aright, for the entire season 115 pounds to the ton. 
I want to call attention to the report made by this officer of the re- 
; sult of his nents at the Fort Se mill, under the adminis 
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obtain a better grai 00 pounds of sugar were added to the juice after it had . 
been defecated ; 2,200 pounds of juice were drawn from each cell. ‘ 
The f »wing is arecord of this experiment: I t irs 
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: Sucrose in diffusion juice...... ; E ae wihvete ; 7 1 ar A — : 
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capacity of ours, about $1 per ton for labor and fuel, or 90 cents per ton of field 
cat The cost per ton for salaries, insurance, wear and tear, etc., mustcep nd, 
of course, not only upon the size of the salaries and other general expenses, 
but the number of tons worked, This plant, rated as above, is capabie, in sev- 
euty days, of working 9,450 tons of chips, or 11,900 tons of field cane. There is 
necessarily considerable expensein preparing for the season’s work, and again 
in closing up. Allowing liberally for this and for the proper management and 
control of the works, we may still bring our total expenses, outside the cost of 
labor and fuel, at $1 perton upon the above basis. Add to this the cost of labor 
and fuel, and we have $2 per ton as the total cost per tonof working cleaned 
cane, 

‘These figures are fully verified by our pay-rolls, coal bills, and other expenses 
while working to our capacity during the season, separated from expenditures 
in the counpletion and changing of machinery directly connected with experi- 
ments made, And to work a factory with a capacity at least one-half greater 
than this one would require very little additional expense except in the matter 
of fuel, and that would be relatively less. It seems to me a very conservative 
basis, with a factory of the capacity of ours, to place the actual cost of manu- 
facture at $2 per ton of cane; and with such a factory as I have indicated, and 
with a season of, say, seventy days, it is safe to place the cost of manufacture at 
considerably less than thatsum, It requires but little figuring upon this basis, 
and with the cost of cane at $2 per ton, and the yield of cane and product se- 
cured this year, to show that we have here developed a business of great inter- 
est and profit to our State and nation. 

l'o run a factory at the maximum profit it must be operated constantly dur- 
ing the workingseason. The loss this season by reason of the irregular opera- 
tion of the factory for the want of sufficient cane was very considerable. Dur- 
ing the whole season the factory was operated but three whole days of twenty- 
two hours each. Some idea of the loss from this source may be gathered from 
the fact that notless than 2 tons of chips were lost at each break in the opera- 
tion of the diffusion battery. Sixty-five such breaks or stoppages were made 
whilerunning for sugar. With a larger crop of cane and better arrangements 
for delivery upon the part of the larger contractors, but little or no difficulty from 
th ouree nee | be ar 
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Total cane bought......... 


Total seed-tops bought 





Total field cane... 








This represents the crop, less about 30 tons of seed-tops yet to come in, from 
about 450 acres of land. There were something over 500 acres planted. Some 
of it failed to come atall, some “fell upon the rocky places, where they had not 
much earth, and when the sun was risen they were scorched; ’’ so that, as nearly 
we can estimate, about 450 acres of cane were actually harvested and delivered 
at the works. This would make the average yield of cane 9} tons per acre, or 
$19 per acre in dollarsand cents. * * * 

Of the total cane worked, 162 tons were consumed in experiments with our 
culters and cleaning machinery before the cane was ripe enough for use for 
either sirup or sugar. No product whatever, not even seed, was saved from 
this, nor from 10 tons additional brought in since the factory closed down. 
A bout 300 tons of mostly down and inferior cane was worked in the early part 
of the season on the crushers, and without diffusion. The only product from 
this was molasses, and of that but asmall quantity. About 375 tons were also 
worked for molasses only on the diffusion battery. This, with the exception of 
50 tons at the close of the season, and which came in too irregularly to be worked 
for sugar, was worked before the sugar season began, and comprised such down 
patches and poorer quality of cane as could be gathered, mainly on the lands 
belonging to the company. It was an open question whether very poor cane 
could be worked successfully, even for sirups, on a diffusion battery. Nothing 
in this direction had hitherto been attempted. The total yield of molasses from 
this source, and from which no sugar has been taken, is 4,157 gallons. From 
this are sold 3,157 gallons, for $726.71 net. The remaining 1,000 gallons are stiil 
on hand, and are worth 25 cents per gallon. 








Tons. 

Deducting from total tonnage, less Seed............ccsscesescescseeseereeeeenrensers .. 3,840 
Amount not worked for sugar........ pasedesesconns gondgeinandcopedappecseecsenatall wessescoccecns §=OOE 
We have total cane and leaves for sugar........ saa vaduiuisahiseioas paniebisbericendan aa eee 





The total number of diffusion cells worked for sugar is 2,643. The weight ofa 
cel! of chips is 1,975 pounds. With this asa basis there was worked by diffu- 
sion for sugar 2,610 tons of clean cane as it entered the cells. Deducting this 
from 2,943 tons of cane with leaves and blades, and we have 833 tons of leaves 
and blades. The latter are to us a dead loss. A small portion has been hauled 
away by farmers for feed, but the bulk of this large tonnage is now fit only for 
manure, This waste was considerably increased by the failure of our separat- 
ing-smachines, especially in the early part of the season, to properly discharge 
their duties. This whole subject was new; machines had to be devised, and 
their adjustment, which is not yet perfect, caused considerable loss of cane. 
The weight of blades and leaves will not be far from 10 per cent. of field cane. 
For either feed or fuel, especially where the latter is much of an object, the 
blades can be utilized so astoat least covertheir own cost. At present we figure 
the loss from this source to seed account, 

SEED, 

There have been delivered of seed tops 437 tons. As nearly as we can esti- 

mate, there are yet to be delivered 30 tons, making in all 467 tons. From the 


best calculations we can make, and judging from our experience in former years, | 


seed yields about70 per cent. of the weight of heads, as bought in over the scales, 
in cleaned seed. Putting it at 60 percent., and with 56 pounds to the bushel, we 
shall have 10,000 bushels of cleaned seed. A portion of this, estimated at 1,000 
bushels, has, at considerable additional expense, been picked over by hand, 
lead by head, tied into small bundles, and hung upinthedry. This has been 
done to provide ourselves with pure seed of the different varieties for planting, 
and to supply a probable want in the same direction {rom others. For this hand- 
picked seed we expect to get not less than $2 per bushel. The cost of handling 
the seed has not been kept separate from the cost of running the factory. The 
total cost of curing, stacking, and hand-picking will not be far from $700, fully 
$200 of which has been expended in securing pure and perfectly cured seed for 
ourselves and others willing to pay the extra price. To thrash and prepare the 
seed for market the seed will cost about 6 cents per busheladditional. I estimate 
that we shall get for our seed crop $7,000 net. There will be left of seed tops, 
after thrashing, fully 100 tons, These are good for feed or fuel. 
SIRUPS, 

The bulk of our sirups are stored in the large cistern or cellar under the ware- 
house. The amount on hand we estimate at 50,000 gallons, This includes the 
whole crop, except the 3,157 gallons sold in early part of season. Of this we 
have sold, to be delivered within thirty days, and one car-load of which has 
already gone, 250 barre!s, or about 12,500 galions, at a price that will net us here 


20 cents. This sale includes the bulk of our poorest sirups. I think we can | 


safely estimate our sirup product, exclusive of packages, at $10,000. Consider- 
ing the condition of our factory for work in cold weather, and the limited ca- 
pacity of our centrifugal machinery, I recommend their sale, without boiling 
for seconds. 

“ * * * * * * 


W. L. PARKINSON, 
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Now listen to extracts from the report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture upon the subject: 
THE PRESENT STATE OF THE INDUSTRY. 

The experiments in making sugar from sorghum, which, as above shown, 
have been in progress for several years at the expense of private capital and the 
United States Department of Agriculture, have this year reached go favorable 
results as to place the manufacture of sorghum sugar on the basis of a protita- 

ble business, 

The success has been due to, first, the almost complete extraction of the sugars 

| from the cane by the diffusion process; second, the prompt and proper treat- 

ment of the juice in defecating and evaporating; third, the efficient mannery in 
which the sugar was boiled to grain inthe strike-pan. That these resuits may 
be duplicated and improved upon will be readily understood from the showing 
| made in Mr. Parkinson's report, and the descriptions of methods and processes 
used, and the discussion of the same as they appear in the subsequent pages of 
this paper. 

* * * * * * . 





| 
| 
; 
THE YIELD OBTAINED AT FORT SCOTT. 
The actual yield obtained was 231,607 pounds of first sugar, from 2,501 cells, 
If, now, the cell be taken as a ton, the yield of first sugar was 234,607 +- 2,501 = 
| 93.8 pounds, Enough of the molasses was reboiled for a second crop of erys- 
| tals, and the sugar separated, to ascertain that 15 to 20 pounds per ton of cane 
represented could be obtained. Calling it 15, we have for the entire yield 93.8 
-++ 15 = 108.8 pounds per ton of cleaned cane. This is a larger yield than is ob- 
tainable according to the heretofore accepted theory. There is some uncer- 
| tainty about the weight of a cell, which may account for the diserepancy be- 
| tween the theoretical and the actual results. It is possible, however, that the 
| theory may need reconstruction. In any case the yield actually obtained is 
| most gratifying. 
| Ihave made no mention in the above of the exceptionally large yields of some 
special strikes made during the season. Onestrike gave 109 poundsof merchant- 
| able sugar for each cellfulof chips. The seconds from this would doubtless have 
| brought the yield up to 130 pounds. But the general reader and the prospective 
manufacturer are more interested in average than in special results. It seems 
} 








safe to assume that a mean of 100 pounds of sugar and 12 galions of molasses can 
be made from each ton of cleaned sorghum cane of average richness. 

Science suggests several methods for the com te separation of the cane su- 
gar from the grape sugar and the ‘‘ not sugar,”’ and further experiments in this 
direction should be the work of the near future. As yet almost nothing has 
been done towards the development of methods of separating the grape sugar 
from the not sugar. This subject presents a most inviting fleld for the chemist. 

THE FUTURE OF THE SORGHUM-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 

The sorghum-sugar industry now seems to have an assured future. The quan- 
tities of sugar and molasses and other valuable products obtained from each 
ton of the cane and from each acre of land well remunerate the farmer for his 
crop and the manufacturer for his investment and the labor and skil! required 
to operate the factory. 

An acre of land cultivated in sorghum yields a greater tonnage of valuable 
products than in any other crop, with the possibile exception of hay. Under 
ordinary methods of cultivation, 10 tons of cleaned cave per acre is somewhat 
above the average, but the larger varieties often exceed 12, while the small 
Early Amber sometimes goes below 8tons peracre. Let7} tons of cleaned cane 
per acre be assumed for the illustration. This corresponds to a gross yield of 
i0 tons for the farmer, and at $2 per ton gives him $20 per acre for his crop. 
These 7} tons of clean cane will yield— 





















Pounds. 

Sugar...... fRbeanndsenoeosgeunis jainemecosinst Kedvdihenetclenack. sandtacenesontoniinedeen® svccuse hadancixtnenied 750 
Molasses........ spolvuinatecstishasaleassantéwsee pinavcabea paidieeanipanenrabebbass me 
TREE doniiscdienesactaneheninenceienanieunia paapucbontnnsseent een eianindiannate peuencahtntmennescans 900 
Fodder (green leaves).. . , 500 
Exhausted chips (dried).............0+ aac alain sth die dueotuinibiusbiaab siesta detest eluate 1,500 
ID icih tees snenietis —s neondede snrinigicniniintebii dtaneiapaninom eatin amphsianenn seen. 5, 650 


The first three items, which are as likely to be transported as wheat or corn, 
aggregate 2,650 pounds per acre. 

Sorghum will yield 7} tons of cleaned cane per acre more surely than corn 
will yield 30 bushels or wheat 15 bushels per acre. 

In the comparison, then, of products which bear transportation, these crops 
stand as follows: 

Sorghum, at 7} tons, 2,650 pounds per acre. 

Corn, at 30 bushels, 1,680 pounds per acre. 

Wheat, at 15 bushels, 900 pounds per acre. 

The sugar from the sorghum is worth, say, 5 cents per pound; the molasses, 
1}? cents per pound; the seed, one-half cent per pound. 

The products give market values as follows : 











| 750 pounds of sugar, at, SAY, 5 CONIS..........ccccccsrrcrscvsscsscssccssessescasecesscssssss G00. 50 
1,000.pounds molasses, at, say, 1} cents. ‘ 17.50 
900 pounds seeds, at, say, one-half Cemt .......6 scsceeceesesseeees cnnaieinnemeseeeanialiia 4.50 

Total value of sormhum, Leos TodEeP...... .....:cescrcccccsccoseeseccccscsccsceseee 89. 50 
The corn crop gives 1,689 pounds, at one-half Cemt..........ccccccerseeseeeee coeeeeee 7.40 
The wheat crop gives 900 pounds, at 1 cent................. sevencede pn paipanittenpinans cones 9. 00 


| Thusit will be seen that the sorghum yields to the farmer more than twice as 
much per acre as either of the leading cereals, and as a gross product of agri- 
culture and manufacture on our own soil more than six times as much peracre 
as is usually realized from either of these standard crops. 

In order to use to the best advantage the services of the specialists of the busi- 
ness, it has been proposed to establish at convenient places auxiliary factories 
which shall carry the processes so far as to prepare sirup for the strike-pan. 
This sirup will be stored in suitable tanks or cisternsand worked for sugar after 
the close of the season for handling cane. In this way the working season for 
the central factory may be prolonged to occupy almost the entire year. The 
auxiliary factories will cost about half or two-thirds as much as the complete 
factory, capable of taking care of the same amountof cane. Asthus arranged, 
the central factory will, in addition to its own regular season’s work, take care 
of the sirup from two or three of these sirup factories. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, here is the most satisfactory evidence 
regarding the success of the sorghum-sugar industry. The conclusion 
of Mr. Swenson is that the experiments have developed the fact that 
sorghum sugarcan be made as profitable as cane sugar is made in New 
Orleans, and perhaps more so. Now this, you must bear in mind, gen- 
tlemen, is but the discovery of yesterday as it were. As yet there has 
been no time or opportunity for further development; no time or op- 
portunity for the investment of capital in thisenterprise. Capital will 
be slow to engage in an enterprise and an industry of that kind, even 
with the fact scientifically ascertained that sugar can be made profit- 
, ably from sorghum. Capital istimid. It always invests in new en- 
| terprises slowly and with reluctance. It finds difficulties here to en- 
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counter. It finds it difficult in this industry to get skilled labor to | a st g industry, if it lies in the power of the people of this « 
he ] But capital will in due time engage in this ente1 to make itsuch. But can it be mad ich sin we have got down to 
| engage in it when the conditions of protection are stable | position Ido not believe you w ever make the sug 
warrant and invite the investment of capital. But so longas | dustry in this country one that will t] ts of tl 4 1 
ds of protection are assailing this industry on the one hand and | } , though ) may place t tar t 4, 5, « cents ] | { 
3 of protection are in power on the other we can not expect i pay a bounty as large i 
engage 1n if. or its a pound I do not believe it car ‘ 1 this ce 
sugar on the free-list is fatal to the industry. Isolating it | Why because there is a law of nature interve ix betwee 
ll the other industries protected by a tariff and applying to it | dustry and its prosperity in th 
nty system exposes it to constant menace. You would scarcely | overrule had occasion in 1883 
th fair success upon the manufacture before a how! would | h who were in favor of free suga is one 
go up from the consumers for a repeal of the bounty. It would at |} settled, s ir as this matter 
once become the foot-ball of politics Chat doubtful and uncertain sort | of ¢ ress can overcome that law 
ol protection would be fatal to it, for capital would not touch if, If it Now, take the case of ! ida, cited my a e|M 
is worthy of the fostering care of Government at all it sh let \ t n Floric ‘ i i I 
to the guardianship of the same protective system that fo he | i I do not know wheth \ 
other industries of our country. If not, then it should gi i t or four y s 
free-list I repeat, it has been demonstrated that sorghum sugar can W hat is the erage lifeof the canein I ina [ i \ t 
be made in this countryag ss. I confidently look | do ascertain when you icross to the littl id of ¢ 
for the States of Illinois, Iowa, Nebraska, Missouri, Arkansas, Texas, | wi id that the average of the « there eighteen yi 
and nsas to manufacture sugar for the world ten years hence. It is Mr. GEAR The average lit the canein ] ina ist ‘ 
certain to be a source of profit to the farmers of those States beyond all | unless interi ptea by frosts o1 vet 
calculation, and I regard it as one of the most important to Mr. BAYN] | ys t it t 
which Government can extend aid in this country, for it will give to | lifeof the cane in Louisiana isthree years, unless interrupted 
iculture millions of dollars annually, and employment to thousands} wet weather What is the a uze lif the ca n Florida 
upon thousands of our people. or four years, perhaps a litt! re rably adapted to t 
Now we are paying over a hundred millions annually to other coun- | than Louisiana. The average life in | I have shown is eighte 
tries for sugar. As we increase in population our consumption In- | years 
creases and the more we pay to other countries. If we are true toour| Now what is the condition of that industry in ¢ ‘ 
own agriculture, if we are true to this industry, if we are true to our- | one-twentieth of the lands of Cuba, susceptible of cultivation 
selves, the time is near at hand when those millions will be paid to our | prod ! e \ ire of sug i 
own farmers and laborers instead of, as now, to the farmers and labor- | and t! t 1 eptible of th 
ers of foreign countries. tion of c: cult ‘ } ) n to 
The Mills bill strikes a vicious blow at all agricultural products ex- | talk of producing cane in La Flo t y 
cept this and rice. ‘To the extent this industry, of such vast promise, | of the cane is but three or four ye tb 1 of producing suga 
needs protection, let it be in common with all our other great indus- 1 sorghum or from beets in this country when but one-twent 
tries by the American system of tariff protection. Doubtless the present | 1 sland of Cuba adapted to the cultivation of suga Delny 
tariff on sugar is far above protection point Let us then ascertain the | and nineteen-twentieths of it susceptible of cultiva 
exact rate of duty required for its protection and then make that rate | touched! You aresimplyt s toco ert 
the law. by a law of Congress. it 1s antagonizing a law t e@ by LW 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska is next on the | Congress. The effort will prove utterly futile. >} Me 
list. t that it will prove utterly le, that t r ) pro 
Mr. LAIRD. I do not care to speak at present. ing the sugar weconsume, I wa rtoy ib the 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like about fifteen minutes. | Louisiana, California, and Kansas war th produce and ¢ 
I do not think I shall occupy all that time. them : nce to build up that industry for the future; but I do 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- | think that the sugar manufacturer of Califor the big suga 
man from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. facturer of California, ever intends t ake his sugar out of t ! 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. | uct of the beet of California. Your big r mal eture 
KELLEY J, who is not now in his seat, proposed to put an interpretation | fornia has goneto Philadelphia and | located and 
upon the platform adopted in Chicago. To that interpretation I ob- | Does he intend to take the | i 
ject. I dissent from his construction entirely. It is his privilege, asit | Philadelphia and ther iD é to 
is that of every American citizen, to put his own construction upon Would he not save the cost of transportation it 
that platform and upon everything else. I for one accord the | st | ¢ la and m wctured gar t ¥ 
liberty upon these subjects. But i jlatform of the Repub! ty r I A it 
party adopted at Chicago mea means substantially tosup- | who knows more about sugar-ma than perhaps a 





port the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois |[Mr. CANNON]. | ¢ orn t far more than an 


One of the propositions in that platform is that the Republican party | f m n plant away from ¢ 
leclares itself in favor of such revision of the tariff as releases from | Wh he going to get the sug 
import duties articles of foreign production except the luxuries, the Cali ia, but trom Cuba ar 
like of which can not be produced at home. Sugar is just oncof those | countries that export it to 1 
things. Mr. MCKENNA Vill the g 


Mr. WEAVER. Can not we produce it? Mr. BAYNE. Y¥ sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. We can not produce it in anything like adequate Mr. MCKENNA Do you think t \ eck u i] 
quantities. Wecan produce tea here in a hot-house; but does any on as to } t { { 
pretend to say that because we can produce tea in a hot-house, there-; Mr. BAYNI I understand he 
fore we will protect it, and make it pay a duty? P 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘Tea is not an established industry; sugar is. 

Mr. BAYNE. Sugar is an established industry only in the sense of | him. He has taken $5,000,000 to your State, which has been built up 
being @ partially established industry, one that has had a long trial, | to prosperity under the protective syste1 nd now « it 
and yet we have failed to produce it to such an extentas to supply the | atives here is among the f to strike a blow at this indust: 
wants of the American people. That is all there is to it. ir. BAYNE. I did not 1 f Ss] [ sa 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is tin-plate an established industry ? he has put that plant in P del} { he inten 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was until the duty was reduced. facture sugar obtained from the cane of Cub 1 tl 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is it protected? and other counti hich w ( yusly 

Mr. BAYNE. No; because the duty is too low. Wecan produce | his intention, because | ¢ belie I friend suggest bat 
all the tin-plate in this country that the American people will con- | Mr. Spreckels would be such to } ipa tly | t t 
sume if you will put the duty up to 2.2 cents per pound. kind in Pl lelphia and bring the beets a iy from ¢ nia 

Mr. WEAVER. Could we not do the same thing on sugar? to Philadelp! 1ufacture th ther t ineurt 

Mr. BAYNE. No; not even if you put the duty up to 5 cents a | the vast cost of transporting then oss the continent, when hi t 
pound. I will tell you why. I was in favor of a bounty on sugar, | avoid it by manufacturing them where they are g1 ’ 
and I am still in faver of it. I was in favor of that bounty in the in- | obvious t he does not end to depend upon California 
terest of California, Kansas, and Louisiana. Idid not want to deprive | t 
the industry in either of those States of the advantage which it is de- Mr. MCKENNA. He does not have todo that. There ugh 
riving now from the protective tariff. I prefer giving that industry a | sugar beet produced in California to employ his factory there also 
bounty in those States in order that it may build itself up; make itself | The great trouble with the gentleman from Pennsylvania is that he 
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will not receive proof of anything. If anybody shoald tell him that 
the Pacific Ocean sloshes on the western side of the continent he would 
probably decline to believe it or to accept proof of the fact. 

Mr. BAYNE. Wearealtogether without proof. We have had sugar 
bounties paid in Iowa for several years; we have bounties paid in New 
Jersey for a number of years; we have had a bounty of 2centsa pound 
in Kansas for I do not know how many years. 

Mr. PETERS. Sixteen months. 


Mr. BAYNE. Sixteen months; isthat all? Well, we have had this 


sugar bounty paid in several States, and yet the sugar industry of New | 


Jersey is languishing. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Do you want to know the reason ? 
Mr. BAYNE. No, I do not wantto know the reason. [Laughter. ] 
I know the fact. Thesugar industry of New Jersey, I say, is languish- 
ing; the sugar industry of Iowa amounts to nothing; the sugar indus- 
try of Kansas is full of promise and hope, as described by the worthy 
Representatives of that State upon this floor, but the sugar industry of 


Kansas will ‘‘ peter out’’ just as the sugar industry of New Jersey has | 


done, and just as the sugar industry of Iowa has done. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to say- 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I ‘‘ wish tosay,’’ too, and I have the floor. 
{Laughter.] The reason is that the attempt to nourish the sugar in- 


dustry by protection, and the attempt to build it up by the aid of ex- | 


perimental schools and appropriations from the Treasury for the pur- 


pose of ascertaining the best methods of taking the saccharine matter | 
out of the beet or the sorghum—all these are attempts to overthrow a | 
The law of nature is that the cane plant will grow | 


law of nature. 
better in a warm climate like Cuba or the Sandwich Islands, will have 
a longer life, and will yield far more saccharine matter than it will in 
this country. That is nature’s law and you can not overcome it, and 
it is perfect folly to attempt to do so. 

A Member. Then kow did they succeed in making sugar in France 
and Germany and other countries of Europe? 

Mr. BAYNE. Simply because labor over there was so cheap that 
they could afford to make sugar at almost any disadvantage, and yet 
supply their own wants. 

Mr. GAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. GAY. Does the law of nature in Russia prevent the successful 
cultivation of the beet, and the successful manufacture of beet sugar ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not. 

Mr. GAY. Have we any climate in the United States, from East 
to West, within the vast range of our territory, that is not more desir- 
able for almost any article of cultivation than the climate of Russia? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe that our climate is altogether more favor- 
able to the production of the beet and sorghum, and of other things 
also. I fullyagree to that. But it will be borne in mind that Russia 
gave a bounty. 

We are all aware that Russia gave a bounty, Germany gave a bounty, 
France gave a bounty. The sugar industry in each of those countries 
has been fostered for a great many years by bounties, and by means ot 
this encouragement large quantities of sugar have been produced, 
France and Germany actually exporting sugar. But it should be re- 
membered that the geographical position of those countries is such 
that they can not avail themselves, as we can, of proximity to the Isl- 
and of Cuba, to the Sandwich Islands, and points in the South Amer- 
ican States where the cane grows and has long life, and where the sac- 
charine matter can be obtained with infinitely less labor and cost. By 
reason of our proximity to the Island of Cuba we can readily obtain 
from that island the raw material; or if we reduce the tariff duties as 
proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, we can 
import sugar so that it can be supplied to the American consumer at a 
very low figure. 

Mr. GAY. Is the gentleman 
never produced one-half of the 
United States? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe that is the fact; but Iam told (though I 
may be wrong about this) that of the land adapted tosugar production 
in Cuba not more than one-twentieth is in a state of cultivation. 

Mr. GAY. Do you believe in building up the Island of Cubaat the 
expense of the sugar-producer of America? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have said over and over again that, although I be- 
lieve we can never succeed in producing sugar enough in this country 
to supply our own wants, I do not wish to abandon the sugar industry 
in Louisiana or Kansas or California. I want to pay that industry 
a bounty of 2 cents a pound. If gentlemen representing those States 
say 2cent will not be enough, I am willing to give 2} cents a pound, 
or if that is not enough, 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The gentleman is very generous! 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not wish to abandon the sugar industry of the 
United States. I do not wish to do anything prejudicial to the pros- 
perity of Louisiana or Kansas or California. Iwantto strike down no 
industry. But I do not want the people of the United States to con- 
tinue to be taxed to the amount of $60,000,000 a year for the purpose 
of protecting one-eleventh of the sugar that is consumed in this country. 
That is not in the line of the theory of protection at all. The theory 


aware that the Island of Cuba has 
amount of the consumption of the 





of protection is that the protected industry must either be able to sup- 
ply the home demand, or must beof such a character that it may within 
a reasonable time be so built up and strengthened as to be able to sup- 
ply the domestic consumption. 

Mr. KERR. Does any government ever give bounties except with 


| the view of creating a permanent source of supply of the particular ar- 


ticle? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know whether any government ever does 
that or not; it does not make any difference tome. Iam not gnided 
by what may have been done. 

Mr. KERR. If the gentleman does not believe we can ever produce 
in this country our own supply of sugar why should he propose to begin 
now a system of bounties, when according to his own doctrine it will 
be a waste of money ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Because these people think they can build up their in- 
dustries; they promise that they will do so, and I want to give thema 
chance. It is fair tokeep faith with them.in this respect, and I want 
to do so. 

Talking about bounties, I want to say that a great many of us seem 
to be disposed to give bounties in certain directions. We have been 
voting, I do not know how many years (I am not responsible for it), in 
favor of giving bounties to the shipping industries of the country. 

Mr. KERR. Because—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Nevermind; Iknowthe reasonwhy. We havevoted 
bounties, as suggested yesterday by my friend from linois [Mr. Hirr], 
to the fishing industry. We seem to have an inclination to give boun- 
ties in different directions. 

A MEMBER. A bounty was given on salt in Michigan. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; a bounty was given in Michigan for the pro- 
duction of salt. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Just one word more. While I do not object toa 
bounty, I do object to compelling the people of this country to pay upon 
sugar $60,000,000 of taxation which ought not to be imposed upon 
them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not de- 
sire to submit any remarks at this time on the political aspect of this 
question, nor as to what is the proper construction of the Republican 
platform. I leave that for the present to my venerable friend from 
Pennsylvania, Judge KELLEY, and to the experienced and distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], and to the various 
gentlemen on the other side who have ranged themselves under the 
hostile banners of those two eminent and redoubtable leaders. When 
they settle their family difficulty among themselves and agree upon 
the proper interpretation of their platform, then possibly we may de- 
sire to discuss it. 

The sugar tariff asa business proposition is an important matter. 
There are several observations I desire to submit before this debate is 
ended. The sugar industries stand in a peculiarrelation. Weraise in 
America, in the State of Louisiana, a certain amount of sugar, I pre- 
sume fairly to be estimated at about 9 per cent. of what is used by our 
people. We import under our reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian 
Islands about 8 per cent. of the amount used in America. And we im- 
port, subject to duty, 83 per cent. 

I do not mean to say that these figures are absolutely accurate, but 
they are approximately so. The amount of duty paid by the Ameri- 
can people last year was over fifty-six millions of dollars ($56,515, - 
601.57). 

Now that is only one-half of this question, large as that is. On the 
other hand, every pound of sugar imported into America upon which 
duty is paid is raw sugar. The present schedule was so framed that 
uo sugar is imported in its refined state. The importation of refined 
sugar is so small as to be comparatively nothing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will not that be the result of the bill framed by 
the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The schedule in the present 
law remains untouched in its nature by the Mills bill. The sugars 
upon which duty is paid are imported in their raw state and are refined 
in America. 

The sugar-refining business, therefore, is a very large industry, in 
which many millions of dollars have been invested. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will not the margin between 
raw and refined sugar which exists under the present law be materially 
diminished by the Mills bill, so that there may be imports of refined 
sugar? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
the schedule framed here. 
be no imports ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatisconjectural. Wema- 
terially reduce the margin, but whether we reduce it enough to permit 
imports remains to be seen. There can be if we reduce the margin. 
We have reduced the margin $1 a barrel. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was going on to say that 
on the sugar question the first half is different from the second half; 
the interest of Louisiana and the southern portions of America in 
the production of cane sugar is entirely different from the interest of 
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could be done. 


the Whole to vote down all amendments to this proposed schedule, 
which is the result of mach labor, of frequent consultations, and of an 
earnest desire to reach a safe and just conclusion. 

One word about bounties. The day for bounties is over. *We might 

3 well look these questions squarely in the face. The drift and cur- 
rent of public thought and the development of mankind are all in one 
direction 

The day is over when out of the National Treasury money taken 
from the people by taxation shall be paid to one private individual as 
® bonus to him for his private enterprise. It may temporarily survive 
in some of the States. It may be tried as some doctors try enormous 
doses of calomel or great bleeding. Tut itis over. It can not last. 
it is absolutely illusive. It is more so than the temptations on the 
Mount of Temptation. If the gentleman’s proposition were adopted to- 
day and a bounty was given on sugar it would not last as long as the 
gentleman’s term to which he will be re-elected. That is at an end. 

It is true a protective tariff and a bounty are in some respects alike. 
Each is a bonus paid in the end by taxation upon the people for the 
private benefit of persons interested in enterprises that the Govern- 
ment thinks it due to the general good that they should be encour- 
aged, but the result is private profit, private aggrandizement. Each 
is based on the conception that Government is paternal, and hasa right 
to raise by taxation money for private purposes. The difference is that 
in the case of a bounty it is openly done. It is done by name. It is 
paid by the public Treasury. It is paid confessedly out of the money 
raised by taxation. It,is so done that it can be accurately measured. 
If it be honest, if it be legitimate and the cause be proper, it may be 
made to appear plausible. The country knows how much it is paying; 
it knows to whom it is paying; it knows for what it is paying. 

The protective tariff is a bonus paid to persons interested in these 
industrial enterprises. It is paid indirectly. So far as the amount is 
in the shape of duties and goes into the Treasury it is added to the 
cost of the foreign article, but exactly how much is added the pur- 
chaser never ascertains. So far as it operates upon a domestic article 
which comes in competition with the artigde upon which the duty is 
laid it is paid to the manufacturer, but the consumer does not know 
how much is paid, nor does he know to whom he pays—whether to 
the producer, that is, the manufacturer, or whether by some mysteri- 
ous process of distribution part goes to the Government, part to the 
manufacturer, and part to the laborer. He pays it in an indirect way. 
The pill is sugar-ecoated. He would not pay it, and the system would 
not live ten years, if the amount that he had to pay thus indirectly and 
the person to whom he paid it could be definitely ascertained and 
definitely known. 

But the day of the bounty is over. It isa mere illusion. Whatever 
votes it may obtain in this House, whatever strength it may have in 
the other House—and, of course, I mean no disrespect, it will operate 
asa pure sham. It is only a shadow; altogether a shadow. It will 
do no good toanybody except inone aspect. It will be an object-lesson 
by which the American people will somehow be more apt to learn what 
is a protective tariff and a bonus under it. 

But it will not be adopted. It will not be adopted in this House. 
I do not believe even it will come as an affirmative proposition from 
the Senate. But if it does I have no idea it will be adopted by this 
Congress or any other Congress. It is simply a salve to the conscience 
of a protectionist who wants to get rid of the sugar duty, but does not 
exactly see how he can consistently do it, or it is to enable such a pro- 
tectionist to get votes from somebody to help him carry it out. 

Really at the bottom the reason for the repeal of the sugar duty, 
whether it be consciously realized or not, is with most of the gentlemen 
who are in favor of it simply because it holds out the hope that a duty 
so large if removed will give safety to the other protected industries 
which ask for duty. They imitate the ship-owner throwing over the 
least valuable of his goods to prevent his ship from foundering in a 
storm. It is like a man sacrificing part of his load to the wolves that 
vre behind him to delay them in their progress. It is solely that so 
much revenue being taken away and thesurplus being so much reduced 
this reformation, this revision of the tariff may be prevented. 

I did not mean to take up so much time, Mr. Chairman. I only 
waut to say in conclusion that I do not believe this question can be 
settled by the repeal of the tobacco and sugar tax; that in my judg- 
ment the American people, without regard to politics, have made up 
their minds that this tariff shall be revised; that these duties which 
are too great shall be reduced, and that those industries which have 
been built up under this tariff shall be cautiously and justly treated, 
that there shall be no recklessness in it. I believe the reason why the 
Mills bill, so much denounced, so often ridiculed, spoken of so lightly 
by gentlemen on the other side, has steadily grown in popular com- 
mendation [derisive laughter on the Republican side] is because it is 
a moderate, conservative, fair offer of a tentative proposition which can 
not injure any industry and which may be a benefit to all. 

Mr. REED. What does the gentleman mean by a tentative propo- 
sition? On the way; on the road; a temporary stopping-place on the 
road ? 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
his question ? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘‘Tentative,’’ according to 
my view, does not mean anything about stopping on the road; nor is 
this bill a stopping on the road, nor is it meant to be, so far as I am 
concerned. It is meant to be an honest effort to revise the present tariff 
as to the matters that are touched by it, and will on the one hand give 
to the industries which at present have protection a fair and just pro- 
tection according to that system which they believe in, and yet on the 
other hand will give to the purchaser of the goods which they manu- 
facture the chance to have a fair and open competition in the American 
markets, so that trusts, monopolies, and combines can not take advan- 
tage of our acts and our tariff to make higher prices than are fair and 
just. That is whatI mean. I trust it is satisfactory. 

Mr. REED. Fair competition in the American markets with what ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A fair competition in the 
American markets in all the necessities of life which have to be bought 
by the American people. 

Mr. REED. Fair competition with what ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With what? 

Mr. REED. Yes; with goods from where? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. From wherever may be neces- 
sary inorder to give a fair price to the man who earns his money and 
pays for the goods, [Applause on the Democratic side.] We propose 
that the man who is an American citizen, laboring for the support of 
himself and his family, shall not be compelled by the operation of 
Amercan laws to give an exorbitant price for that which he has to buy. 
ThatiswhatImean. I meanonly that, but I mean that frankly; there 
is no concealment about it. 

And now I want to say in conclusion, as the gentleman has asked 
his question, that as to the matters which this bill has touched (leav- 
ing those untouched for fatureadjustment) our hope is, our belief is—I 
say it with whatever value it may carry, which may be little in the 
eyes of the gentleman, but it is the result of much study and of great 
labor—we do believe that this bill if passed will, as to its more impor- 
tant schedules, as, for instance, the woolen schedule, result in giving 
to the woolen manufacturer a new and brighter day of prosperity, will 
drive from the American market the products that now come in from 
the foreign manufacturers, and will give the wool-growerof America a 
stable market; and I am in favor of it because I am in favor of the 
American workmen and the American wool-grower rather than of the 
foreign workman and the foreign wool-grower. [Jeers and derisive ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. COX. I am sure that the gentlemen on the other side, after 
having had the debate all to themselves throughout the day, will let 
us have a little say here without interruption. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will have unlimited time. 

Mr. COX. We have greatly enjoyed the debate of Republican gen- 
tlemen. Although you seem to be on different sides, yet, after all, you 
are together on the main idea connected with the tariff. In the earlier 
discussions upon this theme, years ago, when Mr. Speaker Kerr and Mr, 
Senator BEcK and others were debating it here, I remember that gen- 
tlemen on this side who believed in the liberalities of commerce and 
the revision ef our custom duties, often used the significant word 
‘*bounty.’? They undertook to express by it the per cent. of the tariff 
tax that was paid by the consumers, and not to the Treasury, but paid 
to parties and classes outside the Treasury. 

‘**Bounty,’’ sir, was the word. It has received new meaning to-day. 
In those discussions it was vehemently denied that the Republican 
party believed that the tax levied on the people in the shape of protec- 
tion was agratuity. Butah! how ‘‘ truth creeps unawares upon cau- 
tion!’’? Some of you proclaim to-day, openly and boldly, that you 
favor a bounty of some $6,000,U00 to aid the sugar interest in lieu of 
‘*protection.’? When you desire to place sugar on the free-list, or 
partially so, you mean to be just to your idea of protection, by what? 
Why, by giving a bounty. In making that proposition the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is by no means inconsistent. 

After all, is not a protective tariff based on bounties? Is not the 
tax, however insidiously, paid in cash? We all know that a tariff, by 
its peculiar operation, is more indirect and elastic in its boutifulness 
than a mere percentage on so much a pound, as on sugar, bestowed on 
the planter. Still, in the long run, itis noless abonus or bounty. It 
is a sum given by the Government gratis, for the purpose of encourag- 
ing a peculiar kind of industry which otherwise would not exist or 
would fail. 

In other words, gentlemen, your proposition makes the Treasury an 
eleemosynary institution. It pauperizesan honorable occupation. How 
proud and glad I was to see my highly respected friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE], in the present tense and first person singular, 
offer to give away my constituents’ money out of the Treasury to foster 
one occupation, and to the amount of $6,000,000 [laughter]. He ten- 
dered it without their asking for it, or asking us for it. Oh, how be- 
nevolent these gentlemen are with other people’s money! Now, 
whether it be a bounty indirect in the form of protection, or a bounty 
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their ostensible object. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] | put 3 amongst yourselves this afternoon. { Laughter 
would make the protective theory effective and plain to the commonest n great satisfaction. In time the truth will arise 
understanding by taking out of the pockets of the people $6,000,000 1 ind if truth prevails we will have no bounti« 
and paying that sum flagrantly to the sugar-growers. Thisis an oper- | dir or indirect, by our legislation. Laughter and appl 
ation that would perhaps if sugar were freed save sugar consumers $50, - M EED. It is a great satisfaction to have hadavy day of 
000,000 next year, and a proportionately larger sum each year following. | truth, even if it was followed by twenty-five minutes on the ot side. 

By this method, if applied to other tax-protected products, we could | { Laughter 
soon reduce the surplus revenues while ‘‘ protecting ’’ home industries! r. MILLS. I move that the committee now 


For example, we might pay directly to the constituents of the gentle-| The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken the 

chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 

cousidéfation the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, NEAR KANSAS CITY. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10623) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River be- 
tween Clay County and Jackson County, Missouri, at a point to be 
selected consistent with the interests of river navigation, between Kansas 
City, Mo., and apoint within 5 miles below said city, and put it upon 
its passage. I will say that this bill isinthe usual form, approved by 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, and I ask that the 
reading of it be dispensed with. ‘There are two formal amendments 
suggested by the Committee on Commerce, which I ask to have adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let us hear what this is, 

Mr. ROGERS. Itis a bridge bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where? 

Mr. ROGERS. Across the Missouri River. It is reported by the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where to be located? 

Mr. ROGERS. Five miles below Kansas City. 

Mr. BAYNE. What is the width of the span proposed ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Four hundred feet, I think. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is it approved by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir, and the Chief of Engineers. It is in the 
usual form of bridge bills. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it a high bridge or a draw bridge? 

Mr. ROGERS. A draw bridge. 

Mr. ADAMS. What are the Senate amendments? 

Mr. ROGERS. The first is that— 

Equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the rightof way across said bridge 
and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

And the second is an additional section: 


Sec. 7, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof, 


Mr. ADAMS. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, OHIO VALLEY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in 
troduce a joint resolution at this time, and ask its immediate con- 
sideration. I would like to state simply that some days ago the House 
passed a bill in reference to the centennial exhibition in Cincinnati. 
‘There was a proviso to that bill, which requires a declaration on the 
part of Congress. ‘This resolution is to supply the omission. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United Stales of America 
in Congress assembled, That it is the true intent and meaning of the act of Con- 
gress passed May 9, 1888, and approved by the President of the United States, 
entitled “An act making appropriations to enable the several Executive De- 
partments of the Government, and the Bureau of Agriculture, and the Smith- 
sonian Institution, including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries, to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley 
and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 7, 
1888,’’ that the President of the United States may in his discretion make an or- 
der directing that any documents, papers, maps, books, or other exhibits which 
properly and pertinently relate to the establishment of civil government in the 
‘Territory Northwest of the Ohio River, may be sent upon an executive order 
from any of the several Departments in said act named, or from the exhibits 
now at Cincinnati; and that the appropriation of money in said act to defray 
the expenses of such exhibits may be applicable, in so far as the President of 
the United States may direct, to the payment of the expenses of the care, trans- 
portation to and return of such exhibits from Marietta; and the same shall be 
paid 1 such fund heretofore set apart for each Department, as the President 
may order, 


There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring 
the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, 1888, was read 
a first and second time, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS, DISTRICT MILITIA. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pass the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize theSecretary of War to issue 
arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, sub- 
ject to objection. 
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Resolved by the Senate, e’c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to issue from the stores of the Army such arms, ordnance stores, quar- 
termaster’s stores, and camp equipage, to the militia of the District of Columbia 
as he may deem necessary for their proper equipment and instruction. The 
property so issued shall remain and continue to be the property of the United 
States, and shall be annually accounted for in such manner as the Secretary of 
War may require. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is this an authorization or a direction ? 

Mr. McADOO. It simply authorizes the Secretary of War. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SOUTH CUMBERLAND BATTALION, KENTUCKY STATE TROOPS. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9701) for the relief of the officers and enlisted 
men, and the widows, children, and dependent parents of the officers 
and enlisted men who served in the South Cumberland Battalion of 
Kentucky State Troops during the late war of the rebellion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec. 
tion. The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I give notice that this one-sided business will 
be stopped after this. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


ELEVENTH CENSUS. 
Mr. COX, from the Committee on the Eleventh Census, by unani- 
; mous consent, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1659) 
| to provide for taking the Eleventh and subsequent censuses; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
And then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the Speaker pro tem- 
pore declared the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10749) for the relief of Charles 
Maschmeyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 10750) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Lyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10751) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Udell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10752) granting a pension to Robert 
|S. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10753) granting a pension to Delilah Hennick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of North Side Council and of Col. J. 
R. Clark Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pennsylvania, in favor of Senate bill 553—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of the heirs of Isaiah Attaway, for referenca 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of J. A. Applegate and 54 others, citi- 
zens of Franklin County, Indiana, for an amendment of the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. RANDALL: Petition of 8. 8. White Dental Manufacturing 
Company, to reduce the postage on merchandise to 1 cent for 2 ounces— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. SYMES: Petition against the passage of the international 
copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Elijah Gates and others, asking fora 
pension to Julia B. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Protest of the St. Paul (Minn. ) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, against bridging the Detroit River—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of Lincoln County, Tennessee. 

The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred tothe 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania. 
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SENATE. | bia; 31 on t 
MONDAY, Ju MIT ( ( 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. . D. ae 
The Secretary proceeded to read of the proceedings of : —_ ; 
Thursday last, when, on motion of 1 by unanimous con- 
sent, its further reading was dispensed with. } ; 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. i : I i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- | ‘ | 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate for 1G which was ré t 
f distinctive paper for United States securities for 1889, and urging the | FARWELL pre 
’ imendment of the sundry civil appropriation in accordance with such | ‘ praying to 
i estimate; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to th ' t, long 1 risonment in ¢ 
% Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | rint nd o 
E1 S AND M I oe 
‘ ;' 
r. HALE presented a petition of the General Confe of t ( ( 
Congregational Churches in Maine, praying for the repeal of all leg CK 
lation which sustains and protects the manufacture or sale of into ! 
ating liquors to be used as bev es, and praying for farth ] ; i ( ( 
: tion prohibiting the importation and exportation of such liq 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance ty, ¢ prayi 
3 He also presented a petition of citizens of Knox Co inty, M e, | te- \ it 
" praying for the passage of such amendments to th rmer 
i law as will protect the public from existing evils which vitally affect } . CULLOM 
7 their interests, and prevent further encroachments on their righ | 
i which was referred to the C n Interstate Commerce. mit ( é 
: Mr. DAWES. I present ym of C. Brownell, of Wa 
ton, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2772, in relat 
reating and establishing United States courts in the In C 
q This petition contains very valuable information, and is the res ( 
: the investigation of the treaties and authorities which | » refer 
to the passage of that bill his petition is so full of valual or 
mation that I venture to that it be printed in docu form fo t 
a the use of the Senate. é rs, and L ( i rnei and 
: There being no objection ‘ t 
‘ 
: on the Judiciary, and ordere ( 
; r. AY presented a petit 
of ylvania, pray ng for 4 3 ) 
é as liquor dealers, and which ) : 
‘ therefor; which was refer 1 
: He also presented a petit p ted 1 } } A 
; Penn., anda petition of the } enn M 
: ying that an ¢ ya ( l V l 
id navy-yard ri- r the t-he ‘ rt 
: S on Ed i 
i e also presen n j ‘ » pre te , , ) 
United American Mechanics, located in the State of Pennsylvania, | New Castile ¢ Delay 
; praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, to restrict foreign immi- i ( 
: gration; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relatior 
‘ Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 66 citizens of Berrian 
4 County, Michigan, praying for certain amendments to the interstate M { the ¢ i] t 
e commerce law; which was 1 rred to the Cor ttee on Intersta t 
g Commerce. ( t tion of 1 U) i ‘ 11 tion 
: Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of I unty, : _ ex] ition. t tat and ( 
5 Georgia, praying that amendments be made to tl terstat ( t t t t t 
; law whereby certain evils now suffered by pre ’ BOWEN 1 t ( é; Post 
{ vented and further encroachments on their ts whi ) ré ‘ ’ 
Q was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. la eported it with l tted a { 
; Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of J. H. R and } » t} . 
KF izens of Van Zandt County, Texas, praying for the passage of a law for > re M 
, prevent common carriers f porting co dit n « re 
other means of conveya ned by the shij ind to give info } H, from 
4 the fines imposed for vi : interstate-commerce |: f ] 1 (S. 27 
i was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce I ted ) 
Mr. WALTHALL presented a petiti f citizens of Newton ¢ », from t 
Mississippi, praying that certain amendments may be made tot 1 ulate 1 
terstate-commerce act; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- e Court of ¢ 
state Commerce. ) t Col 
Mr. VOORHEES. I present etition of sundry citizens of H Mr. MO AN, f ( 
County, Indiana, praying for the passage of certain amendments referred t S. 
the interstate-commerce law to protect them ‘‘ from any more 1 thout < ent 
piracy,’’ to use theirown language. I move that the petition be re-| Mr. PLUMI 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. referred the bill 7 
The motion was agreed to. i 
Mr. VOORHEES pres¢ nted a | tition of ex-soldiers of the U1 n | their widows 
} Army, praying forthe purchase by Congress of the portrait of General | was ] 1 
i George H. Thomas, painted by Miss Ransom; which was referred to Mr LER, from ( l 
t the Committee on the Library. re 7 I the ¢ 
/ He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, eitizens of Lowell, | Office l it 1 nd t 
Ind. , praying for the passage of the per diem ited service-pension | M LER. |] 
i which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. to I l 
He also presented a petition of 52 citizens of the Fifth and Tenth 
; Congressional districts of Indiana, praying for prohibition in the ] PI I t 
H 
. 
i 
H 
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it adversely, another bill of the same character having been reported 
to the Senate and being now on the Calendar. 
The bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom | 


was feferred the bill 
Statutes of the United States, reported it with amendments. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H, R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. 486) granting a pension to Lydia Calhoun; 

A bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

A bill (1. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley; 

A bill (H. RB. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Collinge; 

A bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack; 
bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delila Whipps; 


. 3136) to amend section 1014 0f the Revised | 


| signed the following enrolled bilis and joint resolutions; 


A bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 

A bill (H, R. 4270) granting a pension to William C. Tilly; 

A bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott; 

A bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to William C. Lord; 

A bill (H. R. 8183) for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, 
La. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal 
University; 

A bill (H. R. 6075) granting a pension to Ann M. Arnold, widow ot | 


John Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 

A bill (H. R, 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtrum; 

A bill (H, R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; 

A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

A bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

A bill (H. R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 

A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson County, Missouri, 
at a point to be selected consistent with the interests of river naviga- 
tion, between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 miles below said 
city; 
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Nebr., the sale or removal ot the improvements thereof, and for a new 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon: 

A bill (8. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 


poses ; 
A bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; and 
A bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stan- 
nard 


The message further announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion directing the Clerk to prepare a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (H. It. 3300) *‘to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to 
purchase certain land for cemetery purposes,’’ and deliver the same to 
the Senate, and request that body to furnish the House with a dupli- 
cate copy of the amendments of the Senate to said bill and indorse on 
the duplicate engrossed bill and amendments the action had in the 
Senate thereon, and return the same to the House, the original bill 
and amendments having been lost. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the §; 


peaker of the House had 
and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia: 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 
of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 


| Fort Smith, Ark.; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary of War to | 


issue arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to fill vacancies caused by the 
expiration of the terms of office of members of the present board of 
nmianagers on the 21st day of April, 1888; and 

Joint resolution (ff. Res. 196) declaring the true intent and mean- 
ing of the act approved May 9, 1888. 

Che message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier; 

A bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension to Jeptha A. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to Martin N. Kellogg; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine K. Whittlesey; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman; 

A bill (S, 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin; and 

A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1983) 
to ratify an act entitled ‘‘ An act creating the county of San Juan’”’ in 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. kh. 10233) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes; that it further insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the thirtieth amendment of the Senate to the bill; agreed to the 
further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hatcu, Mr. DAVIDSON 
of Florida, and Mr. CoNGER managers at the further conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa 
Infantry; and ’ 

A bill (H. R. 
of 1812. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Omaha, 


5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating to the pages of the House 
of Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) directing the Clerk of the House ot 
Representatives to amend the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 9377) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Adelaide H. Woodall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3267) for the relief of Willis 
Benefield; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3268) to ascertain and pay for loss 
of property sustained by Lieut. J. C. Colwell; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresia 
Fichter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3270) to amend the military record of 
Valentine Hifchcock; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 


290" 
327 


1) for the relief and pro- 


| tection of saleswomen in the District of Columbia; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on the District of Colum. 
bia. 

He also introduced a bill (8. ) extending the tracks of the Cap- 
itol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3273) for the relief of Freder- 
ick W. Snell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 3274) for the relief of James A. Stewart; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3275) for the reliefof John Shafer; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to 
Sarah A. Woodbridge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I introduce two bills, which should prop- 
erly go to the Committee on Commerce, but they are, in effect, laws 
now except that they require an appropriation. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that they be referred directly to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for their consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 3277) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house at or near Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3278) making an appropriation for the 
establishment of a light-house at the mouth of the Great Wicomico 
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River, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the s : 1@ res 
Committee on Appropriations. es - ins 
Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 3279) granting a pension to James | W ' J N A 
Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Commit-| Mr. DAVIS. I move ut the 1 
tee on Pensions. ’ Jol A. Tr with tl 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced ; making an appropria- | United St he refi 1 e CX 
tion for the purchase of a site ant m of a light-house at ie PRESIDEN 
Heceta Head, Siuslaw River, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, | 1 a f t { Stat 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 3, i tl e | 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3281) making an appropriation for tl r ength 
purchase of a site and the construction of a light-house on Gray’s Hat Mr. STEWART Mr. Pr 
be Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and r t ! mess I 

i to the Committee on Commerce. ) I 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3282) making an appropriation 
purchase of asite and the construction cf a light-house and f ig 0 
on Patos Island, Washington T 1 tw l 
title, and ‘ 1 to the Con t t 

fr. SAWYER introduced a bil nto | DI 
\ ch was read twice by its t { 
ou Ve l ° 

Mr. PLUMB.- introduced a bi 3284) to author the con : ; 
tion of a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at or near Ward’s Fer 
Louisiana was read tw y its title, and referred to the Com- | t 
mittee on ¢ erce I ) 

also introduced a bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construction of | u e1 t 
l re the Te River, at or near Kirk’s Ferrv, Louisiana it og p 
‘+h was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on t 
Commerce I ipon ¢ l 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3286) granting a pension to John ymuld ? 

H. Tunney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the no or 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pension ‘ t t 

Mr. EDMUNDS (by request) introduced a bill 7) to aut ( ‘ 

the appointment and retirement of Nathanial C. Sawyer, late United | the death did 
tates Ars ic] ad twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 1 ( 
mittee ‘ u \ 

Mr. iti 1 a bill (S. 3288) for t I of the . S nosed to 
more Steam P t Compa which wa d t ] ts ti wd I I 
with t accompanying pay , referred to the ¢ on ¢ 3 1 I yD. SeTV 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3289) for the relief of Emily J y; ‘ 
of Baitimore, Md.; which was read twice by its titl nd ré to tiou hat they « t ! 
the Committee on Claims. nm mustakes it t pit 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 3290) for the relief of the Grace Met! i the ties of t 
odist Episcopal Church of the District of Columbia; which was re ext t G 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to tl 3 no he iS 
Committee on the District of Columbia. ( Gor wa 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3291) authorizing the President OV ‘fa itor to ke } 
of the United States to appoint a board to report the five best obtain i e few | that pass C 
able sites for the fabrication of guns and armor plate, and for other | not b 1 t} We 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- r that ar 5 i 
mittee on Naval Affairs. if can assign I in ce 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3292) authorizing and directing certain ich pass, which uld have 
Departments and bureaus to make exhibits at the Virginia Agricult ly, because tl reued 
Mechanical, and Tobacco Expositi and making appropriation t of the majority o 
for; which was read twice by and 1 red to the Committ irgument aga t 
on Agriculture and Forestry. \ <es on the part « 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3293) authorizing the S« s tt le sig i t { 
Treasury to purchase fifty McLellan apparatus w: en to } it 
Life-Saving Service; which was read twice by its ti Executive from 1 pation 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. ason ? 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3294) to provide Has he a ed in thes eS 
tign of a macadamized road to the national cemeter theory of our G S 
ton, N. C., and for other purposes; which was read twice by its t pay 1 sofd rv vea 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. shed that the Pr f th 

Mr. DAWES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 98) authoriz th } he d » tl 
Secretary of the Interior to accept t 1e surrender of and cancel land pat rie f ‘ 
ents to Indians in certain cases; which was read twice by its title l I 1 
referred to the Committee on Indian Afi ! ( t 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. At ipl . 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. BLAIR submiited amend a ’ 
ments intended to be proposed by them, respeciively, to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- | 4 , 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. . 

AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL. protes t the ih tee sieiah 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by | ynanimit ion t ‘ 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for | j}tgn and’others as tl i 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, and re- | 4), } hat it 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March | tg the British G rn . 

3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which, with the accompanying | (y;5wy e the revolut 
gapers, was referred to the Committee on Claimg, and ordered to be | no fit beit n 
orinted. But if it i Tasiees acad ted 
MARY M. BRIGGS. simpls rence 6 t 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; t it f 1 the nsti 


which was con- | convention tl 
idered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: and 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- | Mr. wi. 
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made by the Sen m Nevada should pass unchallenged. If the | 
conclusion arrived at by that Senator be correct, then the autonomy of 
our Government is entirely different from what was intended by ‘the 
I or as it has been understood by those who have come after 
hem rhe plain language of the Constitu : is that every bill which 
passes both Houses of Congress shall be presented to the President and 
i 


i 
‘ 
by him aj ed or returned with his objections to the house in whict 


sage of the President of the United States, having been read at len 
will be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday morning 
after the morning hour I shall ad 





idress the Senate upon the treaty no 


| pending between the United States and Great Britain. 


» novel proposition that the amount of money involved in any bill 
limits and construes the duty of the Executive is so monstrous that to 
J nd it does not be imple statement. If we are now to | 


ume that only in great emergencies, as the Senator from Nevada says, 
can the President exercise the executive veto, then what tribunal is to 
ine when these emergencies arise? Who is to do away with the 
ter of the constitutional provision that every bill, whether it 
appropriates $1 or $5,000,000, shall receive the approval of the Presi- 
dent or be by him returned with his objections to the house in which 
it originated ? 
The President of the United States, under his oath of office, is as 
much required to scrutinize the smallest pension bill that passes this 
and the other body of Congress and give it his approval or return it 
ith his objections, as to pass upon the largest appropriation bill that 
was ever enacted in Congress in any year; and to hold anything else is 
simply to render that ate on of the Constitution absolutely nuga- 
tory, and to make this what Mr. Hamilton intended it to be, a Gov- 
ernment of unlimited Congre sion nal power without any check upon 
both branches of Ci ngress if they saw proper to pass any bill which 
came Within their idea of what was for the general welfare of the 





I simply want to say here now that this novel proposition that the 
amount ap} prop riated in a bi jill is to construe the Constitution, it seems 
tome is al bsolutel ly without foundation and can not be sustained by any 
sort of argument. 

STEWART. 


; 


I think that the Senator from Missouri must have 
the discussion which took place when this provision was 
laced in the Constitution. The discussions all pointed to great emer- 

neies, When the constitutional power zs the Executive should be in- 
vaded, and not to ordinary legislation. For the President of the United 
States to occupy his time in determining whether an injury received 
twenty-five years ago in the war resulted in death, after testimony has 
been taken by a committee upon that subject investigating it as an 
original question, I say is a novel proposition, never heard of before, 
never dreamed of by the framers of the Constitution, and never prac- 
ticed by the earlier Presidents. 

‘ashington vetoed but two bills, one because he thought it was in 
conflict with the Constitution, the other because it was a mistake. 
Jefierson during his eight years vetoed none. John Quincy Adams 
vetoednone. Icannot give theexact number, but up to 1830 there were 
only a few, eight or ten bills vetoed in all, and up to the commence- 
ment of this administration there were only one hundred and thirty- 
three bills vetoed by the Presidents of the United States during ninety- 
six years, and in Jess than three years since this administration com- 
menced we have the enormous number of two hundred, inround num- 
bers. 

It seems to me this is a departure from the earlier history. Be it 
remembered, too, that during the time of all the earlier administra- 
tions there were pension bills constantly passed for soldiers of the Nevo- 
jutionary war, for the war of 1812, and for the Mexican war. The old 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims is still in existence, and in the 
earlier period it granted private pensions constantly, and no President 
put his veto upon one of the pension bills that was passed by Congress, 
I say of all the private pension bills for the Revolution, for the last 
war with Great Britain, and for the Mexican war, not one was vetoed, 
and it was reserved for this Administration to veto in three years two 
hundred pension bills. 

This is the beginning of the veto of pension bills, but it is not the 
beginning of pension bills, for they were among the first that were 
passed under Washington’s administration, and every one was signed. 
Jefferson did the same, and so did all the earlier Presidents. During 
all the history of this country only five pension bills were vetoed pre- 
vious to the present Administration, and those President Grant vetoed 
for mistakes made against the interest of the pensioners, for the pur- 
pose of correcting such mistakes and doing justice to the persons in- 
tended to be benefited. 

It seems to me that the understanding of the Presidents of the earlier 
times of the Constitution as it was is something to be considered, and 
that this is a new departure. This veto of pension bills, for the pur- 


Ove rlook t 


in 
I 


pose of depriving cooks beneficiaries who have served their country of 


a pitt ince awarded by Congress, as charity or otherwise, is something 
unheard of in the history of this country. It has been hitherto left to 
Congress to consider exceptional cases—cases that the general law did 
not provide for, but which seemed to present peculiar instances of hard- 
ship and distress which it was the duty of Congress to relieve. The 
prac tice, I say, of passing private pension bills was pursued for a hun- 
dred years, and they were never met by vetoes until now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill, with the accompanying mes- 


SS 


ONIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


1 


Mr. PAYNE. Ia sk unanimous consent that the 
House joint re solution 96, which has just come from the other Hou 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
joint resolution from ie House of Representatives. 

The CuieF CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring th 
true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length as in Committee of the Whole, if there he no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall hear it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read the first time 
ond time at length, as follows: 


senate consid 


} 


by its title and the s 


Resolved, etc., That it is the true intent and meaning of the act of Congress 
passed May 9, 1888, and approved by the President of the United St ate entitled 
“An act making appropriations to enable the several Executive Departments of 
the Government, and the Bureau of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian Institi 
tion, including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish and Fisheries 
to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central State 
to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 7, 1888,” that the Presi 
dent of the United States may in his discretion make an order directing that 
any documents, papers, maps, books, or other exhibits which properly and pei 
tinently relate to the establishment of civil ‘rnment in the Territory North- 
west of the Ohio River, may be sent upon an executive order from any of the 
several Departments in said act named, or from the exhibits now at Cincinnati; 
and that the appropriation of money in said act to defray the expenses of such 
exhibits may be made applicable, in so far asthe President of the United States 
may direct, to the payment of the expenses of the care, transportation to and 
return of such exhibits from Marietta; and the same shall be paid from such 
fund heretofore set apart for each Department, as the President may order. 


Mr. PAYNE. I can explain the joint res 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
mittee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Some doubt arose under the act whether the expense 
for transporting some of these exhibits from Cincinnati to Marietta and 
returning them should be paid out of that fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it were only that, I should certainly be in favor 
of it, because it is clearly the meaning and intent of the original act, 
but the joint resolution is so drawn that it will authorize the President 
of the United States, and almost invite him, to send the original ord- 
inance of 1787 establishing the Territory Northwest of the Ohio to 
Marietta for exhibition. For one I do not want to trust that precious 
historic document out of the fire-proof place in the District of Columbia 
where it is kept, because there is danger in respect of any original docu- 
ment of great historic interest in its being carried round the country 
from place to place for exhibition. I do not want to vote in favor ot! 
allowing thé President of the United States to send that document 
from the oo where it is now kept, for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to correct the Senator. There is not the re- 
motest possibility of anything of that kind occurring. The exhibits 
are already at Cincinnati, and the question now arises whether the ex- 
pense of transporting such as may be selected to Marietta and re- 
turning them shall be paid out of the appropriation. It involves no 
new expenditure whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to the matter of expense 
(we are all for the expense always), but the joint resolution is so drawn 
that it will give the President authority to do the thing I have de- 
scribed and that was spoken of before the passage of the original joint 
resolution in regard to the exposition, and which, as I remember it, 
was opposed (I do not mean in debate, but in conversation about it) by 
those who thought that it was not a wise thing to intrust to anybody 
original papers of that character. 

I wish, therefore, that my friend would let the joint resolution lie for 
a few minutes until I can look at the original act and see if it goes any 
further. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to getit through this morning. I have 
an amendment that I wish to offer to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS Let it lie for a few minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will send the amendment I propose to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object for the present. Just let it lie aside, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects, 
and the joint resolution will lie on the table without being referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Payne] 
offers an amendment to be proposed to the joint resolution when it is 
up for consideration, which will be read. 






lution in a moment. 
I think Iunderstandit. It ought to go to a co: 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the 








Nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the complet Lor! 
ion of series of objects which in the judgment of the heads of De rtr S al 
necessary for the purposes of the act providing for these exhibit 3 





Mr. PAYNE. I wish to explain the amendment. One of the A 






































ditors of the Treasury has raised some question whether : > Y 
is now nearly completed after the model of one a! ired 
can be completed at the expense of that fund. It is a very simple 
thing; I do not think it amounts to much; butit is the desire t 
this provision be made 
HO > B 
; T following bills, receive »presentati 
were severally read twice by their tit rred to the C 
iy tee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. M 
A bill (H. R. 486) granting a pension t lia ¢ yu 
A bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension t n R. Ellis 
A bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension t Kelley; 
A bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension t e E. Wells 
A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Colling 
A bill (H.1 gi a pel i to Willia x 
A bill (H. R. 3764) for ief I W 
A bill (H. R. 3913 nto M t 
A bill (H. R. 4270) granting a ito W ( ; 
: A bill (H. R. 5490) grant nsion to M S t 
: A bill (H. R. 7202) gr L} nto William C. rd 
; A bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Ann M 1, 1% 
i John Arnolk 
i A bill (H. R. 8 elief of T 
A bill (H. R. 8 ise the pens M Miner 
‘ A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtrur 
i A bill (H. R. 9540) grantinga pension to M 
5 ford; 
i . 9731) grant pension t i 
j 9732) g y d 1 to i] 
. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. W 
. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; and ; 
f 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. H 
i Rt. S183) tor ; ction of a public building 
} Ss erred to the nmit » on Publ Bu 
i R. 10628) to aut e the - ~ 
across the Missouri River, between Clay County 1 
Missouri, at a point to be selected consistent wi Ti ; 
navigation, between Kansas City, Mo., and a poi hin 5 miles be- | , a ; 
low said city, was referred to the Committee on Commerce. - to 
The following bills and joint resolutions were severally read ; 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Af 
A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal 
University ; 
i Joint resolution (H., Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue armsand equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia 
i Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the Nat ; 
Home fer Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to fill vacancies caused by the 
} expiration of the terms of office of members of the present board 
i managers on the 21st day of April, 1888. 
fi SAN JUAN COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. { 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: er 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous ‘ f f ; tat pass and ‘ 
5 the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1 to ratify an act « tled : l ia 
r “An act creating the county of San Juan,”’ inthe Territory of New Mex \ I 5 i las a . 
i ing met,after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and dor ' , the places ut ts i be : 
i ommend to their respective Houses as follows: ¥ . 1. and ‘ the cla « 
i That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered | shall « stat os at lw ¢  . 
5 That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat ; , any se change. affect 
i numbered 2, and agree to the same, ' 3 resaid rates and fares and charves 
' C.K. DAVIS, — urge type and copies for the use of t 
i WM. M. STEWART, or office of such carréer where pa 
M. C. BUTLER. for transportat , 1 — 
y Managers on the part of the Senate. to the pu and can be 
: Cc. B. KILGORE ; eee meal 
H W. M. SPRINGER, = er 
if WM. WARNER, he nextamendment was, 1n section |, iine tel é word * p 
Managers on the part of the House. to strike out ‘‘ for’’ and insert ‘* open t i l I 


The report was concurred in. ‘*depot,’’ to insert ‘‘or office pastor 
OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. Any common carrier subject to t 








. winnie ‘ as : ie ‘ a « United S > 
i Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask thai the joint resolution relative to the Ohio | {ited States « 
; Valley centennial exposition may now have consideration. I propos¢ pot " 
to amend the proposition, to fix a limitation. i 16 through ablis 
ull po ’ ' ‘ c e ’ i 4 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that | po P ye ao : 4 States ¢ 
‘ the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. | a foreign: - ( . 
196) declaring,the true intent and meaning of the act approved May | have 
9, 1888, 7 ? ht 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | } 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. The a 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the text in line 12, after the 
word ‘‘maps,’’ by inserting ‘‘ not original;’’ so as to read: to e out ‘‘f , ( 
Documents, papers, maps (not original), books, or other exhibits, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. i‘ 
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with the requirements of this section, except after ten days’ public notice, which 
shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in 
force, and the time when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into ef- 
fect; and the proposed changes shall be shown by printing new schedules, or 
shall be plainly indicated upon the schedules in force at the timeand kept open 
to public inspection 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 51, after the word ‘‘in- | 


spection,’’ to strike out 


Reductions in such published rates, fares, or charges may be made without 
previous public notice; but wheneverany 
same shall immediat 
diately be n 
piainly indic 
Inspection. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Redux 


ee days 


y be publicly posted,and the changes made shall imme 
pi 


j ' 
e | , by inting new 


on the sch 





ated uy 


published rates, fares, or charges shall only be made after 
otice, to be given in the same manner that notice 


given, 


yns in sucl 


prey 


ti 
is public n 
muet 


th 
of 


an advance in rates be 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ published,”’ 
in line 95, to strike out: 


But no common car party to any such joint tariff, shall be liable for the 
failure of any other common carrier, party thereto, to observe and adhere to 
the { 8, or charges thus made and published. 


rier, 


rates, fare 


So as to make the clause read: 

Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall file with the 
commission hereinafter provided for copies of 
charges which have 
quirements of th 
changes made in the same. 


been established and published in compliance with the re- 
section, and shall promptly notify said commission of all 
Iivery such common carrier shall also file with 
said commission copies of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with other 
common carriers in relation to any traflic affected by the provisions of this act 
to which it may be a party. And in cases where passengers and freight pass 
over continuous lines or routes operated by more than one common carrier, and 
the several common carriers operating such lines or routes establish joint tariffs 
of rates or fares or charges for such continuous lines or routes, copies of such 
joint tariffs shall also, in like manner, be filed with said commission. Such 
joint rates, fares,and charges on such continuous lines so filed as aforesaid shall 
be made public by such common carrier when directed by said commission, in 
so far as may,in the judgment of the commission, be deemed practicable; and 
said commission shall from time to time prescribe the measure of publicity 
which shall be given to such rates, fares,and charges, or to such part of them as 
it may deem it 
in which they shall be published, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 99, to insert: 

No advance shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown upon joint 
tarilfa, except after ten days’ noticetothe commission,which shall plainly state 
the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in force, and the time 
when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into effect. No reduction 
shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, except after three days’ notice, 
to be given to the commission as is above provided in the case of an advance of 
joint rates. The commission may make public such proposed advances, or such 
reductions, in such manner as may,inits judgment, be deemed practicable, and 
may prescribe from time to time the measure of publicity which common car- 
riers shall give to advances or reductions in joint tariffs. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 113, to insert: 


t shall be unlawful for any common carrier, party to any joint tariff, to 
charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less 
compensation for the transportation of persons or property, or for any service 
in connection therewith, between any points as to which a joint rate, fare, or 
charge is named thereon than is specified in the schedule filed with the com- 
mission in force at the time. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 120, to insert: 

The commission may determine and prescribe the form in which the schedules 
required by this section to be kept open to public inspection shall be prepared 





and arranged, and may change the form from time to time as shall be found ex- | 


ped ent, 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 21, after the word ‘‘ of- 
fense,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That if the offense for which any person shall be convicted as afore- 


said shall bean unlawful discrimination in rates, fares,or charges for the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property, such person shall, in addition to the fine here- 
inbefore provided for, be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two 
years, or both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know that I am authorized by the com- 
mittee, but there seems to be some doubt as to the meaning of the lan- 
guage used, whether it means ‘‘ imprisonment in the penitentiary ’’ or 
not. Ithink the judgment was that it did, but Iam inclined to think 
it may not, and I am therefore willing that the Senateshall insert, after 
the word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ in line 26, the words ‘‘in the peniten- 
tiary.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois proposes 
to amend the amendment by inserting, after the word ‘‘imprisonment,”’ 
in line 26, the words ‘‘in the penitentiary.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 2, after line 28, to insert: 

Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, whenever such 
common carrier is a corporation, any officer or agent thereof, or any person 
acting for or employed by such corporation, who, by means of false billing, false 
classification, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other device 
or means, shall knowingly and willfully assist, or shall willingly suffer or per- 
mit, any person or persons to obtain transportation for property at less than the 


regular rates then established and in force on the line of trans ortation of such 
common carrier, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon con- 
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such reduction is made, notice of the | 


schedules, or shall immediately be | 
dules at the time in force and kept for public | 


its schedule of rates, fares,and | 


actleable for such common carriers to publish, and the places | 


( 


JULY 


) 
’ 





viction thereof, in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction 
| within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject to a fine of 
| not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment for a term of not exceeding (wo years, or 


| 
| both, in the discretion of the court, for each offense. 
{ 
| 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the same words be inserted in line 42, 
| alter the word “‘imprisonment.’’ I move toinsert there the words ‘‘in 
| the penitentiary.’’ 
the amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 
| The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
| The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
2, after Jine 44, to insert: 

Any person and any officer or agent of any corporation or company whio shall 
deliver property for transportation to any common carrier, subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, or for whom as consignor or consignee any such carrier shall 
transport property, who shall kuowingly and willfully, by false billing, false 
classification, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other device 
or means, whether with or without the consent or connivance of the carrier, 
its agent or agents, obtain transportation for such property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on the line of transportation, shall 
be deemed guilty of fraud, which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, and 
shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject 
for each offense to a fine of not exceeding $5,900, or imprisonment for a term of 
not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court, 


Mr. CULLOM. After the word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ in line 60, in the 
amendment, I move to insert the words ‘‘in the penitentiary.”’ 
| The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
| The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
| in section 2, after line 61, to insert: 


a, € 
If any such person, or any officer or agent of any such corporation or com- 

pany,shall, by payment of money or other thing of value, solicitation, or other- 
| wise, induce any common carricr subject to the provisions of this act, or any of 
| its officers or agents, to discriminate unjustly in his, its, or their favor as against 
| any other consignor or consiguee in the transportation of property, or shall aid 
or abet any common carrier in any such unjust discrimination, such person, or 
such officer or agent of such corporation or company, shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the United 
States of competent authority within the district in which such offense was com- 
mitted, be subject to a fine of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment for a term 
of not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court, for each of- 
| fense; and such person, corporation, or company shali also, together with said 
common carrier, be liable, jointly or severally, in an action on the case to be 
| brought by any consignor or consignee discriminated against in any court of 
the United States of competent jurisdiction for all damages caused by or result- 
ing therefrom, 


Mr. CULLOM. After the word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ in line 75 of the 
amendment, I move toinsert the words ‘‘in the penitentiary.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘ require,”’ to insert ‘‘ by subpoena;”’ 
in line 15, after the words ‘‘ investigation and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ to that 
end’’ and insert ‘‘in case of disobedience to a subpoena, the commis- 
sion, or aby party toa proceeding before the commission;’’ so as to read: 


Sec. 3. That section 12 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sec, 12. That the commission hereby created shall have authority to in- 
quire into the management of the business of all common carriers subject to 
the provisions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner and 
methods in which the same is conducted, and shall have the right to obtain 
| from such common carriers full and complete information necessary to enable 
| the commission to perform the duties and carry out the objects for which it 
| was created; and for the purposes of this act the commission shall have power 
| to require, by subpcena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the pro- 
| duction of all books, papers, tariffs, contracts, agreements, and documents re- 
lating to any matter under investigation, and in case of disobedience to a sub- 
peena, the commission, or any party to a proceeding before the commission, 
may invoke the aid of any court of the United States in requiring the attend- 
ice and testimony of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and doc- 
uments under the provisions of this section.” 


| in section 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 4, after line 15, to insert: 

The commission may provide for the publication of its reports and decisions 
in such form and manner as may be best adapted for public information and 
use, and such authorized publications shall be competent evidence of the re- 
| ports and decisions of the commission therein contained, in all courts of the 
United States and of the several States, without any further proof or authenti- 
cation thereof. The commission may also cause to be printed for early distri- 
bution its annual reports, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| ‘The next amendment was, in section 5, line 20, after the word “‘ af- 
| firmations,’’ to insert ‘‘and sign subpoenas;’’ so as to read: 

Either of the members of the commission may administer oaths and affirma- 
tionsand sign subpoenas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 11, after the word ‘‘du- 
ties,’’ to strike out: 


Subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. The commission shall 
be furnished by the Secretary of the Interior with suitable offices and all nec- 
essary oftice supplies. 


And insert: 


Until otherwise provided by law, the commission may hire suitable offices for 
its use, and shall have authority to procure all necessary office supplies, 


So as to read: 


Src. 6. That section 18 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 
“Sec. 18. That each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of $7,500 
payable in the same manner as the salaries of judges of the courts of the United 
States. The commission shall appoint asecretary, who shall receive an annual 
salary of $3,500, payable in like manner. he commission shall have authority 


| 
| The amendment was agreed to. 














